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THE DEBATES

OP TE B

SENATE OF CANADA
IN THE

FIFTH SESSION OF THE EIGHTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO

MEET FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE FIRST

DAY OF FEBRUARY, IN THE SIXTY-THIRD YEAR

OF THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thur8day, February 1, 1900.

The Senate met at 2.30 D.m.

PRAYERS.

THE CLERK OF THE SENATE.

The SPEAKER informed the Senate that
a commission under the Great Seal had been
granted to Samuel Edmour St. Onge Cha-
pleau, appointing hlm the Clerk of the
Senate.

The Commission to the Clerk was then,
read.

Mr. Chapleau, having taken the oath of
offlee, took bis place.

NEW SENATORS.

The following newly-appointed Senators
were introduced and took their seats -

Hon. GEORGE TAYLOR FULFORD, of Brock-
ville, Ont., vice the Hon. W. E. Sa.nford, de-
ceased.

Hon. CHABLES BURPEE, of Sheffield, N.B.,
1ice the Hon. Thos. Temple, deceased.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONý&.
This day, at Three o'clock p.m., His Ex-

cellency the Governor General proceeded in
state in the Senate Chanber in the Parlia-
ment Buildings, and took his seat upon the
Throne. The Members of the Senate oeing
assembled, His Excellency was pleased
command the attendance of the House of
Commons, and that House being present,
1-Ils Excellency was pleased to open the
Flfth Session of the Eighth Parliament of
the Dominion of Canada, with the following
speech :-
Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commons
It la again my pleasing duty to congratulate

you on the continued prosperity of the Dominion
and on the remarkable increase in the general
volume of the revenue and of the exporte and
Importe of the country.

Hostilities having unfortunately broken out
during the recess between Great Britain and the
South African RepublIc, it appeared to my
ministers expedient to anticipate the action of
parliament by equipping and forwarding two
contingents of volunteers to the seat of war as
a practical evidence of the profound devotion and
loyalty of the entire people of Canada to the
Sovereign and institutions of the British Em-
pire.

In this connection it ls a matter of pride and
gratification to the people of this Dominion that,
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In addition to the contingents sent by the gov-
errment, another Canadian force is being or-
ganized and despatched at the personal expense
of the High Commissioner of Canada. This
generous and patriotie action upon the part of
Lord Stratheona reflects high honour on him and
on the Dominion he represents.

I have been instructed ta convey to you Her
Majesty's high appreciation of the loyalty and
patriotism thus displayed, which, following the
preference granted under the present tariff ta
articles of British manufacture, has had the
l:appiest effect in cementing and intensifying the
cordial relations subsisting between Canada and
the mother country.

A Bill will be submitted for your approval
naking provision for the cost of equipping and
paying the Canadian contingents.

The measures which have been taken from
time ta time ta facilitate the safe transportation
of food stuffs to European markets have resuited
in a large increase in the exportation of several
important articles of produce, and it may be-
come necessary in the interest of this very im-
portant branch of industry to require a more
careful inspection than has been customary for
the purpose of maintaining that high standard of
exceïlence heretofore secured and which ls ab-
solutely indispensible if the people of Canada
are ta increase their large and profitable trade
with other countries in these commodities.

I am glad to observe that the returna from
the Post Office Department afford good ground
for believing that the temporary loss of revenue
caused by the great reduction recently made in
letter postage, will speedily be made good by
the increased correspondence consequent thereon.

Negotiations are now in progress with several
of our sister colonies in the West Indies which
It is hoped may result in increasing and develop-
ing our trade wlth those islands, and possibly
with certain portions of the adjacent continent
of South America.

It gives me great pleasure ta observe that, in
pursuance of the policy which was defined at
the last session of parliament, a carefully de-
vised body of regulations bas been adopted,
applicable ta all railways and public works
within the federal jurisdiction, making adequate
provision for the sanitary protection and medical
care of workingmen.

The attention of the government has beer
called ta the conflicts which occasionally arise
between workmen and their employers. While
it may not be possible ta wholly prevent such
difficulties by legislation, my government thinl
tiat many of the disputes might be averted if
better provisions could be made for the frienday
intervention of boards of conciliation, the con-
clusions of which, while inot legally binding
would have much welght with both sides and
be useful in bringing an intelligent public opin-

ion to bear on these complicated subjects. You
will be invited to consider whether the provin-
cial legislatioa in this matter may not be use-
fully supplemented by an enactment providing
for the establishment of a Dominion tribunal for
assisting in the settlement of such questions.

I am happy ta observe that the number of
settlers who have taken up lands in Manitoba
and in the North-west Territories is larger than
in any previous year, and affords conclusive evi-
dence of the success which bas attended the
efforts of my government to promote immigra-
tion, and I have no doubt that the greatly in-
creased production of the West will henceforth
add materially ta the growth af the trade of
the whole Dominion. While the efforts made to
secure increased population for the West have
thus been successful, much attention haa also been
devoted ta the repatriation of Canadians who
in less prosperous times have left Canada. You
will be pleased to learn that this work has been
attended with satisfactory results.

My government, during the recess, bas been
giving its attention ta the subject of a railway
commission. Valuable Information has been and
is still being collected, which when completed
will be submitted to you, and will, no doubt,
receive at your hands the earnest coneideration
wbich the importance of the subject requires.

I am pleased ta say that our canal system,
connecting the great lakes with the Atlantic sea-
board, has been cmpleted so as ta allow vessels
having a draft of 14 feet ta pass from the head
of Lake Superior ta the sea. The vigorous and
successful prosecution of these works by my Gov-
ernment bas already attracted the attention of
those lnterested in western transportation, and
there are good grounds for the hope that, when
the necessary facilities for the quick and in-
expensive handling of ocean traffic are provided
and which are now in progress, Canadian ports
will control a much larger share of the traffic
of the West.

Mea.surcs will be introduced ta renew and
amend the existing banking laws, ta regulate
the rate of interest payable upon judgments re-
covered in courts of law, ta provide for +,Le
taking of the next decennial census, for the
better arrangement of the electoral districts, to
amend the Criminal Code and the laws relating
ta other important subjects.
'Jentlemen of the House of Conmmons:

The public accounts will be laid before you,
and also the estimates for the coming year,
vhich have been prepared with due regard ta

,conomy and the rapid growth of the
)ominion.
'ionourol>le (Cntlimen of the Senate

Gentlemien of the House of Comroimons :
I commend ta your consideration the subjects
have mentioned, confiding in your patriotism

and judgment.
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THE ADDREfSS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved:
That the Sanate do take into consideration the

speech of His Excellency the Governor General
on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

The ýSenate then ajourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, February 5, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at 3 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

Hon. JDsEPH PHILIPPE BABY-CAsGRAIN,
representing the electoral division of De La-
naudière, vice Hon. Joseph H. Bellerose,
deceased, was introduced and took his seat.

THE ADIDRESS.

The Order of the Day being read:
Consideration of His Excellency the Governor

General's speech on the opening of the Fifth
Session of the Eighth Parliament.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (De Lanaudière)
said (in French) : Called upon for the first
time to address this legislative body where
sit the wise and the aged of the nation, be-
fore this areopagus of our political world,
before princes of finance, before, above ail,
men who have devoted the best of their lives
to thé service of the State, I feel under the
influence of the deepest anxiety and the
most natural emotions. Why should I try
to conceal them ln appearing before you,
who know well the timidity of a novice in
Parliamentary career, knowing the great res-
Ponsibility which attaches to the quasi-
official words which I am invhed to discuss
under the grave and painful circumstances
which surround the British Empire at this
time. I have accepted with joy, hon. gen-
tlemen of the Senate, the invitation which
the government of my country has extended
to me to move the adoption of the address
ln reply to the speech from the Throne, be-
cause I find therein, on the occasion of my
entering for the first time this Chamber, an
opportunity of expressing on my own be-
half and for the province in which I was
born, our sincere sentiments of loyalty to-

wards our Graclous Sovereign. The other
day his honour the Lieutenant-Governor Of
the province of Quebec with that appropria-
teness of expression which distinguishes
him, wishing God speed to the Canadian
officers who had put their swords and their
lives at the service of the empire, on the oc-
casion of their departure from the ancient
city of Champlain, eloquently developed
this thought, In recaling two immortal
pages from our own history which ln cer-
tain places people appear to leave In ob-
livion. 'Fifteen years had barely passed
aifter the cession of Canada, when, as the
Marquis of Montcalm had predicted long
before the 'loss of Canada, already a tempest
of revoit ln nearly all the British colonies
of America extinguished the peaceable fires
on the hearths and rebellious hands carried
trIumphantly the incendiary torches of
civil war in the fertile fields of the new
world. The great majority of the sons of
Ailbion on American soil raised the standard
of revoit, and threatened to wrest from
England the last of Its colonies on this
continent. Emissaries of the partisans of
independence were sent to Canada to lead
the Canadians into rebellion. They were
prodigal of captious promises. Messrs.
Franklin, Chase and Carroll passed weeks
and weeks in Montreal trying to sow sedi-
tion there. Certainly the temptation was
great, but our ancestors listening only to the
volce of duty and the wise counsels of the
Roman Catholic clergy, remained true to
their sworn alleglance, and I am proud to
be able to proclaim that Canada remains
in the British Empire to-day, thanks to
the loyalty of the descendants of France
to the British Crown. Our great Canadian
sculptor, Hebert, who immortalizes to-day
in bronze the memory of that good man, of
that great citizen, of that honest Prime
Minister, who was Alexander Mackenzie,
whose statue wIll adorn for ever the
avenue leading to these legislative halls,
erected several years ago on the hlstoric
shores of the Chambly River, another
monument to remind future generations
of the glory of that great patriot, the
conqueror of Chateauguay, Colonel Sala-
berry. Her Royal Highness the Princess
Louise herself unveiled his statue. For the
second time under British rule our terrIt-
ory was Invaded. The very existence of
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the colony was endangered. A patriotie tme, and eveu those whlch had been con-
union of the whole population was necessary sidered of littie use fer years have acquired
to repulse the enemy. It was on the morning to-day a great value, for they serve new te
of the 26th October, 1813, Salaberry, com- sUPply the immense establishments where
mander-in-chief of the troops on that me- they make pulp, with whIch we shah soon
morable day, presented his forces as a supply the world. Near one of these
living rampart against the American In- establishments, a.s under the magie wand
vasion and won the glorlous victory of Cha- at a good fairy, the town of Grand
teauguay. With 300 or 400 brave men, %lère sprang up from the virgin ferest
after a free fight of four hours' duration, with a population et 3,000 seuls. What shaR
he routed General Hampton and 7,000 United I say of the Falla ot Shawenigan and of their
States soldiers. The fidelity and the marvellous deve]opnent? But time does
courage of Canadians for the second time fot permit me te dweli upon them and 1
saved the colony and secured Canada niust paes on rapldly. New Industries are
to the empire for ever. In the presence of lorn every day. OId industries double the
these undeniable historical facts, corrobor- capacity et their machines, inereasing their
ated by al the Englbsh authors, is there an factories and demandIng ef the people te
intelligent and sincere man who will say furnish them the necessary bauds. The
that England cannot count on the loyalty artisans are ail working full or over-
and devotion orf the Canadian 'people to tIme. Ail find remunerative work, brlng-
the utmost? mg them happiuess and ease lu ther humble

The first paragraph of the speech from homes.
the Throne congratulates parliament on the Providence has dewered Canada wlth the
new era of prosperity which reigns from the finest commercial artery In the worid.
Atlantic to the Pacifie. You know better From the head of océan navigation to the
than I do, hon. gentlemen, that Canada for seurces et the St. Lawrence at the ex-
the last three years has been striding for- treme western end ef Lake Superior, we
ward wIth the paoe of a giant in the path of have 1,400 miles of navigation, interrupted
progress. The development of our minerai lu some places by insurmeuntable eataracts.
resources Is the marvel of the world. The Wlthout cultivation, the most fertile sou
lcy regions of the Klondike and the Yukon, will yleld nothing. Thus the werk ot
rival In richness the gold and silver mines man must second the work et the Crea-
of that land of eternal spring-Britlsh tor and overcome the ebstructions which
Columbla. Thanks to the enlightened and God lu his wlsdem has piaced on that
progressive administration of the Depart- Incomparable route te prevent the tee
ment of Agriculture, the products of the easy flew of the waters et the* great
Canadian farm, which Providence has laks. Iu the course ot a great number
bountifully lavished upon us, are placed et years Canada has expended enormnus
on the markets of Europe to-day In all suis te Inpreve the St. Lawrence route.
their freshness and meet with success the As the weakness ot one link iu a chai
competition of similar products coming Is the measure et its entire strength,
from much nearer contries. The consul se oue shallow place l8 sufficient te in-
at Liverpool of the great republic, our terrupt the navigation ef a great river.
neighbour, in an official report addressed The Soulauges Canal had net yet been con-
to his government, admits tbat 'the effect- structed. When the présent administration
Ive and practical aid furnished by the took office a moat Important preblem pte-
Minister of Agriculture to the farmers sented itselt fer consideration to the coi-
of Canada, gives the Canadian products an merdai Worid. The rallways had attalned
immense advantage on the English market. such a high degree o perfection, the tacil-
The lumber trade, which was depressed for ItMes for transportation had been so beauti-
a number of years and whIch bas been for a tully împroved, 'by reduelng grades and
long time, with agriculture, one of the augmenting the capacity ot the cars and the
most fruitful sources of wealth to this coun- power et the locomotives, that the question
try, has taken a new lease of life. The price was raised whether it might not be as well te
of timber limits lias doubled within a short abandon the turther deepening M the canais

Hon. Mr CASGRAIN.
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and let the transport of grain go entirely to
the railways. The government seriously
studied the question, and after a most
thorough lnquiry on the matter, came
to the conclusion, after consultation
with engineers, that transport by water
was stili more advantageous. The rapids
between the counties of Beauharnois
and Soulanges were the last obstacles to be
removed. The works were pushed with a
Vigour without parallel in the history of
public works in this country, and under the
able direction of that eminent engineer,
Mr. Thomas Munro, the Soulanges Canal
was opened last year for navigation. The
engineer supplemented the work of nature,
and from these inland seas which we call the
great lakes, ships drawing fourteen feet of
water are able to carry to the shores of the
Atlantie the wheait grown on the immense
plains of tibe west. With the deepening of
Port Coliborne opposite the city of Buffalo,
and the carrying out of modern improve-
ments at the port of Montreal, the national
port of Canada, not only shall we trans-
port our own Canadian wheat, of which the
greater part at present takes the United
States route, but we shall secure a large
portion of the traffic from the western
states. At the present hour, while I am ad-
dressing the hon. gentlemen of this Cham-
'ber, a syndicate is at work in the port of
Montreal which bas undertaken rto trans-
port as much grain as the total export of
that port last year.

Hon. gen#tlemen of the ;Senate, I approve
entirely of the sending ot tbe Canadian con-
tingents to Africa by the present govern-
ment. For more than sixty years Canada
bas enjoyed profound peace. I have search-
ed in vain in the pages of bisetory down to
the most recent times without finding in
any part orf the world another people of four
or five millions who wlshed to develop its
resources, whidh bas become wealthy and
Dowerful, without having to pay in money
or lu men for the protection or defence of
its territory. Under the democratic insti-
tutions Which have been given us, and
Which CEngland has confirmed !to us,we have
Oenjoyed every constitutional liberty. Every
creed and nationality has stood on an equal
footing and enjoyed equal liberty on Cana-
dian soil. We are all proud of possessing
equal rights. We collect Our own revenues

and the people, at their free will, exPend
them tbrough their representatives in the
House of Commons. The gracious sove-
reign through whose royal munificence we
have received all these benefits bas incon-
testable claims upon our gratitude. So
when the hour of danger sounded, when ber
territory was invaded, In all the provinces of
the confederation, hundreds and thousands
of men volunteered to sacrifice their lives
on the battle field of Africa in defence 0f
the empire. In the presence of that grand
manifestation of pariotLsm the course of
the government was plainly traced. Ignor-
ing for the moment the letter of the con-
stitution, and listening only to the voice of
gratitude and the dictates of the heart, the
ministry entered upon a new policy without
assembling the representatives of the people
and spent the public money anticipating the
approval of the Commons. I do not believe,
hon. #gentlemen, that the government. will
be condemned for that action by Her Ma-
jesty's loyal Canadian subjects. In addition
to these two contingents, the High Commis-
aloner of Canada In London, Lord Stratbh-
cona, with the munificence of whieh he bas
given proofs on so many occasions in Can-
ada-,witness bis donation of nearly a mil-
lion dollars to the Royal Victoria Hospital
and bis endowment of over two millions to
McGill University-has undertaken at his
own expense to equip a contingent of five
hundred men furnishing them with arms
and mounts complete. He is sendIng then
sto South Africa in steamships expressly
fitted for that purpose, transforming then
into veritable military transports. I hope
that the govemment of this country, with
the entire population, on the approaching re-
turn of Lord Sttratheona to Canada will tes-
tify to him by an immense demonstration
their appreciation of his generosity, which
surpasses aught that bas ever been done in
the United Kingdom by an-y one citizen
whether noble or plebein. The ministers
thenselves have pald their tribute In oblood,
and the sons of three of them are now
facing the enemy on the soli of South Africa.
The only son of the Speaker of this House,
Col. Oscar Pelletier, parting from bis wli
and children. (bidding adieu to the banks of
the St. Lawrence, confiding to tbe care of
his country all 'that ls most dear to him ln
the world, ls now opposing bis breast to the
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fire of -the enemy in defence of the British
flag. Let us pray God, the God of 'battles,
that he will protect our sons and our
brothers, and return them to their homes
covered with glory after havIng aided in
achieving victory for the British arme on
the soil of Africa, restored the sovereignty
of the Queen ln the Traniovaal and hoisted
,the British fiag triumphant over Pretoria.
I bave the honour to move the adoption of
the address ln reply to the speech from the
Throne.

Hon. Mr. BURPEE-jIn rising to second
the motion of the hon. gentleman who has
preceded me, I think I cean laim considera-
tion in any remarks that I may make, as I
am a new member of the Senate, and I
know thit the policy of this honourable
body le to always extend a certain consider-
ation to new members. I have not the
pleasure of understanding the language in

only one hundred and seventy-seven millions
dollars, being an increase of twenty-six mil-
lion dollars. The subject that Is command-
ing most attention in this country at this
time is the unfortunate war which Great
Britain is now wagiug against the Orange
Free State and the Transvaal. Great Britain
no doubt has been driven into this war
against her inclination. The fact is that the
misgovernment of the Transvaal, and the
ianner in whiich the Boer government has
persecuted the Uilanders of all creeds and
nationalities, is a grievance which could not
be overlooked in view of the number of
British subjects residing in that country.
She remornstrated and negotiations were
earried on with a view to ameliorating or
lessenIng the grievances of the Uitlanders,
but they all failed. Instead of meeting the
British governinent in a proper spirit, the
negotiations culminated in the Boer govern-
ment sending the British government an

which the hon. mover .has addressed the impertinent denîand to at once cease sending
House. I am sorry that my education is troope and munitions of war Into her own
deficient in that respect. I have no doubt colonies. Hardly liad the negotiations ter-
that lie bas dealt with the important mea- miuated, whcx the Boer armies invaded
sures that are foreshadowed in the speech British terrItory, compelling the British
in a very exhaustive and able manner, and government to take up arms in defence of
if I could Interpret all that lie has said. lier own colonies and to redress the grev-
have no doubt I would be inclined to let ances of lier sibjects and others ln the
well enough alorne, and resume my seat Transvaal, anin the interest of good gov-
after having seconded the address. But, erament and fair dealing wlth aIl classes
hon. gentlemen, if you will bear with nie and ail denomInations in fli South African
for a short time, I will allude to some of Republie. It is wlth prIde that we recal
the Important measures that are foreshad- the prompt ianner ln which the govern-
owed ln the speech from the Throne. The ment and people of Canada volunteered to
first paragraph refers to the prosperity of take up arme la defence of their Queca and
this country as evidenced by its increasd empire. From one end of the country to
importation and exportation. I need not tli other, a spirit of loyalty prevailed le
dwell upon the fact that this Dominion of every lousehold, and the people came for-
ours Is enjoying a high degree of prosperity. ward. nýbly wth nen and means te assist
That cannot be disputed when we see by tie Imperial zuvernment in their struggle
the papers that the volume of trade bas for right, for Justice andgood governnent.
increased elghty-two and a half million, in I believe that before many decades it will
round numbers. for the last three years, be demonstrated that the Boers are now
making for each year, an average of twenty- fighting against their own materlal interest.
seven and a haif millions. This certainly I that they will be subdued and that
Is a gratifying statement. and proves con- they lil he givea a constitution sîmîlar to
elusively that the Dominion is in a very ours us s001 ns they are capable and wIlllng
prosperous condition. Not only is that so. to acept and carry It ot. I beleve they
but it is a fact that within the last six will be gîven sucli a degree of self govera-
months of the fiscal year our volume of ment as will enable them to become greater
trade amouinted to two hundred and three and ibre influential ln the world than they
million dollars. The trade returns of corres- are now. The fact le, If they lad a govera-
pouding six iuonths of previous year was ment sud as ours, capital and emigration

Hon. Mr CASGRAIN.
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would flow in there, and the country would
develop by leaps and bounds. The govern-
ment of Canada le the freest and best lu
the world. In testimony of this I will just
for a moment revert to an incident which
occurred ln the year 1865, wheu a genfle-
man from Montreal, who was a public man
with large experience In different countries
and under different governments-I refer to
the Hon. D'Arcy McGee-gave a lecture ln
the city of St. John at the Mechanice' Ins-
titute on the· subject of Irlsh affairs. In
the course of that lecture he told his hearers
that he had lived in Ireland, that he was
born in Ireland, and that he had great sym-
pathy for his native land, that he belleved
tbey had grievances, some of w1ilch hée
recited. He had lived ln England a num-
ber of years. and he understood the gov-
ernment of England pretty well. He then
said he had lived ln the United States some
four or five years, and as a journalist he
understood pretty well the system of gov-
ernient there. He had lived *In Canada a
few years, and he said 'gentlemen, when
in Ireland I was called an Irish rebel.
lUnder siniilar circamstances I would be
so again, but in Canada I claim to be as
good and loyal a British subject as there
is in the Dominion, and for the reason that
we have the freest constitution and best
governed country ln the world.' I think
that goes to show why we are happy
in our government. We are free under
the rule of Great Britain, and we are
proud to belong to an empire on wliich the
sun never sets, and which Is able to defend
herself and her subjects no matter what
Part of the world they are in. I wish to
mention briefly some of the other measures
alluded to ln the address. Reference is
made ln the speech from the Throne to the
trade relations of the country, and to pre-
ferential trade with England, and It le
gratifying to note that the trade with Eng-
land has been increasing for the last two
Years at least. In the year 1898 it increased
three millions under the twelve and a half
per cent reduction of tariff. In the fol-
lowing Year, with twenty-five per cent reduc-
tion Of tariff, it increased four and a balf
million dollars; so that it is increasing from
year to year. I thlnk that le something to be
commended. The agriculture of the Dom-
inion le alluded to. The government and

the Minister of Agriculture deserve credit
for the manner in which they have facili-
tated the export of agricultural products by
providing cheap and expeditious transport-
ation and cold storage, which preserves
many of the articles ln a proper state for
sale ln England. The address also refers
to the necessity for proper Inspection. That
is a matter which should be looked after
very sharply because It le a fact, as stated
by the journals of the day, that a large
quantity of Inferior United States goods
are put upon the marget in England as
Canadian goods. This should be checked.
The reduction ln postage rates le a great
boon to the people, and I am pleased to see
that ilt le expected that the loss caused by the
reduction of one cent on letters and other
postal matters, will be overcome by the extra
amount of postage which will be recelved.
With regard to another subject, the expan-
sion of our markets to the West Indies and
to South America, ilt le important that we
should take every advantages of markets
outside the Dominion for our surplus pro-
ducts. And it le a fact that we are in a
great measure excluded from the markets
of our neighbours to the south by a very
high and restrictive tariff, The nearest
market outside of the United States le the
English market, and of course being the
second nearest to us, would be the second
best, and if we cannot obtain fair trade
relations with the United States, we muet
look elsewhere. I hope the government will
be successful ln its effort to secure freer
trade relations with the West Indies and
South America. Another matter to which
I will allude which perhaps le not strict-
ly Included ln any of the subjects men-
tioned ln the speech, le the fact that ln
the United States the press and a num-
ber of the public men advocate a high
tarIff, a ChInese commercial wall in order
that they may drive Canada into their arme.
In view of the operation of the preferen-
tial tariff, and the ebullition of loyalty
which bas aroused Canada from one end to
the other, the United States will no longer
entertain the idea that they can, by any
high tariff, or by excluding our commodities
from their markets drive us into annexa-
tion, their restrictive legislation bas had
the very opposite effect. If we cannot
obtain fair reciprocal trade relations with
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ther countries, Canada' is quite able to and I could not help smiling when he asked
addle her own canoe. Then I may say the indulgence of the House for a young
hat the immigration in the North-west is member. True he is a young member in the
ery gratifying. It is said that fifty Senate, but like myself he is rather an old
housand immigrants entered that country experienced legislator. He had, with iy-
ast year, and that fifteen thousand which self, the honour, for such I may deem it, of
umber came from the United States which occupying a seat in the House of Commons
s an advance over any previous year. There for a number of years, and it has always
s just one other point with which I will been my pleasure to be on the opposite side
rouble this honourable House to-day, and from him. We have smiled at each other oc-
hat is with reference to the expansion of casionally across the floor, and I hope for
ur trade by the opening up of our canals, many years to come we may -be able to oc-
lie extension of our railways and the faci- cupy similar positions. Before dealing with
ities given for cheap transportation to the the subjects mentioned in the address, I
eaports of the Dominion. We have in the should like to ask the leader of the govern-
rovince of New Brunswick, in St. John, ment why the Senate has not been treated
xpended a large amount of money in faci- with the same courtesy which was extended
itating the exportation of western goods to to the House of Commons in the matter of
England. We are prepared to do a large the correspondence between the Imperial
imount of that export trade, and I do hope government and this government, and all
hat hereafter, as is indicated in the speech other correspondence relating to the send-
rrom the Throne, a larger proportion of ing of the contingents from Canada to
western trade will be exported through our South Africa. Those of us who have had
)wn Canadian seaports. a little experience In parliamentary prac-

tice were rather amused, if not surprised,
NEW SENATORS. at the little, shall I say dodge-perhaps

The following newly appointed Senators that would be unparliamentary-but the

were introduced and took their seats : little by-play between the Premier and the

Hon. ROBERT WÂTSO, of Portage la Prai- gentleman who resigned his seat in the

rie, Man., vice Hon. John Sutgerland, de- House of Commons in protestation of the

eased. course pursued by the Premier in asking
for the enrolment of 1,000 volunteers to

Hon. FINLAY M. YOUNG, of Killarney, send to the Transvaal without calling par-
Man., rice Hon. C. A. Boulton, deceased. liament together. When the motion was

THE ADDRESS. put for the debate on the address, the right
lion. gentleman. the leader of the lower

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL re- House, turned around, indicating that there
sumed the debate. He said : I may be per- was an understanding between these two
mitted to congratulate the House on the gentlemen, who agree so admirably upon
acquisition to its debating talent, after the course which he had pursued, to ask for
having listened to the hon. gentleman who an adjournment. The adjournment was
'ioved the address in answer to the speech asked for, and he condescendingly consented

rrom the Throne. I frankly admit that my te give it. During my 30 years of parlia-
knowledge of the French language is not mentary experience, 1 have ne recollection
such as to fully appreciate lis remarks, but of ever laving witnessed a scene of that
fromn what I could glean from them, they kind, or seen a course et that character
breathe that spirit of patriotism and loyalty pursued. I have olten heard the leader et
to the Crown which I am quite sure actuated the opposition demand trom the govern-
bis ancestors, and I am glad to know that ment et the day the production ot certain
they are the views of a vast majority of papers betore proceeding with the address.
the people of this country. irrespective of But I never yet saw my old and venerated
their nationality. I had the pleasure for a leader, Sir John Macdonald, accede te sucl

good many years of sitting opposite my a proposition, the eonstitutional practice
friend (lon. Mr. Burpee), who is well on in and principle being that on ail occasions the
years like mysof, in the Hlouse et Gommons, address from the Goveror shoud be

Hon. Mr. BURPEE.
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-answered before any documents are laid on
the table, for two reasons : first, courtesy
to the Crown, and, second, as an indication
of the approval of the representatives of
the people of the government of the day.
That is the position lie took. and I repeat
that lie always refused to accede to any re-
quest bf the kind. Perhaps this precedent,
to which some members of the government
object very strongly, may be looked forward
to in the future as a guide to what we should
have, or what we may demand before we
proceed with the consideration of the
speech from the Throne. Let me again ask
the leader of the House, why, if it were
deemed advisable and expedient to postpone
the consideration of the address from
Thursday until the following Monday, in
order that this correspondence should be
placed in the hands of the members of the
House of Commons, that that same court-
esy has not been extended to us. If that
-correspondence was necessary to debate the
address and consider it intelligently, in
the House of Commons, is it not equally
important that it should be supplied to this
House in order that we might know how
to discuss a matter involving such momen-
tous consequences ? It may possibly be that
the government think that the Senate is
not of sufficient importance, or even that it
is not an Integral part of the government
of this country. They may be of the saine
impression as the Minister of Public Works,
who sald, in a speech recently delivered in
Montreal. that while there are very able and
talented men In the House of Commons, a
large proportion of the senators are not
worth the rope that would be sufficient to
hang them. Or they may think that we
are In the position In 'which Sir Richard
Cartwright, the Minister of Trade and
Commerce, placed us in his speech In the
city of Toronto : When asked the question,
'What about the Senate' ? lie said, 'We
will leave the Senate to Providence to get
Fid of that incubus.' My hon. friend be-
side me (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) suggests that
even that Is better than the hangman. How-
-ever, i†ndging from the youthful appearance
"f sorne of those who have been admitted to
seats In the Senate to-day, I am of the im-
pression that It will be a long time before
Providence removes thei from the Upper
Chamber. To 'wi-thb'old necessary Informa-

tion is an indignity to this Ilouse. We
should have been treated as the House of
Commons bas been treated, and if we
should be led astray l debating the ques-
tion, the error may be attributed to the
fact that we have not been supplied with
necessary information. I leave It to the
senators to judge whether the demand
which I have made is relevant or Improper
under the circumstances. The hon. gen-
tleman who moved the address spoke in
eloquent terms of the loyalty of the people
of Canada to the Crown, and of the pro-
gress which the country is making. He
informed us of the great benefits which
the farmers had derived from the In-
formation furnished thei by the Minis-
ter of Agriculture, which lie considered a
means of opening up the markets of Eu-
rope for the products of our farms. Wel,
I am not prepared to say that the advance
in our trade with the mother country has
not been the result of that policy, but It Is
amusing to those who know something of
thé past to hear hon. gentlemen attribute
all that benefit to the action of the
present Minister of Agriculture. He has
not taken one single step which was not
first inaugurated iby the late governient.
I commend him for the course that le has
pursued. The policy which was laid down
for ceold storage, the opening up of the
markets of Europe and furnishing Inform-
ation which would help the people of this
country, bas been followed up by the present
government, but It was inaugurated and
was being carried out to its fullest extent
by the late government. In that particular
aauaiLaja q41m s.ulnnlyi d Jauo £unm UT sm
to the trade of this country, I say absolutely
and de facto that they did not depart and
have not yet deviated to any great extent
from the policy of the late government as
regards the protection given the country, by
Sir Leonard Tilley as long ago as 1869, up to
the present time. My hon. friend opposite
spoke about preferential trade and said
that under It trade has Increased. So lt
has, but the trade of the country under the
pollcy that has been adopted, which 1s
termed preferential trade, has increased to
a much larger extent between the United,
States and this country than between Eng-
land and Canada. And more than that,
when hon. gentlemen speak of the reduction
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of the tarif, if hon. gentlemen look at the
tarif as It stands to-day and compare it
with the tarif as it exlsted prior to their
advent te ofilee, and make the calculation,
after the reduction in the tarif including
the free and dutiable goods, with all the
preferential tarifs given to free trade
countries, you will find that it amounts to
th'e enormous sum of about one seventleth
of one hundred per cent. You may go
further : instead of being a free trade policy,
which my venerable friend in front of me
was always very fond of, hon. gentlemen will
find that some of the articles even under the
preferential tarif are higher to-day than
they were under the old protective tariff.
Hon. gentlemen may say that that is a bold
statement, but I ask them to take the tariff
of twenty-five per cent under the old Act,
and add the ten per cent, which they did
prior to the reduction of twenty-five per
cent, and they will find that we have a
twenty-slx and a quarter per cent tariff, or
1* per cent more under the preferential
clause and ten per cent more under the
general clause of the new tarif than
under the old arrangement. Is it any
wonder, under such circumstances, that our
varlous manufactures are increasIng and are
prosperous to-day ? I venture the assertion,
and I say It with ful. deliberation, that if
the pledges made by the members of tlhe
present government to the people of this
Country had ïbeen carried out In their en-
tirety, the same prosperous conditions would
not exist to-day. I see before me two or
three hon. friends from the North-west
and Manitoba who complained of the
ruinous protection given to the manufactu-
rers of agricultural Implements, which they
contended was weighing down the energies
of the farmer. Did the present government
take Off any duties which would affect the
manufacturing interest that existed in this
country upon these particular articles? It is
true that they reduced some specific duties
and made them ad valorem. It is quite true
also that they reduced the duties upon some
of the minor articles, such as spades and
that kind of thing, but they did not reduce
the duties upon those articles which
cost the most and which was repre-
sented to the farmers as being ruinous 'te
them-I mean the duty upon reapers, tresh-
Ing machines, &c. Take the agricultural im-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

plements manufactured to-day, threshers and
reapers; they were twenty per cent under
the reduction which was made by #the late
government. That duty has not been
lowered. I will tell hon. gentlemen what
they did, as every hon. gentleman who is
listening te me knows. They gave a strong-
er grade of protection te the manufacturer
by leaving the duty as it was and reducing
the duty upon the raw material out of
which an article was made. They encour-
aged the manufacturer by increaslng the
protection, so that if he was a robber be-
fore he must be a superlative robber
now. He is taking more out of the farmers
of the North-west at the present time than
was taken out of them by that protective
tarif, when Sir Richard Cartwright said
that the imanufacturers were 'robbers great
and robbers small.' My hon. friend sug-
gests that there are some articles which
they did put upon the free list. They put
barbed wire on the free lst ; It Is dearer to-
day than when It had the duty on. They
put binder twIne on the free list ; and by
the ipanipulations of the government wlth
their friends the contractors, when they sold
the binder twine to them at about four and
a half cents, I think it was, or at any rate at
a very small rate per pound, and refused te
let the country know, when they were asked
in this House and in the House of Commons
the rate at which they had disposed of It te
these favoured contractors. They refused to
give It the Information, and why ? Because
they sald it would interfere with their trade
and their selling it to the farmers at such a
remunerative rate as they were entitled to
under the circumstances. That was the
reason given. They sold to the farmers ln
the North-west at a price ranging from ten
to thirteen cents per pound. That Is one of
the effects of free trade.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Seventeen cents now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
may be a reson for that. The reason given
by the hon. Minister of Justice in this House
may have some force, but It had no force
then. When I pointed out that fact to
the Senate last session, I was told the in-
creased price had been caused by the war
in the Philippine Islands, that the manila
which was imported from that part of the
world and out of which the binder twine was
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made, had risen so enormously that these
people had to sell at a higher rate.
That story and that explanation might
do for those who knew no better.
We all know that the manila out of
which the binder twine was manufaetured
was imported Into Canada before the war
ln the Philippine Islands took place, and
could fnot by any means have affected the
price of the raw material out of which the
binder twine was made. Since that time
there has been a war, and the industry of
that country has fallen off to a very great
extent, and there may be a reason this year
why it is higher than It was last year, but
that reason did not exist at the time
this explanation was given, and con-
sequently the governiment enabled the
favoured contractors to put a large amount
of money-from sixty to a hundred thou-
sands dollars of actual profit It is said-in
their own pockets at the expense of those
down-trodden farmers of whom we heard so
much before these gentlemen came Into
power. I must admit, and I congratulate
my hon. friend opposite on the fact, that cie
roasting, If I may use that expression, which
the leader of the government got last year
for the manner ln which they disposed of
binder twine manufactured In the peniten-
tiary, has led him to adopt another plan this
year, namely, advertising throughout the
whole country for applications to be made
for the purchase of the output of the peni-
tentiary. That is the course that should be
pursued upon al occasions, and when the
twine is sold there is no reason why this
country should not know the price obtained
for it. This is a question which I might
continue to discuss and elaborate for hours,
but .I shall confine myself more particularly
to some other portions of the address which
is before me. I must express my great gra-
tification a the ultimate decision come to
by the government in reference to the
Transvaal difficulty, but If any precedent
for the course that has been pursued can be
found ln history, I should be very glad to
have this Senate informed of It by the hon.
gentlemnan who leads this House, the hon.
M'nister of Justice, who is a recognized
authority on historical questions. In the
first place when hostilItles broke out, the
leader of the opposition in the Commons
addressed the Prime Minister of this coun-

try and pledged bis party to support the
government if they would take steps to
render assistance to the mother country.
Instead of meeting that offer in a proper
spirit, the proposition having been made by
the leader of the opposition in a patriotie
manner, ln a manner that should receive the
commendation of every loyal subject in this
country, he was snuÜbbed, and I do think
that I am not using too strong language
when I say that the Premier's reply to him
was not of that dignified character which
should characterize the utterances of the
Prime Minister of this country. With-
out telling hlm what he thought he
could not do, he volunteered the expression
that he was not to be expected to be more
loyal than the Queen herself. I cannot
possibly concelve why an answer of that
kind should have 'been given. Then we
find, Immediately afterwards, the Pre-
mier, we have reason to believe, seeking an
interview with the reporter of a leading
ministei4al journal giving his vlews as to-
why he should not aet upon the suggestion
Which had been made by Sir Charles Tup-
per, and he tells him that he had studied
the militia law-he had looked througlh its
provisions, and that they had no power
whatever to send people out cf the country,
and that they had no authority other than
that which could be given by parliament
to expend mioney for any such purpose.
The constitutional point raised by 'the Pre-
mier at the time no one would dispute In
theory, but there are periods in the history
of all countries when the government, and
particularly a responsible government, take
upon themselves ithe responsibility of act-
ing, trusting 'to the good sense and loyalty
of the people's representatives In the parlia-
ment to pass either an Act of Indemnity or
to sustain the government ln the course
whicb they had taken. Then we find them
some little time afterwards, after a les-
patch had been received from the Imperial
government, authorizing the enrolment of
1,000 volunteers. Upon that, one of bis
most instimate friends, personally and poli-
tically, resigned his position in t'he House
of Comumons in condenmnation of the course
whieh the Liberal government had pur-
sued. We find another gentleman, the re-
presentative of Laprairie (Mr. Monet) de-
claring that he was opposed to the enrol-
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ment. i have an extract from his speech ornment did fot deem the Senate or
under my hand-that lie was opposed to tihe sufficient importance to lay the correspond-
enrolment odf any volunteers. He was op- ence before us, treatlng us in this manner
posed to the expenditure of one cent in aid as in others, with disrespect, there is an
of England in lier difficulty, or to cement- Imperial document which was prinred and
1 thånk that is the word lie used-the union laid before the Imperi parliament whieh
which exists between the two couitries. 1 hold lu my bauds, and whiel gives us 'the
Then we find, in addition to that, 'the Min- information which gentlemen opposite took
ister of Public Works takLng strong objec- preclous good care to withhold from us.
tion to ihe sending of this contingent and
boasting upon the platform at publie 
meetings that lie had itaken good care it Lon. Sir MACKENZIE BOMTELL-The
should not lbe made a precedent in the fu- lion. Minister of Justice says hear, hear.
'ture. Wlethber the tirst contingent is to be Has he laid it before us, or does lie deem it
considered a precedent, followed by the unecessary that the House sbould have it
other two, i must leave to others better ac- when they deem necessary to adJourn the
quainted with the Englislh language than I other House for two or three days. contrary
am -to decide. Then we had that unique to ail precedent and usage, in order that the
exhibition the other day in the House of gentlemen who lad been protesting against
Commons of seeing a gentleman introduced their actions might have those documents in
atter his eleotion to a seat ln the House of tleir bauds. That may be their idea of
Commons between the Minister of Public riglt and wrong. lt la not my idea of
Works and a geŽntleman who had declared nhat this House deserves at their hands or
bis opposition to the expenditure of one at, the bands of nny goverument. 1 ftud on
dollar to aid England lu lier difliculties. referri p to these documents correspond-
Why the gentleman resigned lis position ence relatiug to tre sending o the contin-
in the House of Comons lu conIdemna- gent to South mrica , printed b eommand
tlou of tie course whldh the goverument and laid on the table of the House o Com-
ad pursued, for whiclî the Minister ofI mous in Egland, the following uacts:

Public Works was just as responsible un- Queensland made its filst off er on Ju1-y 11,
der ýour system as the Premier bimself, iu- 1899. Victoria foliowed on July 12. Even
,troduced into the House of Gommons by thae littie -Mala-y States toffered a certain
tiat gentleman and anotiier gentleman who contingent on July 17. Lagos made its off er
threatened to resigu, and declared lu the by telegrph on July 18, New Souih Wales
strongest possible language bis coBdemua- made its offer on July 21. Wong Eong-not
i bu io! the course whiclî the goverument a large contingent I admit, but for tle size

nad pursued? Yet lie takes Miis gentleman of the island it vas important, offered 300
l)Y the arm and walks with hlm into the equipped men for service lu the Trausvaal.

ouse of Gommons and introduces ýhum, That was on September 21. New Zealand
vhich impîles that lie was iu accord with followed n the a e ne on the 22ud. West

their sentiment and their poliy. lit was Australia s off er was made on October 5.
îlui exhibition o! gross liypoerisy which I T1aemania's offer was on October 9. South
trust wil neyer be repeated l this cougtry. Australia s offer wa on October 13 and this
Now, wliat is our position at tbis moment? Canada on ours came lu a! terwards on
i have outlined the course which bas been October 14; not, mark you, untl ie docu-
pursued by the goverument of the day. ient whih I am about to read was re-
Does Canada stand to-day lu an enviable ceived by te govermest of this hountry.
position as tompared with itue other colo- So you eau easnly understand thn declara-
nies? la it not a humiiating fet that no tions at different public meetings by the
step was taken y f e first colony of Great Minister of Ptblie Works, that they had
Britain in the direction of aiding the made no offer to send any men from mis

nother country u hie present difficuty country, ad I ask the Sente, those wo
until ail the other colonies had telegraphed have not lad the privlege o! reading this
to the Home goveument their wligness paper to mark well te language wich a
tto render assistance. Athoug the gov- used by Mr. Chamberlain. The Hon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELUJ
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Mr. Chamberlain wrote to the Governor other at the inaction of the government of

General, the Earl of Minto, and it was sent
at 5.15 p.m., October 3, 1899, this telegram-
bear in mind-bears date October 3, and
also bear lu mind, when I am reading It,
the reference thait I made to the Interview
with the Globe which was on October 4, the
day after the telegram was despatched from
(England to Lord Minto. The Colonial
Seeretary telegraphs as ýfollows:

Secretary of State for War and Commander-
in-Chief desire to express high appreciation of
signal exhibition of patriotic spirit of people of
Canada shown by offers to serve in South Africa,
and to furnish following information to assist
organization of force offered into units suitable
for military requirements. Firstly, units should
consist of about 125 men ; secondly, may be in-
fantry, mounted infantry, or cavalry ; in view
of numbers already available infantry most,
cavalry least serviceable ; thirdly, all should be
armed with -303 rifles or carbines, which can be
supplied by Imperial government If necessary ;
fourthly, all must provide own equipment, and
mounted troops own horses ; fifthly, not more
than one captain and three subalterns each unit.
Whole force may be commanded by officer not
higher than major. In considering numbers
which can be employed, Secretary of State for
War guided by nature of offers, by desire that
each colony should be fairly represented. and
limits necessary if force is to be fully utilized
by available staff as integral portion of Imperial
forces; would gladly accept four units. Condi-
tions as follows :-Troops to be disembarked at
port of landing, South Africa, fully equipped at
cost of Colonial government or volunteers. From
date of embarkation Imperial government will
provide pay at Imperial rates, supplies, and
ammunition, and will defray expenses of trans-
port back to Canada, and pay wound pensions
and compassionate allowances at Imperial rates.
Troops ta embark not later than 31st October,
proceeding direct ta Cape Town for orders. In-
form accordingly all who have offered to raise
volunteers.

Now, that despatch shows this, in as clear
language as it is possible to be, that the
government of Canada never made any
offer to 'the Imperial authorities to assist
them ln the present war, because the Colo-
nial Secretary asks the Governor General to
express high appreciation of the signal exhi-
bition of patriotie spirit of the people of
Canada shown by offers -to serve in South
Africa, and to furnish the following in-
formation to assist the organization of the
fOrees offered Into units suitable for mili-
tary requirements. Now, that was sent on
October 3. The Premier gave expression
to bis own view that Ithere was ,no law,
or authority to enable the government to
do it, on the 4th of the same month; but
after the Indignation whicl had been exhi-
bited froIn one end of zthe Domlinion to the

the day ln not following the example set
them by the different colonies all over the
empire, they attempted to act, and, as Sir
Wilfrid Laurier said ln his speech at Sher-
brooke the other day-i am not using the
exact words-the feeling of the country
was such that they yielded to it, and they
permi'tted the enrolling and organization of
1,000 men to assist ln the defence of their
own country, because Canada is au Integral
part of the British empire and a blow
struck at the Crown or institutions of Eng-
land is a blow at Canada just as much as
It is at England, Ireland or Scotland. I was
delighted to hear the expressions of opinion
froma the hon. gentleman who moved this
address, showing that he holds the same
view that I express on this question, and
that he could speak for 'is own people,
those with whom he is 'best acquainted,
that tbey hold similar views. I believe the
sentiments expressed by Mr. Préfontaine,
the mayor of IMontreal, Is the view of bis
countrymen of all classes, that they enjoy
in Canada to-day greater liberties In re-
ligion and institutions than tbey would if
they had remained under the French crown.
That is the spirit which I hope to see pre-
vail ln this country. It bas been ln the
past a common thing to say that Canada
has no history. But the history of 'the
empire is the history of Canada, and the
man who is orn In the motherland, whe-
ther ln England, Ireland or Scotland, com-
ing to this country, ls only movIng from
one part of that great empire to anoither.
HIe does not surrender one Iota of the
rights and privileges he enjoyed at home-
I am English-born. My father brought me
to this country, but he never surrendered
one title of the righits he enjoyed ln Eng-
land, when he came to this country, and
my son, although born of a Canadian
mother, and born ln Canada, bas all the
rights and privileges of a British subject
that I have, though I happened to be born
ln England, and that is the spirit, I hold,
whicb should actuate every Canadian,
whether of French, English, or any other
extraction. I regretted to see the expres-
sion made use of by the Premier of this

country, ln one of bis speeches, that he

could not expect the French Canadians to

hold the same sentimental Ideas that Eng-
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glishmen held. Why not ? Is not my hon.
f riend who spoke to-day, as much of a
British subject as my son, who happens to
be of English and ;Dutch extraction ? You
may as well say that if England was in
difficulty with Denmark, that I who sprung
from the Danes when they invaded Britain,
should not be interested ! Suppose difficul-
ties should arise between Britain and Den-
mark, why should I say my sympathies are
not with my native country because I am
descended from the Danes ? It is not the
spirit which should actuate any man. and
more particularly a public man who con-
trois the destinies of the country at a seri-
ous period in our history. It* will be Inter-
esting to read bis order In council which
was passed, and of which, no doubt, my
lion. friend opposite could let us know the
secret history-but he cannot do that be-
cause of the oath of office he bas taken-but
I should have liked very much to have been
behind the scenes and heard the discussions
letween the different ministers and the Min-
ister of Public Works on this question of
precedent and what should be done. Take
this order In council which was passed on
:the report of the Prime Minister, and you
will corne to the conclusion that. like
some other portions of the address now
before us, would lead one to suppose that
there is a good deal of truth in wlat Tal-
leyrand said, that language is given to bide
men's thoughts. Here is this order in
council.

The Committee of the Privy Council have un-
der consideration a despatch dated 3rd October,
1899, from the Right Hon. Mr. Chamberlain.

That is the despatch which I read a few

are defrayed elther by themselves or by the
colonial government.

The Prime Minister, in view of the well-knovn
desire of a great many Canadians, who are ready
to take service under such conditions, is of opin-
ion that the moderate expenditure wbich would
thus be involved for the equipment and trans-
portation of such volunteers may readlly be un-
dertaken by the government of Canada without
surnmoning parliament, especially as such an ex-
penditure under such circumstances cannot be
regarded as a departure from the well-known
principles of constititional government and col-
conial practice, nor construed as a precedent for
future action.

Already, under sinillar conditions, New Zea-
land bas sent two companies, Queensland is
about to send 250 men, and West Australla and
Tasmania are sending 125 men each.

The Prime Minister, therefore, recommends
that out of the stores now available In the Militia
Department, the government undertake to equip
a certain number of volunteers, not to exceed
1,000 men, and to provide for their transportation
frorn this country to South Africa, and tbat the
Minister of Militia make all necessary arrange-
ments to the above effect.

The committee advise that Your Excellency
be moved to forward a certifled copy of this
minute to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State
for the Colonies.

All of which Is respectfully submitted for
Your Excellency's approval.

JOHN J. McGEE,
Clerk of the Privy Council.

Hon. Mr. FERGITSON-What is the date
of that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-October 5.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
October 14, some eleven or twelve days
after the receipt of the despatch. Now,
compare that language with the language
of the Prime Minister which is quoted by
Mr. Bourassa in bis letter to the Prime
Minister, and see bow the one contradicts
the other. On October 4, the day after the
receipt of the Colonial Secretary's despatch
the right bon. Premier of this country had

moments ago, giving information to those an Interview with the Glob reporter, and
who had volunteered to serve in South 1 this is the language which lie used
Africa. The order In council continues: There exists a gret deai of nÉsconceptlon la

the country regarding the powers of the gov-
The Rigit Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier, to whom ernment In the present case, said Sir Wilfrld

tte said despateh was referred, observes that the Laurier, as I understand the Militia Act, and I
Colonial Secretary, In answer to the offers which nùay say that 1 have given It some study o! late
bave been sent to him from different parts Of -Our volunteers are enrolied to be used In the
Canada expresslng the willingness and anxiety defence of the Dominion. They are Canadian
of Canadians to serve Her Majesty's governient troops to be used to flght for Canada's defence.
in the war which for a long time bas been Perhaps the must widespread misapprehonsion
threatening with the Transvaal Republic andi is that tey cannot be sent out o! Canada. To
which, infortunately, bas actually commenced, iny mmd It Is clear that cases mlght arise when
enunciates the conditions under whieh such offers they night be sent to a forelgn land to fight.
may be accepted by the Imperial authorities. Spain has or had a navy and that navy mlght be
Those conditions may bc- practically summed upgot ready t assail Cana4a es part o the em-
In the statement that a certain number of volun-
teers by units of 125 men, with a few officers, one's Self lo to attack, and ln that case Canadian
will be accepted to serve In the British army soldiers miglt certainly be sent to Spain, and
now operating ln South Africa, the moment they It le quite certain that they might be so des-
reach the coast, provided the expenses of their patched to the Iberian Penînsula. The case o!
equipment and transportation to South Africa, he South Afrloan Repubiic la not analogous.

Hon. S!r MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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That is because the South African Re-
public has no navy. It will puzzle, I
think, some of us to understand this reason-
ing and this kind of logic. He proceeds :

There is no menace to Canada, and although
we may be willing to contribute troops, I do
not see how we can do so. Then, again, how
could we do so, without parliament granting us
the money. We simply could not do anything.
In other words, we should have to summon par-
liament. The government of Canada is restrict-
ed in its power. It is responsible to parliament,
and it can do very little without the permission
of parliament. There is no doubt as to the at-
titude of the government on all questions that
mean menace to British Interests, but In this
present case, our limitations are very clearly
defined, and so it is that we have not offered
a Canadian contingent to the home authorities.
The Militia Department duly transmitted Indi-
vidual offers to the Imperial government and
the reply from the war office, as published in
Saturday's ' Globe,' shows their attitude on the
question. As to Canada furnishing a contingent
tbe Governmont has not discussed the question.

Hon. gentlemen will remember precisely
what I said, that this Interview was after
the receipt of that despatch from the Col-
onial Office.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-By His Excellency. As
I understand that interview which my
hon. friend had, professed to be on the
4th. The despatch was at five o'clock on
the 3rd.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Preci-
sely what I said.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My lion. friend goes
further and says what lie does not know,
that the despatch was In the hands of the
Prime Minister.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not say that, as I do not know whether it
was or not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understood the lion.
gentleman to say so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I said
his interview was on the 4th and the des-
patch was sent on the 3rd, and I say
further w! hout any reflection upon the
Governor General, that when I was in the
government, an important despatch of that
kilnd being received by the Governor General
Would have been immediately sent to the
Prime Minister of the country, and I can-
not conceive it possible that any head of
the government of this country would
withhold from the Prime Minister a de-
.spatch of that importance, Rnd I draw the

inference from that, that the Premier must
have known the contents of that despatch,
because he says it was published, and there-
fore he must have known it. He says dis-
tinctly 'As conveyed in the despatch whieh
has been published ;' which Is clear evi-
dence that lie knew what he was talking
about. I will not say that It is a quibble
on the part of my hon. friend, because I do
not think it would be courteous to say so ;
but I say it is an endeavour to evade the
real point at Issue, and which I do not
think at ail necessary under the circum-
stances. He says further :

As to Canada furnishing a contingent, the
government has not discussed the question for
the reasons I have stated, reasons which I think
must be easily understood by every one who
understands the constitution and laws on the
question. The statement of the 'Military
Gazette' published this morning-

What statement was that, I should like to
know other than that to which I have re-
ferred, the official telegram which I have
read, which was sent to Lord Minto.

Far from possessing any foundation in fact, it
is wholly original.

Then we find the lion. gentleman after
making that positive declaration as to the
constitutional practice and the powers
which he possesed in this report to the
council on October 14, stating that it is
a case in which the government might
encroach on the constitutional practice and
usage. With that I am fully in accord.
It is very often the case that under con-
stitutional government these things must
occur, and they would be justified, because
lie was told by the leader of the opposition
In the House of Commons that lie would
receive no condemnation, but. on the con-
trary would receive the support of every
one who was following him in any course
that lie might pursue ln reason. Then
the next statement is pertinent to the point
I am now discussing. He says :

A Bill will be submitted for your approval,
m-aking provision for the cost of equipping and
paying the Canadian contingent.

What does that mean ? Does It mean the
transport to South Africa alone, or does
it mean that the government are prepared
to introduce a Bill to pay the whole ex-
penditure of that contingent ? Let me ex-
press the hope that the latter interpreta-
tion is the one which should be given to It.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Hear, hear.
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Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-Per-
haps the Minister of Justice or the hon.
Secretary of State will give that inforw-
at£in when he rises to reply. I can assure
the House froi my knowledge of the feel-
ing of the people in this country that they
occupy a position to-day such as they did
not occupy twenty or thirty years ago.
They consider themselves as much a part
of the British Empire as the men who live
in Great Britain itself, and baving received
the protection of that empire since our
existence they are prepared to put their
hands in their pockets and pay the full ex-
penditure attending that contingent, and I
only hope that the goveriment may change
their minds and that they may set a pre-
cedent and ask parliament to pay every
cent lu connection with that contingent and
their maintenance during the war.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And the proportion of
the arms, equipment and expenses attend-
ing the campaign ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Every-
thing attending it. I go the full length, I
put myself in the position of a son defend-
ing his own father's fireside, and that son
Is not worthy of the parent if he is not pre-
pared at any moment to assist in defending
bis father not only with physical force, but
with every means at his disposal. I went
as far as I deemed it advisable when I sec-
onded the motion at the last session of par-
liament moved by the lon. Minister of Jus-
tice, in which this House unanimously ex-
pressed its approval of the policy of Great
Britain ln protecting the civil and religious
rights of Britisl subjects and foreigners
In the Transvaal. At that time I used this
language :

While it is not our province in this Chamber to
even suggest an appropriation of money or the
raising of money to assist in carrying on a war,
sbould a war unfortunately occur, we can at least
say that any appropriation that wl1% be asked
for by the Commons, no matter who might be In
power at the time, would be readily voted by the
Senate for that purpose.

I am still of that opinion. and I tope that
as the governument changed its opinion in
reference to sending the contingent, that
they may also change their opinion upon
this question of expenditure. I know that
It has been said hy the Minister of Public
Works in defence of the course which he
bas pursued, that Sir John Macdonald never

Hon. Sir PA KHNWT ROWELL.

offered to send any contingent to assist
Great Britain in her difficulties. My answer
Io that is that no necessity existed in the
past similar to the one that exists to-day.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELLi-My
hon. friend the Minister of Justice says
' Hear, hear !' Is there any comparison
between the position Canada occupies tow-
ards the British Crown at the present time
and the position it occupied at the time of
confederation ? At that time we were look-
ed upon as mere colonists and treated as
such. We had not the status, whicli we
have to-day lu the British Empire. And
even, had it been required at that time it
would have been given just as readily as at
present. The Minister of Public Works
went further, and stated that Sir John Mac-
donald always looked wlth suspicion on the
question of Imperial federation because it
inight involve Canada in the wars which
inight take place between England and some
foreign power. Let me read one little ex-
tract from Sir John Macdonald's speech Ii
the confederation debates, and it will show
that lie saw ln the future what was coming,
and that lie prophesied exactly what bas
taken place to-day, and instea~d of holding
the opinion tlat the Minister of Public
Works has attributed to him, he held pre-
cisely the contrary view. Speaking of the
growth and strength to the empire by the
federation of the different provinces that
then existed, Sir John Macdonald pointed
out ihat through the influences of the prov-
inces we would become one of the strong
arms of the empire. He said

It will be year by year less a case of
dependence on our part and of overruling pro-
tection on the part of the mother country, and
more a case of healthy and cordial alliance. In-
stead of looking on as a merely dependent col-
ony, England will have In us a friendly nation
to stand by her in North America ln peace as
ln war. The people of Australla wlll be such an-
other nation, and England will have this advan-
tage if her colonies progress under the new col-
onial system, as I believe they wli, that though
at war with ail the rest of the world, she will
be able ti look to the nations in alliance wlth
her and owlng allegiance to the saine sovereign
who vill as5ist in enabling her again ta maet
the whole world in arms as she has done before.

Does that soufnd like the utterance of a
statesinn who was opposed to rendering
aid to the mother country in her difficul-
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ties ? He realized what might take place.
The cementing together of the different
colonies was to form the strong arm of the
empire la a tinie of need, and he goes so
far as to say that when the empire is at
war with all the other nations, Canada,
Australia, and the confederated provinces
in different parts of the world, which owed
their allegiance to the Crown, would be
ready to assist the mother country in any
difficulty in which she might be found. T
have read that to the House in order that
it inay be brought again to the minds of
the senators, and in reply. to the charge
whicli bas been made against that hon.
gentleman. I could go on to show that the
present Premier in the debates which took
place not nany years ago, when the late
D'Alton McCarthy was advocating the prin-
ciple of Imperial federation, that Sir Wil-
frid Laurier, then in opposition, denouneed
the theory of Imperial federation, and gave
as a reason why he was opposed to it. that
the tuine might come when Canada would
be called upon to enter into the wars in
which England was constantly engaged.
Do we see that unity of action-not only
unity of action but that unity of senfiment
and of opinion prevailing in the present
government to which I referred a moment
ago as to the sending of contingents that
should exist ? The Minister of Pu5Uc
Works, upon a number of occasions-and
only the other day in Toronto, declared
strongly in favour of Imperial federation-
that lie hoped the time would come when
Canadian representatives would be found
sittlng at Westminster, and that they would
then have something to say in, the manage-
ment of Imperial affairs. The Premier said,
and I have not heard or read an utterance
from hij in· which he has departed from
that sefitiment, that he le totally opposed to
Imperial federation for the reason which I
-have given. This quesdon is one on which
I have occupied a considerable time, but
there le much more I could say on the
subject but defer it. There are one or
two other things ln this address which re-
quire consideratioL Those who have bad
soinething to do with, and have some little
recollection of the votes of the past are not
a little surprised at the statements which
have been made ln reference to the carrying
trade of this country. Let any one read

the speeches made by the premier and those
who forni his government-I except my hon.
friend opposite (Hon. Mr. Mills) because I
have not seen any utterance of bis of the
character to which I have referred-and
one would readily think that this govern-
ment had inaugurated and carried out the
canal system of the country, and this address
indicates the very same idea, because it
goes on to point out what 'my' government
(of course the Governor did not write this)
has done in opening up waterways to devc-
lop the trade of the Great West. And Sir
Wilfrid, a short time ago in Toronto, spoke
of the immense aimount of money that had
been expended by the governiment. My gov-
ernment bas done this, and my government
bas done tliat li order to develop the great
resources of this country, is the contant cry.
A reference to the Public Accounts will
show that before these gentlemen iad thý
responsibility of office upon their shoulders,
and before rhey arrogated to themselves the
formation of this contingent as well as the
canaIs and waterways. you will find that
the late governmnent-that is the government
of Sir John Macdonald, immediately after
confederation, the government which fol-
lowed !t under the Hon. Alex. Mackenzie,
and for 17 years afterwards, had very nearly
completed these canals, when the present
governmenr took charge of them. They
now claini for themsalves the credit of all
that was done by their predecessors. The
Sault Ste. Marie Canal was suggested and
carried out and completed and paid for to
the exient of $3,448,961 before the advent
of these gentlemen to office. It le true they
spent $222.056 afterwards in order to round
it up and to thoroughly complete it. It le
not necessary 1 should inform this House
why that expenditure was made. Up to
1896 the government had expended on the
Welland Canal $24,158,786. The present
government have expended in the comple-
tion of the Weiland Canal system $59,368
and for whlcih they claim the credit of mak-
ing the canal fourteen feet deep. The Murray
Canal had eost $1.278.700, and that was
completed before these gentlemen came into
office. The Cornwall Canal bad had $6.087,-
936 expended on it up to 1896, and the pre-
sent government in order to complete it,

j up to the time these figures could be
reached had spent half a million dollars.
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On the Williamaburg Canal there had been Of dthe country-from the opposition in par-
expended ur to 1896 $4,257,911 before these
gentlemen came into office. The Soulanges
Canal was begun in 1892, yet the credit for
it was taken by my hon. friend for this
goverirnment. The change was made from
Beauharnoes tu the north side and the Sou-
laiges Canal was commenced, contracts
were let and it was under construction azd
had over two and a quarter millions of
money spent on it before these gentlemen
came into power ; but because they com-
pleted the work which had been commenced
before they came into office they claim ail
the credit for it. The Lachine Canal ls In
the same position. On that canal up to
1896 there had been expended $10,361,271
before these gentlemen came into power.
So with the 'harbour of Montreal, the late
government assumed the debt of that har-
bour ; that is, the portion below the har.
bour proper. The Harbour 'Commissioners
were relieved of the expenditure. We
have also in the speech a congratulation on
the administration of the Post Office De-
partment. Look at the Public Accounts.
They say that the government have red-uced
the post3ge and have carried on the ser-
vice eatisfactorily. They took the total re-
ceipts and expenditures as au evidence of
that tact. You will find that the expen-
diture in the Post Office Department is
greater now than It was under the late
government, but the receipts have run up
owdng to the (influx of people into the
country and the 'Increased amount of cor-
respondence. They claim credit for the
reduction of the deficit as a magnificent ex-
ample of their administrative policy. Had
the receipts continued as they were, the de-
ficit caused by increased expenditure would
have been greaiter than it was under the
late government. As to the increase of
settlers I $hall leave that for the gentle-
men from the West to diecuss. Whether
the settlers they have received there, to a
great extent a pauper element, Is the cha-
racter of immigration that country re-
quires-whether It is advisable that such
an element should be brought Into this
country at the public expense, ls for the
people to consider. I know when I was
In the late government we had constant
complaInts-condemnation after condem-
nation from all the Industriel associations

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

ticular against the introduction of what
was termed 'pauper Immigrants' into
this country. This government has brought
ln thousands of them and to that is attri-
butable greatly the increase of population
In the North-west. I congratulate the
country on the prevailing prosperity, but I
deny that It is the policy of this govern-
ment that has produced it. It is the policy
that was In force before they came Into
power Ênd which is continued to-day that
le the cause of that prosperity, and I re-
peat what I stated at the beginning of my
remarks, that had the government carried
out their promises as lndilcated In their
pre-election campaign, this country instead
of being prosperous to-day would be worse
off than it ever was. In the latter clause of
this address we have an Intimation that :

Measures will be introduced to renew and
amend the existing banking laws, to regulate
the rate of interest payable upon judgments re-
covered in courts of law, etc.

These are points on which honourable gen-
tlemen know it is absolutely necessary that
legislation should take place, because the
charters of all the banks expire this year.
What the law l to be to regulate the rate of
Interest payable to creditors, I do not know
nor did the mover or seconder of the ad-
dress inforn the House whether we are to
have another usury law or not we are let t
In the dark. If It la simply to be a measure
to regulate the rate of Interest to be paid
after judgment, it wIll be no improvement
on what exista at the present. If one ob-
tains a judgment at present, it bears 6
per cent Interest if I am correctly informed.
Any lawyer ln the enate will know whether
that statement is correct or not. We are
al:o promised a law to provide for the
taking of the next decennial eensus and also
for the better arrangement of the electoral
districts. That la, next year we are to have
the census taken upon which, under the
constitution, the government of the day
will be obliged to readjust the representa-
tbon of the provinces ; but these gentlemen
propose, ln the face of the taking of the
census, within a few months--it cannot be a
great whbile for It must be done next year-
to readjust the constituencies, ln order, I
suppose, to affect the elections which must
take place prior to the readjustment of the
represen'tation. Whether parliament will
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pass a law of that kind will be known lu the
future. This is a point to which I shail
call the attention of the House at a very
early date and will ask for the papers sub-
mitted to these eminent lawyers ln England
when the question was asked as to the power
Of the Senate to deal with a question of thls
kind. We have the reports from the Lon-
don papers stating what did take place.
When I asked the question last year, my
hon. friend opposite was unable to tell me
'because he said he did not know. It dId not
pass through his department. Whether he
has allowed himseIf to be again treated ln
that cavalier way by a non-member of the
government, the Solicitor General, since
that period I am not ln a position to state.
That rests with himself, but I do say this,
that if a case was subinitted to any
lawyer, eminent or not, particularly In
Great Britain, It shouild have eman-
ated from the office of the Minister
of Justice in this country, and I am qulte
satiefied that the Månister of Justice would
to save his own reputaton, have put the
question fairly and properly before these
gentlemen when asking their opinion. If
the opinion was asked as is indicated by the
telegrams which have been sent from Eng-
land to this country, then the question sub-
mitted to the emInent legal authorities to
whom I have referred-I say it advisedly-
la not ln accordance with the facts, and con-
sequently the opinion given under such cir-
cumstances is of no value and should have
ne force ln this eountry. However, that ls
a point I shall refer to ln the future, when I
ask for the papers, and I have no doubt my
hon. friend will be then ln a position to tell
us what was done In the matter and to give
Us a copy of the question asked of Mr. Blake
and Mr. Russell and other gentlemen whose
opinions were read ln this House during
the last session. I repeat, before I sit down,
My congratulations to the government for
having changed their opinions on the matter
Of the contingents, on the question of set-
ting a precedent. Just as much and as free-
ly and as honestly do I congratulate them
On having changed their opinion, or if they
have -not changed their opinion, on having
acted in direct contravention to the promises
they made the electors in 1896, by continuing
the pollcy of the late government almost in
its entirety, under which this country has

prospered and is prospering. Unleas they
do what they have promised to do, cut down
the protective policy that prosperity wil
continue. Let them go on in the footsteps
of their predecessors and the country will
prosper, but I am not prepared to admit as
Mr. Paterson, the Minister of Customs,
claimed in Winn'ipeg a short time ago, that
if they are carrying out the policy of the
late government so far as protection la con-
cerned why not leave them to do it. Men
who profess one thing, and do the opposite
in order to retain office, are not fit to gov-
ern. Those who inaugurated the policy
should take charge of it and administer the
affairs of the country in the manner ln
which it was administered for 18 years, and
prosperity will continue.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the adjournment
of the debate.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I should like to make
an explanation to my hon. friend opposite
with reference to the papers which were
not laid on the table. My hon. friend has a
considerable advantage over us. We did
not have them. I only saw them on Satur-
day, and they were at once sent to the print-
Ing bureau, and the printer promised faith-
fully to have them In time for the sitting to-
day. When the hon. gentleman made re-
ference to it I went out and telephoned to
aiscartain why they had not been on the
table. It appears they were sent to the
Privy Council for the proofs to be corrected
and were detained there, to my great an-
noyance. Otherwise hon. members would
have had the papers on the table of the
House this afternoon. They were ordered
to be printed the moment they got them.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-WiU they be on
the table to-morrow ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. They were pro-
mised faithfully to be here at five o'clock
to-day.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
my hon. friend refer to the document I have
been quoting from ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Thls
has been In the Library for a long time. I
sent to the Library and inquired for ILt.



[SENATE]

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--These documents coine
to the Library ; they do not come to us.
The moment I saw this document I ordered
five hundred copies to ibe printed, and we
shall have them on the table to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, Feb. 6, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE BUBONIC PLAGUE.

INQUIR Y.

Hon. Mr. MAIODONALD (B.C.) rose to
Call the attention of the Government to the

immediate necessity for steps being taken to
ascertain whether ilt is necessary for the pre-
servation of health, that persons of Japanese
birth, and the products of Japan, should be ex-
cluded from the Dominion of Canada, until such
time as the infected ports of Japan shall be de-
clared free of the bubonic plague.
He said : I have to ask the House to accept
this-short notice on account of the import-
ance of the question to which the motion
refers. It is quite possible the government
have already taken steps in tihis very im-
portant matter. We know that in India
for a long time this bubonic plague has
been raging and hus been spreading to
Japan and the Sandwich Islands. With
these countries we have communication
continually. There are about four steamers
of different lines coming into British Col-
umbia ports, one steamer, or perhaps two
stemers, arriving each week. These steam-
ers carry produets with them such as silks,
cotton and fabrics of that kind, and fruit,
and no one can tell how these products are
put up, or whether they are put up by in-
fected persons or in infected houses. Take
oranges : how are they to be disinfected at
the quarantine station ? It is an Impossi-
bil-ty. These oranges are eaten largely bY
the people of this country, and the skins of
the oranges might contain the germs of
the plague ; and so with silks and other
fabrics. I thouglht it my duty to call the
attention of the government to this very

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

serious maitter. If that plague once found
its way into this country, we would prob-
ably never get rid of it again. It would be
a very drastic measure, of course, to stop
the importation of all kinds of products
f rom Japan and to stop imm'igration ; but it
would be far better to do that and to take
every precaution than to have the pdague
coming into the country. I think that the
government should at once, if they have not
done so alremdy, get their Most expert quar-
antine men to look into this matter and see
wvhat can be done. I am of the opinion that
silks and falrics of that kind, and fruit
cannot be properily disinfected.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My attention has not
been called to ths maïtter except by the
paragraplis in the newspapers. I did not
receive the impression that the bubonie
plague prevailled in Japan to any extent.
It has been, of course, a prevalent disease
in India for the last two or three years, but
I have not learned that It existed in Jaspan.
I will make inquiries. This matter, of
course, is under the jurisdiction of the
Minister of Agriculture and he, no doubt,
would direct hie attention to it if he became
aware that it prevailed in that country. I
will make Inquiry of hdm and let my hon.
friend know whether any action will be
taken, or whether, in fact, the plague pre-
vails to such an extent as to warrant the
government taklng action.

THE ADDRESS.

DEBATB CONTINUED.

The order of the day being called-
Resuming the debate on the consideration of

His Excellency the Governor General's Speech
on the opening of the Fifth Session of the Eighth
Parliament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS said : It is my duty, In
the first Instance, to congratulate the mover
and seconder of the Address in reply to
the Speech from the Throne on their very
interesting and Instructive speeches. It is
my duty also to congraitulate my hon.
friend who made this motion on the patrio-
tic and eloquent remarks which he addres-
sed to the House upon the subject of the
war in South Afrca. My hon. friend by
his speech has done not a little to show that
aIthough there may be different nationali-
ties in Canada, there is but one senitiment
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with regard to the integrity of the Empire.
I might say thait, in my opinion, the pre-
sent OCcasion is, in many respects, a great
occasion. There are periods in our history
in which tdhe public sentiment of the coun-
try undergoes a sudden transformation. It
mo0ves on for a series of years in conformi-
ty with the new departure until some fur-
ther step in national progress becomes ne-
cessary and forces itself upon the attention
of the community. There can be little doubt
in the minds of thoughtful Canadians that
since the year of the diamond jubilee, sdnce
a large number of persons from all parts of
the empire were congregated together in
London, the empire lias taken a new
departure--that old things are passing
away and that a new phase of Imperial
life is presenting itself to the community
for its consideration. The times, under
these circumstances, demand f rom the peo-
ple a feeling of patriotic devotion, and It
seems to me, hon. gentlemen, that my hon.
friend opposite in criticising the policy of
the administration and the conduct of the
government in respect to some important
Inatters to which I shall refer later, did
lot fully appreciate the present position of

affairs. Instead of taking a broad and
patriotic view of the situation, my hou.
friend took a very strong party view and
one which seemed to me, however suitable
it might have been a few years ago, was
out of keeping with the present condition
Of affairs. My hon. friend also com-
plained of want of courtesy to this House
in the conduet of the administration, not
specially with reference to anything that
had been done generally, but with respect to
some incidents or events thlait tanspired in
the other House of which we are not sup-
posed to take cognizance here. ( My hon.
friend said that a motion had been made
for papers in the House of Commons before
the reply to the Speech froi the Throne had
been adopted. He also questioned the right
Of the hon. member to make the motion.
lie said that the adjournmenrc had been pro-
mlised in the midst of a debate which, ln
his opinion, was irregular, and the remark
was that it had been done before the
speech was answered. Now let me call the
attenjtion of- the House to the rule in this
matter. In the first place, upon the as-
sembling of parliament in any session, a re-

port of the judges, if there have been con-
troverted elections, Is presented usually
before the speech from the Throne is ans-
wered. If the Olerk of the Crown ln
Chancery has received reports of returns of
elections that have transpired since the
close of the previous session, it is his dutY
to submit them to parliament, and they are
presented before the speech from the
Throne is anuswered. Then it is the Invari-
able practice in both Houses to Introduce
a bill and move that it be read the first
time, and that is doue for the purpose of
vindicating the riglit of each House to inde-
pendent authority in respect to al busi-
ness that comes before them. There is
seldom more than one bill presented pro
forma, but when hon. gentlemen consider
the reason for taking that step they will
see that the assertion of a right, which is
intended by the submission of a bill of
that kind, is one without limitation, and it
would be in the power of the House to take
into consideration any matter which was
urgent-any matter which was Important,
even though the speech from the Throne
had not been answered. Now, let me call
the attention of hon. gentlemen to the prac-
tice in England in this regard. It Is some-
times the practice in England to put ques-
tions before there is an answer to the
speech from the Throne, and these ques-
tions are answered by the member of the
-government having charge of the matter to
wfhich the question relates. It Is the prac-
-tice sometimes to move an address for
papers precisedy as was done in the case of
which the hon. gentleman complains, and
very often motions are made for papers,
,and those papers are sometimes brought
down before the answer to the speech 1
concluded. When the debate is prolonged
upon the speech from the Throne, public
,bibls have been introduced and discussed on
a motion for leave before the address bas
'been agreed to. Hon. gentlemen will re-
member that ln the session of 1882, there
was a discussion on Mr. Bradlaugh's taking
of the oaith at the bar of the Hlouse. That
discussion was interrupted. The proceed-
Ings on the debate in answer to the speech
from the Throne were suspended, and a

division took place. There was a division

upon the motion made Iu that case, al-
though the debate on the address had 1ot
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been concluded. Mr. Gladstone, also, on
that oceasion presented resolutions to the
House before the speech had been answer-
ed. Tiere was further, a discussion on
the arrest of Mr. Parnell and others The
correspondence on the subjeet of that ar-
rest was produced, and there was a-lso a
motion and discussion on Mr. Errington's
mission to the Vatican. Now, ail these pro-
ceedings in a single session show that the
hon. genrtleman opposi-te was entirely mis-
taken when he made the statements that
he did in respect to the motion of the hon.
member in the other House for certain
papers. Then, my hon. friend in discussing
that subject complained that the motion
was irregular. The proceeding, if I cor-
rectly remember what he said, was unpre-
cedented. and yet, my hon. friend said that
the government were guilty of discourtesy
because we did not bring down those papers
wiich were called for in the other House,
which my hon. friend said ought not to
have been moved for. If he was correct ln
his first position, then It would have been
Improper to have brought down those papers
or laid them on the table until the speech
from the 'nirone was answered. But my
hon. friend beside me told the hon. leader
of tihe opposition why these papers were
not submitted, not because we agreed with
his view that the submitssion of these docu-
menits before the speech from the Throne
had been answered would have been irre-
gular, but because they had not been print-
ed with tihe expedition that we desired. My
hon. friend complained that a member of
the House of Commons, a supporter of the
administration, had resigned because a con-
tingent had been sent to Africa, and that
he had been again elected and was still a
supporter of the administration. I need not
here enter Into a discussion of what the
views of tbat hon. gentleman are. I may
ca'l the attention of the House to that later
on in this discussion. I may say this, how-
ever, thart many members no doubt are of
opinion that before we assume the respon-
sibilities of contributing ln a military wiy
towards the maintenance of the empire, the
relation between Canada and the mother
country ln this regard ought to be settled-
that our rights in that regard ouglit to be
known, and these may have been the views
->f the hon. member to whom my hon. friend

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

referred. I might say this. however, that
this in niy opinion is an academic view. I
think the course taken was the right. proper
and constitutional course. and I shall not
say anything further on that subject at this
moment. Then my hon. friend. referred to
the progress of agriculture. He admitted
that the country had progressed. that the
farmers were more prosperous than they had
been a few years ago. but the hon. gentle-
man says that this is not due to the govern-
ment. There may be a difference of opinion
on that subject. It may not be wholly due to
the government. The government do not
bring the rain or cultivate the soli, but if the
government furnish the facilities for trans-
portation- if they open up wider markets
than previously existed, they hold out a
motive for greater industry-they create
stronger hopes, and the products of industry
are increased in proportion. But, I remem-
ber the time when my hon. friend main-
tained that everything was due to the ad-
ministration. My hon. friend was on this
side of the House ; he was then a member
of the administration and although for a
number of years the hon. leader of the
Opposition claimed that great progress had
been made in the country,-that the Indus-
trial resources had been rapidly developed-
that all those Improvements that had
taken place were due to the wisdom and
statesmanship of the administration, yet my
hon. friend after a time found that the
country was stationary. There was no in-
erease in the population. The natural In-
crease was neutralized by expatriations from
the country. And that census showed a
diminution in the value of real estate in
every portion of the country. Let me say
that there has been a change. My hon.
friend does not deny that there is a change,
that that change is for the better, that the
people are more hopeful, that the immigra-
tion into the country is very much larger
than formerly, and that property, instead of
diminishing, is increasing in value. Then
my hon. friend referred to the manufac-
ture of binder-twine. I may say to the hon.
gentleman that I am not going to detain
the House by a discussion of the subject,
as a more fitting opportunity will occur
hereafter. The hon. gentleman said that I
was roasted last year on the subject, and
that the roasting I got had induced me to
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adopt a different policy this year, one more hon. friend opposite has spoken about pau-
in conformity with the public interest. I
do not think that in this House, it was a sub-
jeet of discussion. It was a subject of dis-
cussion in the Commons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh

Hon. Mr. MILLS-At all events not in my
presence. Let me say further that the gov-
ernment had not granted favours. We
advertised for tenders. Our advertise-
ments were circulated ln every part of the
country. We accepted the highest tender,
and when hon. gentlemen compare those
prices and the names of the firms whici
sold in different parts of the country, it
will be found that we obtained a fair price.
We do not go into the manufacture of this
twine for the purpose of underselling other
manufactures. We do not go into the
ma.nufacture for the purpose of ruining or
bankrupting those who are engaged in
similar pursuits. We engage in the busi-
ness for the purpose of giving employment
to the convicts we tind ln our peniten-
tiasies, and to enable us to sustain them
there wlth as little burden to the publie as
Possible. We seek to make the convict po-
pulation, as far as possible, self-sustaining,
and when we manufacture only about one-
seventh of the binder-twine that Is con-
sumed In Canada, it is easy to see that we
could not undertake to sell at extremely
low or unprofitable rates, without doing
very serlous injury to the manufacturers
Of the other six-sevenths of the twine con-
Sumed by the farming population. My
hon. friend said he did not know what was
meant by that paragraph in the speech re-
lating to interest on judgments. Let me
say that the rate of interest lias fallen very
greatly within the last ten or fifteen years.
Six per cent is a very high rate now. It
Is beyond the market value of money, and
It Is not unreasonable to fix on judgments
obtained in courts of justice a somewhat
more moderate rate than was a fair rate
some years ago. Further than that, the
Crown at the present time, except ln cer-
tain special cases, Is not called upon to
pay ilterest upon its judgments, and there
are in my opinion, good reasons for putting
judgments obtained against the Crown ln
this regard upon the same footing as judg-
ments obtained against private parties. My

per Immigration, I may say to the hon.
gentleman that I do not know of any pau-
per immigration. I do not know of any
immigration into this country that Is a
burden upon the great mass of the people of
Canada. We have not invited people to
come into Canada with a view of making
them a charge upon the industry and pro-
perty of other portions of the community.
What people have been invited to come iere
for is to take possession of the waste lands,
the unoccupied territories of the country,
which are out of all proportion greater than
the territorles that are occupied, in order
that they may establish for themselves com-
fortable homes, in order that they may be-
come useful citizens, and may contribute to
the commerce and to the revenue of the
country. That object is being accompllshed.
My hon. friend, In using the words 'pauper
immigration,' bas used two words that will
wound a great many thousand people set-
tled lin Canada. During the past year we
have had an immigration into Manitoba and
the North-west Territories alone of about
50,000 people. Those people are not paupers.
They may have had but little wealth, but
they are industrious. I do not know how
the farming population of the North-west
would have succeeded in properly caring for
their harvests without their aid. They have
been contributors to the construction of the
railways that are at present in process of
being built. They are found to be industri-
ous people, ready to work, and they obtain
by their work ln the harvest season among
the farmers and on the railways the means
of supporting their familles during the win-
ter season without charge upon any portion
of the population. They will be able to be-
gin the next year under favourable circum-
stances. They are anxious to become Cana-
dians. They have no literature, no devotion
to a nationality attaching them elsewhere.
They have no disposition to perpetuate the
story or history of the country of their
origin. Their inclination Is to become Cana-
dians as soon as possible. I observed that
many of their children, some of whon have
not been six months in the country, were
able to speak the English language suffil-
ciently well to make themselves intelligible.
Can any one doubt that they will, ln a re-
markably short time, become Canadians,
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that they will speak English or French, or day are as thoroughly American as any
whatever language may be spoken In the
part of the country in which they settle?
English, no doubt, will be the language in
the North-west Territories, for it is the
language of the population, and their child-
ren will have the same interest in the coun-
try as those who are of Canadian birth. I
say that the settlement of these people in
the country is of immense consequence to
'us. I saw it stated in the papers of the
North-west Territories,-and I have no doubt
that it is a correct statement-that during
the past autumn there have been 400,000
more acres turned over with the plough than
in the previous year. That will represent
this year a yield of 12.000,000 bushels of
grain in addition to the crop of last year, if
it should be an average yield. Does any man
doubt that it is of immense consequence to
those farmers who are engaged in this work
to have aid of the population coming into
the country? They can mutually benetit
each other. It w-ll contribute to the con-
ierce of the country. It contributes to

make the railways a, profitable investment
to those who have put their moneys into
thein, and it will eontribute to the revenues
of the country. and I say that it is of very
great importance to the country that this
immigration should not be impeded, hin-
dered or discouraged. There were a few
men in the North-west Territories who for
a time spoke against the immigration of the
Galicians, the Doukhobors and others.
What was their business? They were
ranchers. They did not want the country
occupied near them. It interfered with their
ranching operations. It was their interest
that the country should remain unsettled,
as it was unsettled under the jurisdiction of
the Hudson's Bay Company before we went
there at all. But that is not our interest,
and I say it is of immense consequence to
us, now that our opportunity has come for
filling up the country. that we should, in
every possible way. encourage its settlement.
The United States, between the years 1830
and 1860 had an immense immigration from
the continent of Europe and froin the Bri-
tish islands of persons who were poor,
many of them absolutely penniless, wlo had
nothing except their inclination to labour to
bring to the country, and they becane a
prosperous people. Their descendants to-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

other portion of the population. They are
devoted to the cultivation of the soil, and
numerous states in the valley of the Missis-
sippi became settled and occupied during
those thirty years that have enormously con-
tributed to the prosperity of the republic.
Now, our opporturity has come, we have aucb
a territory now for settlement for an agri-
cultural population as they had during the
period that I have mentioned, and it would
be indeed a great misfortune, a calamity to
this country, if we did anything to turn
away that tide of immigration, to misrepre-
sent the population and discourage men
who are Industrious and anxious to work
and to acquire a knowledge of our language
and to become like ourselves. To discour-
age those people by describing them as pau-
pers, or using any other phrase that is cal-
culated to turn away the tide of immigra-
tion from us to the neighbouring republie
would indeed be a very great misfortune to
this country. Canada has been some time
spoken of a species of fishing rod. The
provinces are joined to each other by the
ends, and they are stretched across the con-
tinent, haviug immense length but little
deptli. That might fairly represent Canada
lis it was ftiirty years ago. That does not
represent Canada as It is becoming. Take
our territories : begin at the 49th parallel, at
the United States boundary, and you will
find the settlement extending northward
now for several hundred miles. This is no
doubt as it should be. That will give ne a
sufficient depth to make this country per-
fectly capable of defending itself against
any who might be disposed to adopt an
aggressive policy towards us. What does
our recent investigation show ? That when
you cross the height of land north of the
lakes and north of the Ottawa and the
Saint Lawrence, you get into a fertile re-
gion again. We have, it is said by our
geologists, both in Ontario and in Quebec,
30,000 square miles in each capable of being
settled by an agricultural population. In
fact the two provinces may be occupied and
settled all the way northward to James
Bay. That being so, it is of immense con-
sequence, not merely that steps should be
taken to secure a settlement of the North-
west Territories, our prairie lands, but even
where we have amongst our agricultural



[FEBRUAl{Y 6, 1900]

population people without a very great deal
of means beyond the farms which they oc-
cupy, capable by their Industry of living in
comparative comfort, we have an opportun-
ity for expansion by giving them lands in
the newer districts of the two provinces
which I have mentioned, which will enable
those provinces to very largely increase
their population, increase it perhaps within
a comparatively early period to twice their
present number of inhabitants. I might re-
fer to the maritime provinces. Take Nova
Scotia. That province to-day is having
millions of dollars invested in its rich mines.
The province of Nova Scotia is taking a
new departure for the first time in its his-
tory since it entered confederation. There
is every prospect that those who have gone
abroad for the purpose of obtaining em-
ployment from that province during the
past quarter of a century will find their way
back to Nova Scotia again. The hopes of
the people have been awakened. They have
confidence in their own future which they
did not possess to anything like the same
extent a few years ago, and that being so, I
say that everywhere the outlook of Canada
is better than It has been at any time since
confederation, and that the progress which
lias been made during the past three or four
years is greater than it made during four or
five times the same number of years pre-
viously. I shall not undertake to-day the
discussion of the canal improvements to
Which my hon. friend has referred, and to
say to what government belongs most
credit for their construction. That is not
necessary, more especially as there wIll be
ample opportunities for considering that
Subject again ; but I wish to refer to an-
other subject which is uppermost in the
Public mind to-day, and that Is the support
whilch the government and people of Can-
ada have given to the Imperial authorities
In the war that Is at present being waged in
the Transvaal. I need not remind lion. gen-
telmen of the discussion which we had on
this subject last session. The views which
I entertalned as to the merits of that ques-
tion I expressed to the House then. I am
flot going to repeat them to-day. I think
that the British government were entirely
in the right, and without the abdication of
their Position as an empire in South Africa,
It was utterly impossible for them to have
avoided the conflict which exists. My hon.

friend complained that the government was
dilatory-that they did not send troops as
soon as they ought to have done so-that
they did not make the offer to the Imperial
government at as early a period as they
should have done, and my hon. friend read
a despatch of October 13, as if it were of
October 14, stating the day on which that
despatch was received in London at 8.20 in
the morning, and as the corresponding hour
here would have been 3 o'clock in the morn-
ing, my hon. friend knew right well that the
despatch was not sent on the 14th.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.-What
I said was the despatch which was sent to
Lord Minto was dated the 3rd of the month
at 5.30 p.m., and according to the time
which I did not mention at the time, but
will now, if it had been sent immediately
it would have been here at one o'clock in
the afternoon. That is what I said.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--That is what the hon.
gentleman said of the despatch of the third,
but I am speaking of what the hon. gen-
tleman said of the despatch of the 13th. He
read the date of the reception, the 14th. It
was sent on the 13th and the receipt was on
the 14th, and it was on the 14th at 8.20 in
the morning. It is the proposal of the gov-
ernment here to give aid to the British

government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman must have misunderstood
what I said with reference to the dates. I
read the communication from the Colonial
Secretary to the Governor General of Can-
ada, and the order in council passed by the
Canadian government.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman re-
ferred to the despatch, and let me refer to
the communication on page 19, in which he
says :

Her Majesty the Queen desires to thank the
people of ber Dominion of Canada for their
striking manifestation of loyalty and patriotism
In their voluntary offer to send troops to co-oP-
crate with Her Majesty's Imperial Forces in
maintaining ber position and the rights of Bri-
tish subjects in South Africa. She wishes tne
troops God-speed and a safe return.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--What
date was that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS.-October 24.
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Hon. Sir MACKENziE BOWELL-I have
not that. I have the Imperial return here.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hon. gentlemen know
right well that the expenditure for milltary,
as for other purposes, Is under the control
of parliament, not under the control of the
administration. There were two things that
presented themselves to the minds of the
administration at the time. One was to
call parliament together and obtain its
sanction for a proposition to send troops to
South Africa. The other was to await such
a development of public opinion as would
justify them in undertaking to send the con-
tingent, and to send a second contingent,
which we did as soon as public opinion was
sufficiently expressed. I say we required one
or the other as our justification-elther the
approval of parliament or the general sanc-
tion of the political sovereignty of this
country from which parliament derives Its
existence. Now, there was such an expres-
sion of opinion in this country as to justify
the government in the course which they
took. We knew well that the government
had no legal authority to propose to send a
contingent or propose meeting the expenses
of the contingent otherwise than it felt sure
that by a bill of lndemnity parliament
would hold It harmless from all expenditure
which might be so incurred, and so we
adopted a mile, whilch had been adopted ln
emergencies in England, and that is the
constitutional rule of seeking the support of
public opinion in anticipation of the ap-
proval which will be subsequently given by
parliament. Now, the hon. gentleman com-
plained that the government of Canada was
the eleventh colonial government to agree
to send a contingent to South Africa. Look
at the facts. In every one of the Australian
Colonies, as I remember, the legislature was
in session at the time. Their governments
had no diffieulty. They obtained the sanc-
tion of the legislatures, although in one
case, I forget at this moment which colony
it was, there was a majority of only one in
the legislature in favour of sending a con-
tingent at all. The hon. gentleman speaks
on this matter as though we had been
guilty of something little less than treason
because we did not act sooner than public
opinion showed that it was ready to sustain
us in what we were desirous of doing. Now,
let me call the attention of the House to

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

another case-because this Is not the first
opportunity on which the people and the
parliament of Canada have had a chance of
going to the assistance of the empire-let
me call the attention of the House to w1iat
transpired in 1884-5. There were colonies
then in Australia offering contingents to the
support of the mother country. There were
men in Canada, notably General Laurie and
Colonel Williams, since deceased, that were
ready to undertake to raise regiments for
the purpose of giving support to the mother
country. What was the position of the
prime minister on that occasion ? The hon.
gentleman has quoted the opinion of Sir
John Macdonald as spoken academically-
spoken some years earlier than the period to
which I refer. But here was an opportu-
nity to do something of a practical nature.
The British government required assistance.
They had the active opposition of France in
the valley of the Nile. They had the op-
position of Russia on the border, in Abyssi-
nia. Some Australian colonies did what
they have done now-sent a contingent and
the contingent was accepted. What did the
hon. gentleman's leader do on that occasion?
Sir John Macdonald held to the doctrines
that Canada's legislative power extended
only to her borders, to the extent of a
marine league from the shore-that she had
no legal authority to send a soldier out of
the country-that that was an Imperial act
over which Canada had no jurisdiction, and
that while the government were ready to
permit the Imperial government to enlist
in Canada if it saw proper to do so, the gov-
ernment of Canada were not prepared to
expend a dollar on the enterprise. Let me
read here a few of the telegrams that passed
on that occasion and they will show that
the patriotism of the hon. gentleman at that
time, when he was in power, and when lie
had an opportunity of acting was a differ-
ent type of patriotism from that with which
he glows on the present occasion. Let me
read a few of these. Lord Derby was the
Colonial Secretary at the time, and he says
in a co:îimunication to Lord Lansdowne:

Downing Street, January 1, 1885.
My Lord,-I communicated to the Secretary of

State for War a copy of your despatch of the
25th of November last, with the letter which
accompanied it from Major-General Laurie ad-
dressed to your Lordship, expressing his desire
for military employment in connection with any
Canadian force which might be organized for
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Imperial Service, and I transmit to you herewith sit opposite were members of the gov-
a copy of a letter which bas been received from ernment whlch offered to the Imperial gov-
the War Office in regard to this application.

I have, &c.,
(Slgnd) DRBY. Canada for service ln South Africa, and that(Signed) DERBY.

The Marquis of Lansdowne. off er was declined. There is a change in

And the war office answered that they miglt the political situation. There is a change
avail thenselves hereafter of the liberty in the view which the people of the empire
given them by the Canadian government to take, and in so far as that change of pubie
enlist troops if it were necessary. Now, the
privilege to enlist was as far as the govern-
ment of Canada at that time went. The
War Office addressed the following letter to
the Colonial Offiee :

Central Department,
War Office, February 14, 1885.

Sir,-In reply to your letter of the 13th in-
stant, relative to the offer of the government of
New South Wales of two batteries of field artil-
lery and a battalion of infantry for service in the
Soudan, I am directed to acquaint you that the
Marquis of Hartington considers that this offer
should be accepted with much satisfaction, but
that It should be understood that the force must
be placed absolutely under the orders of the
General Officer Commanding as to the duties on
wbich it will be employed.

Now, there was a statement of the accept-
ance of the offer of New South Wales.
Why ? Because New South Wales equipped
the men and sent them forward at their own
expense to the point of destination, while
the Canadian government offered the Im-
perial government the privilege of enlisting
men in Canada. Let me read how the War
Office replied, because it is very frank, and
It shows the difference in their estimate of
the two offers :

War Office, February 16, 1885.
Sir,-I have laid before the Secretary of State

for War your letters of the 9th and 13th instant,
and in reply I am directed by the Marquis of
Hartington to inform you that he highly appre-
ciates the feeling which has prompted the gov-
ernment of the Dominion of Canada to offer
facilities for raising a force for Imperial service
at this Juncture of affairs, but that the time
Which must necessarily elapse before such a
force could be raised, organized and equipped,
renders it undesirable to take advantage of the
offer at the present time.

The offer of the government of New South
Wales, which has been accepted by Her Majes-
ty's government, was to provide an organized
force fully equipped and ready for immediate
service, and the government of the Dominion
will, no doubt, fully appreciate the difference
between the two offers as regards the use
Which could -be made of them by Her Majesty's
government, and will not, Lord Hartington feels
sure, consider that in declining their patriotic
offer for the present, any undue preference has
been given to the colony of New South Wales.

The colony of New South Wales made an
offer such as we have made recently, and it
Was accepted, and the hon. gentlemen who

sentiment has occurred, I recognize the dif-
iference, but, I say to the hon. gentleman
that it was as open to him then to undertake
the work as it has been open to us now, and
it would have been accepted by the Im-
perial government if the offer had been in
proper form then, as is shown by the fact
that they accepted the offer of the govern-
ment of New South Wales. I say, then, it
does not rest with my hon. friend opposite
to charge the government with dilatoriness
or want of patriotism. The hon. gentleman
is himself open to that charge in the course
which the government of which he was a
member pursued; and what Sir Wilfrid
Laurier said in the interview which my hon.
friend read yesterday to this House, was
said by Sir John Macdonald himself and bis
colleagues when this very subject was under
discussion. Having said this much, I need
not pursue the subject further. In my opin-
ion we are having gradually-maybe unsys-
tematically-but we are gradually having
developed within the British Empire an Im-
perial constitution. The British government
has not governed the United Kingdom as a
domestic parliament, as we govern Canada,
and it has in addition to that the power of
an Imperial government and an Imperial
assembly. That is gradually undergoing a
change. Everybody sees that. In 1887, when
the Imperial government asked the govern-
ment of Canada to name a commissioner
to settle the difficulties between Canada
and the United States, they were giving
this country a position in an Imperial com-
mission and an offiee ln the settlement of an
Imperial question, and so, recently, when
there was an attempt made to settle the dif-
ficulties between this country and the United
States, the Imperial government named four
Canadian commissioners and one nobleman
from the United Kingdom, an eminent

Jurist, to ait as a commission representing
Great Britain-no, not Great Britain only,

but the British Empire, and so we had a

voice in determinlng a question whica
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might be one of peace or war. No man in wlien he was discussing this subject. I
his senses would undertake to frame for the shah not trespass further on the indulgence
British Empire a constitution and say it of the House in refereace to this matter. I
should be governed by one or two legislative have brought under the attention of hon.
bodies, or a political body, or what Its gentlemen the situation. The goverament
powers should be. It is only by the volun- are supportiag the Imperial government by
tary action and good sense and co-operation the contingents that have been sent. The
of the government of the United Kingdom government are anxious to sce the Imperial
and the governments of the different de- arms-and 1 am not sayiag merely those of
pendencies that you can gradually develop the United Kingdom, but the arms of the
an Imperial constitution suited, to the re- British Empire-triumphant ia this contest.
quirements of an empire such as ours. The We believe that justice will be donc and that
Imperial government trust us in these ques- the people wili be treated fairiy. We know
tions, and they trust us for the purpose of this, that the Boers in 1881 and the English
settling difficulties of an international people who were settied la that country
character, and we can trust her in deter- were upon a footing of politicai equality.
mining vhat is just and fair and right be- Ve know that every Englishman settllng
tween the British people of South Africa there had a right to vote. We know that
and the people of the Transvaal. She trusted that was the condition upon which local self-
us, we trust her, and this empire is an goverament was conferred upon them and
empire governed by mutual trust and con- we kaow that after the convention of 1884,
fidence of the people who inhabit Its differ- when they thought they could do so without
ent portions. No doubt, in time, an Im- risk, the Boers disqualified every English-
perial constitution will grow up just as the man la the country who was not there prior
constitution of Great Britain bas grown up to 1881, depriving them of ail poitical
out of the exigencies of the people and the rights and putting them in a position of
requirements of the Imîperial service, and distinct political iaferiority. The men 80
I have no fault to find with men who per- treated were caiied out to do the fighting;
haps have not reached or do not occupy the they were called on to pay the bil; they
same standpoint as we do. My hon. friend were denied the use of their own language
ten years ago, or a little more than ten years la the sehools, they were compelled to pay
ago, was not willing to spend a dollar on a heavy taxes. They were net allowed the
matter of this sort. He said you can go up ordiaary municipal rights ý%hich we in many
the Nue, but you go voluotarily. places confer upn men who have not taken

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Ten years ago ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Fifteen years ago. I
am finding no fault, but I am teaching him
and his friends a lesson of charity, and I
say if there are men in Canada who think
that we ought to have an understanding
with the Imperial government and ought to
have a sort of Imperial constitution, in
skeleton form at the outset, I do not quarrel
with them. I differ from them. My opin-
ion is that it is not ln that way an Im-
perial constitution will grow up. I think it
will be formed out of the exigencies of the
àituation and the demands of the public in-
terests of the nation. However that may
be, this much is perfectly clear, that my
hon. friends opposite did not have their
patriotism oozing out at their fingers' ends
on that occasion as the patriotism seemed
to ooze out of my hon. frlend here yesterday

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

the oath of allegiance, and it was impossible
that the condition of things that they estab-
lished could continue without the British
government assuming a position of distinct
inferiority throughout the whole of South
Africa, a position that I apprehend no one
desires to see them take. Having said this
much, I regret exceedingly that my hon.
friend did not take a broader, fairer view
of the situation when it was perfectly ob-
vious to my mind that the great mass of
the people of Canada are united upon this
question. My hon. friend wished to char-
acterize the government as indifferent. If
parliament had been ln session there would
have been a chance for immediate action.
When parliament was not ln session, then
we had a rlght to expect, and we did not
look in vain for such a demand on the part
of the people of this country as would jus-
tif y us In acting out of parliament.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before proceeding
to discuss the questions opened up in the
speech from the Throne, allow me to con-
gratulate the new members of this House
who have been entrusted with the somewhat
delicate task of presenting the programme
Of the government to this honourable House,
on the manner in which the task has been
performed. Although the mover of the ad-
dress spoke in a language with which I
am not familiar, yet it was evident that lie
has a graceful command of his mother ton-
gue ; and unless I am much mistaken I
predict that the hon. gentleman will, as
time passes, give undoubted evidence of bis
ability to participate in our discussions in
the English language. In the case of the
seconder, it was to be expected that his
long experience in public life would enable
hlim to import much wisdom Into the dis-
cussion of the questions of the day. In
View of the large number of vacancies
Which have recently occurred in this House,
there is much consolation in the reflection
that a very considerable voice in the choice
Of new members must necessarily rest with
the hon. Minister of Justice, who is well
known te have long established and definite
views regarding -the qualifications requisite
te merit a call te the Stnate. Turning to
the Commons Hansard of 1875, page 405, I
find the bon. gentleman using the following
Words :

Who are you likely to find composing thesecond Chamber ? Is it the artisan : the agri-
culturist : the lawyer of good standing ? No :
You get none of these. You find a few weal-thy merchants and retired bankers and defeated
politiclans and when you go beyond this list ynu
get nothing.

I have net the pleasure of personal ac-
quaintance with any of the gentlemen re-
cently called te this honourable House, but
appreciating the scientlflc loyalty te princi-
ple whieh guides the action of the hon. min-
ister, we may take it for granted that no
Wealthy merchant, no retired banker, and
fO defeated politician is found amongst
them, and that they are ail eminent agri-
culturists or artisans or lawyers of good
standing. I am far from expressing opin-
ions adversely to the fitness for seats in
this House of wealthy merchants, retired
bankers and defeated politicians. On the
Other hand, I acknowledge a fellow feeling
for a defeated politician, having gone
through the mili myseif. I merely desire

te point out te hon. members the great ad-
vantage of having a minister who, we are
sure, is guided by so high a standard in
choosing members of the Senate. There is
another point in which the Minister of
Justice bas had very well defined views.
In 1875, the hon. gentleman said :

It was said by a gentleman who when appoint-
ed to the Senate found himaelf among gentlemen
very much his senior in years, that he expected
to be with those who lived two or three gene-
rations ago, but to his surprise he found him-
self with Abraham, Isaac and Jacob when he
took his seat in that Chamber.

In view, therefore, of the well known con-
sistency of the Minister of Justice, I hope
that when the mover of the address, makes
a reconnaissance of the House he will not
be guilty of the unpardonable indiscretion
of classifying such blooming youngsters as
the hon. Minister of Justice and the secon-
der of the address as representatives, in
this House, of the patriarchal dispensation.
The same consideration will, I trust, enable
the whole of us te divest ourselves of the
idea that the voice of the hon. gentleman
from Sunbury (Mr. Burpee) bas reached us
from the place of spirits of departed poli-
ticians.

In considering the address with which
this session bas been opened, for the con-
venience of discussion it might not be amiss
te group these various sections in such a
way as would prevent many repetitions,
and I find therefore that the first, sixth,
seventh, eleventh and thirteenth sections of
this speech from the Throne may be des-
cribed as the prosperity clauses. Papers
supporting the government, when speaking
of this subject, talk of the Laurier pros-
perity. I have no doubt that there is a good
deal of prosperity within the ranks of the
Cabinet, but it is going a little too far te
attribute whatever degree there is of pros-
perity in the country te the premier and
name it after the premier of the country.
The first of the clauses refers te the re-
markable increase of the volume of trade,
and the experts and Importe. This is a
point which bas been dwelt on by my bon.
friend who seconded the address at some
considerable lengtfi, and he presented some
figures te the House which are certainlY
a subject of congratulation te the whole of
us. There is no question about It that we
are In the midst of a season of very general
and widespread prosperity, but we are
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not going to take the view that a country- to the ited States had been entlrely stop-
man of my own did when his potatoes were ped, that it had ceased, and there is a refer-
destroyed with the ravages of disease. He ence in the same direction even In the pres-
lamented his losses, but he thanked God ent speech. We knew at that tîme, and
that his neighbour's losses were as heavy every person knew, that there was no foun-
as his own. So that we are not going to dation of truth in the statement put in the
shut of view in connection with this sub- mouth of His Excelleucy, and it may possi-
ject the fact that Great Britain and other bly be that this assurance with regard to
countries situated as we are at the present the returns from the post office May aise be
moment are also enjoying a season of great feund to be unworthy of very great cre-
prosperity. I might say in passing, that I dence. We must bear in mmd that we have
have myself very strong convictions that had assurances of the same kind wlth re-
the trade of the country bas been greatly gard to the earnings of the Intercoonial
facilitated from the fact that gentlemen on Railway. My hon. friend, Rie Secretary of
the other side of the House paid so little State, when we were discussing questions
attention to their pre-election pledges, and In counection with that railway hast year,
that they allowed wise measures that were speaklng from bis place across the floor of
lnstituted by their predecessors to continue this House, said that there was to be net
in operation and did little to prevent the receipts on the Intercolonial, for the year
prosperity of the country under the opera- that was thei almost drawlng to a close,
tion of the National Pollcy and other mea- greater than ah the net recelpts on the in-
sures that were inaugurated by the late tercolonlal during ail the preceding years Of
government. Then a reference is made to Its history. I find that the Minister of
the improvement in ocean transportation. Agriculture, lu speaklng on this subjeet dur-
I have no particular fault to find with that, ing the recent campaign in Sherbrooke, said
because in the wording of that clause no that a very good resuit had been obtaiued,
direct claim Is made for the work by the that the net reeipts were between five and
present government. It refers to the im- six thousand dollars. I have inquired, and
provement In ocean transportation, which I find that the report of the Minister of
assists and facilitates the development of Railways has not yet been submltted to the
the trade of our country at the present public and we are net qulte sure even about
time, and It Is followed by the suggestion five or six thousand dollars, notwithstaud-
that a measure with regard to the inspec- lng the hlgh promises and assurances that
tion of products going out of our country were given to this House Iast year by My
will be submitted to parliament during the hon. frlend the Secretary of State, and not-
present session. Then there is another clause withstanding this election speech of the
that refers to the post offices, and here Minister of Agriculture during the cam-
again the government Is In a prophetie paig in Sherbrooke. Gentlemen iu the
mood. The speech assures us that In a very goverument are referrlng with a good deal
short time the revenues of the post office of satisfaction to the lncreased settlement
will show such an ample increase as will ln the North-west. There Is ne doubt that
make up for any present losses occasioned there Is a very considerable accession ln
by the diminished rate of postage. On numbers, and whether the quallty of the In-
that subject it may be that the increased corers as settlers and citizens of this coun-
prosperity of the country willl help the post try is of the first order or not, I am net
office, and that these predictions will be golng to dlscuss very closely. There are
fulfilled, but unfortunately we are not li serlous doubts upon that pont-doubts that
a position to take the assurances of the gov- are specially entertalned by the old settiers
ernment, even when they put these assur- in the North-west Territorles, who xy hon.
ances in a speech from- the Throne, as friend the Minister of Justice has said pro-
being something that we can absolutely fited by this immigration in the labour that
rely upon, for we remember very well that was brought Into the country. Nevertheless
last year a statement was placed In the 1 know that there Is a great deal of dissatis-
mouth of His Excellency to the effect that faction wlth the class of Immigration
the exodus of the people of Canada going brought into that country, and as to tle

Hon. Mr. F!ERGUSON.
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extent of that settlement and the qualifica-
tion for citizenship in this country possessed
by those Who are coming, we will leave
the future to decide. I am by no means
certain that the progress which has been
made there will be as advantageous to
the country in ihe end as the accession of
other classes of population would 'be even
in less numbers. The speech contains a
ParagraPh with reference to the canals upon
which I do not find it necessary to say more
t15Ia two or three words. It is the self-
glorification of this government with regard
to the deepening and widening of the great
canals. As my hon. friend the leader of
the opposition pointed out to the House by
the clearest array of figures, againsi whbch
n1othing can he said, which cannot be gain-
sald, a vast proportion of that work was
doue by the late administration, and that
the present administration had done very
little more than to see after the completion
Of contracts which were let before they
came into offlce, and at best was merely
Putting, as it were, the last touch upon
Plans upon which their predecessors had
long and faithfully worked out.

There are three or four sections, as hon.
gentbeen will have noticed, In this speech
that relate entirely to the war in South
Africa. Let me remark, ln the first place,
that hon, gentlemen in the government ap-
pear to have been under a somewhat mis-
taken impression. They say that during
the recess hostilities have unfortunately
brokonl out between Great Britain and the
SOUth African Republie. In my innocence
I thought that Great Britain was in a state
Of war with the Orange Free State as well.
but Her Majesty's government in Canada
appear to realize only the fact that we are
at war with the Transvaal alone. I sup-
Po9e it is possible we have all been in error
ln this subject, and that the government
are right. With regard to that war and
the causes which led up to the conflict, it
is n1ot necessary that we should discuss
them very much on the present occasion.
It is enough, as has been stated by some
leading public men of Canada, to know
that the British Empire ls engaged In a
very severe struggle In which Its prestige'
is at peril, and that being so, It ls our duty
to hasten to the defence of the empire ; but
as intelligent citizens, it ls Important that
we should not alow our people for a mo-

iaent to lose sight of the great and import-
anit fact that this war has not in any re-
speet -whatever been forced on the republics
of South Africa by the British government.
A careful perusal of the documents tliat
have been issued on this question will con-
vince every person that this is not a war
that Great Britain bas souglit, that, on the
contrary, every possible care was taken by
the government of Great Britain to prevent
any legitinate or reasonable cause for war.
To my mind, this great struggle-all this
expenditure and this loss of blood aiid wh t-
ever humiliation is involved in recent Bri-
lsh disasters, and whatever risk or danger
ibere iay be at this moment to British
prestige-I bave no hesitation in saying that
aIl this is due to the surrender in 1881 by
Gladstone's government, when they with-
drew front their occupation of the Trans-
vaal. They created a deplorable impres-
sin in the minds of the Boers that they
were table to de-feat the British, to such an
extent that from tbat day forward there
has been a growing idea In the ninds
of the Dutch population of South Africa
ln the direction of overthrowing British
power in that part of the world. I have
not the slightest doulbt that that is the
case, and although it may be enough for
us to know that our cause la right in this
matter and that our country is in peril and
wlthout Inquiring too much into the cause
we know very well the truth that lies ln
the words of our greatest poet, that he is
'thrice armed who hath his quarrel just.'
We know that our quarrel with the South
African reptiblie la right, and that fact
strengthens the arma of our soldlers and
the councils of our country, and will ulti-
mately help to bring victory to the British
arms. In 1877, the British government, I
think L ani right in saying, on the invitation
of the people of the Transvaal, sent Sir
Theophilus Shepstone into that country. At
ail events, it was no invasion of that Coun-
try. He had less than a score of a staff
withl him on that occasion, and flie peo-
ple received him with acclalm--at all events
without any strong expression of dissent.
They allowed British arma to be used to
proteet them against the natives, wlth
whom they were waging an ineffective war.
rhey aecepted salaries from the British
governnent, amongst the salarled offleers
being Kruger himaelt, and atter all tlils,
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when the natives had been subjugated, :il abIn and amicabie way through ail the day4
when the country was recovering fron the that were occupied in the Biocitfouteiii
condition in whici it was found wlien Sir conference. and also in ail the correspoud-
Theophilus Shepstone entered it, the Boers eiwe betweeu the two governments, for a
treacherously, and with the greatest .n- peiui solution of the diinicu-ty betvu
gratitude, shot down the British soldiers the British government and the South A -
vithout warning, and when they could not riean republie. It is a matter of pleasure

be prepared to properly defend themselves and prido to every British subjeet to
The act was one of the basest ingratitude, know, notwithstanding' that the British
and there should have been no retrocession arins have suffered some depiorabie reverses
until victory was achieved, and had the pro- in the field, yet the inilitary traditions of the
tests of Sir Evelyn Wood been acceded to country, coming down through generatIons,
at that time no convention would have bee'î and the reputation that history bas give
signed until some distinct advantage laud the BrItiali soidier for bravery and endur-
been gaintd by the British arms. 1 have I> ance in the fierd, have bean houoraby main-
hesitation in saying, from an examination
of the public documents bearing on this
q(uestion, that during the whole period froum
that time down to the present moment, there
has been no act of wrong or harshness oun
the part of the British government. I wili
even go so far-although my views may not
be entirely concurred in-as to say that the
Jamieson raid itself, unauthorized as it was
by the British government, cluisily execut-
ed as il was, was not without justification,
for at that tinie the government of hie
Transvaal had entered into contracts, and
were naking arrangements for placing gurns
on the hills looking down on the town of
Johannesburg, which was an act of hostility,
and was, in a great measure, the cause
which led to the conspiracy, or whatever
you iay call it, of the UItlanders, and of
the organization of the Jamieson raid. The
very fact that the British government found
itself. in the month of September last, whenl
that audacious ultimatum was presented
to them, in a state of utter unpreparedness
for war, will be the answer which history
will mitake to the charge that the British
provoked a war in South Africa. Ail
through the correspondence it will be found
that Sir Alfred Milner and ail others en-
gaged on the British side were intent upon
a peaceful solution of the difficulty. They
appreciated the fact that the British gov-
ernmienit could not possibly turn a deaf enr
to the petition of 21,000 British inhabitants
of the Transvaal. who complained that both
In their persons and their property they had
been lnjured and were being wronged. It
was possible that the British government
could turn a deaf ear to such complaints
from their citizens, and they pressed, as
the correspondence will show, in a reason-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

tained. Nothing bas occurred to tarnish the
glorlous reputation of the British soldier in
the battles which have already take place,
and notwithstanding errors, as we think, on
the part of those who are leading them, aud
on which we have no right just now to ex-
press an opinion of condemnation--notwith-
standing all this, nothing has transpired to
carnish the glorious reputation that British
soldiers and generals enjoy, and we have no
doubt that these noble qualities are main-
tained by them at this time, and will tri-
umph over their opponents in the end. I t
is a source of great pleasure and pride to
the whole of us that the United Kingdom,
as well as the colonies, have made a dis-
play of power and developed a possession
of resources for milltary operations during
this war which, at this moment, Is astonish-
ing the world, and that notwlthstanding
these checks and these disasters that the
British forces have met in South Africa
tbere is but one determination in the Bri-
tish Empire, at home and in all the colonies,
anlmating the breasts, 1 believe, of all of
Her Majesty's subjects li every part of the
world, that thls war should be pressed to
a conclusion satisfactory to the British peo-
ple. While this is the feeling, and while we
all-I tbink I may say all-have the same
feeling, or should have the same feeling
with regard to loyalty to the Empire, and
an earnest desire to assist, I cannot help say-
Ing that I think It Is a matter of regret that
the government of Canada did not move
with greater cordiality and alacrity to offer
assistance of the British government at this
crisis. My hon. friend, the Minister of Jus-
tice drew a distinction between our case
and that of the Australlan colonies-
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that at the time the measure of urgency
appeared to be required to be taken the par-
liaments of the Australian colonies were in
session. If my observations as to the date
is of any value, our parliament was also in
session at the time the parliaments of some
of the Australian colonies passed those re-
solutions. It is a fact that the parliament of
Canada did not prorogue until August 10,
while the action on the part of some of the
colonies whose parliaments were then in
session was taken before that time. There-
fore, this point which the Minister of Jus-
tice bas raised does not help in the slightest
degree the position of the Canadian govern-
Mnent in respect to this matter.

lon. Mr. POWER-I suppose the hon.
gentlemlan called the attention of the gov-
ernment last session to the omission in not
making that provision ?

Hon. Mr. FEDRGUSON-Perhaps any hon.
friend thinks I ought to fel about myself
as he probably feels about himself, that no
attention was called to it because he did
not do ILt. My hon. friend the leader of the
OPposition called the attention of the gov-
ernment to it, and pointed out, as he read
to the House yesterday, the action which
he would recommend in the matter, which
IWas to off er assistance.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEILL-And
Pay for it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The government
were not without recelving the suggestion.
I do my share of talking here, and it is not
necessary that the senior member for Hall-
fax or myself should say anything In order
to admit that it was said. It stands fully
recorded in the bluebooks that have been
brOught down, that are now In our posses-
sien, that during all these months, when
-these difficulties lu South Africa were be-
comling more and more -aharp-I speak
UG0w for the month of September and up
to the early part of October-when almost
every other colony In the empire, self-
gOverning as well as crown colonies, had
made propositions of assistance-the gov-
ernment of Canada did not move, and I
think that the government of Canada was
ln an excellent position to move-a better
Position to move than some of the Austra-
lian colonies were, because, as my hon.
friend has pointed out to this House, In

8

some of the Australian colonies the motion
to assist was only carried by very small
majorities-in one instance, by a majoritY
of only one, whereas in the Dominion Of
Canada an expression of sympathy with the
Outlanders and support to the governmenùt
of Great Briitain In wrestling with the
South African question was unanimously
passed by both Houses of Parliament. Not-
withstanding all that, one after another
of the colonies proffered their assistance.
On July 11 Queensland made its offer. On
the 26th, New Zealand's and other offers
followed.

iHon. Mr. MMLLS-There were no hostili-
ties at that time.

iHon. Mr. FPERGUSO'N--Hostilities had
not broken out In July, at the date of some
of these offers, but there was talk then of
hostilities breaking out, and the govern-
ment of Canada, all this time, did not move,
but whatever the government did in the
way of putting inself on record was de-
cidedly unfavourable to any action by the
government of Canada. My hon. friend
shakes his head. I am quite sure he gave
no expression himself to weaken the poesi-
tion of Canada In the empire, but bis lead-
er did, and a very influential member of
the administration, the Minister of Public
Works, was going up and down the
country giving utterance to the very strong-
est possible objections and opposltion to any
assistance beIng offered by Canada; and In
the paper which he publishes, the objections
and opposition were being incessantly put
forward. I do not suppose it Is aecessarY
that I should refer very much in detail to
the utterances of these gentlemen, but one
utterance of the Premier, and that is the
famous interview with the Toronto Globe,
must certainly not be allowed to pass with-
out some attention. That interview toOk
pace on the afternoon of Obzo1ber 3, and
appears In :the Globe on the followilg
day. It was stated lu the Globe at the
time that the correspondent had waited on
the premier the afternoon of October 8,
and my hon. friend rather insisted, when
the leader of the opposition here was
speaking, that the preruir of the country
was not aware at the time be gave that
interview to the Globe correspondent, of
the contents, or had not received the de-
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spatch from the British government of the
date of October 3, laying down certain rules
upon which volunteers would be accepted
from Canada. It is possible that this des-
patch had not reached the premier at the
time lie made this statement when lie was
interviewed by the Toronto Globe, but the
Minister of Public Works addressed a
meeting in Toronto ontly three or four days
ago, when lie made the announcement that
le lad soen this despateh cabled in the
Engilish papers before it had been received
in Canada by the government officially, and
he made it a complaint and a point of eti-

quette between the government of Canada
and Mr. Chamberlain that this despatch
had been publiished in the British papers,
and had been cabled and brought under the
eye of membŽrs of the government of Can-
ada in that way before they had receive'd
it officially from the British goverfinent. It
was. therefore, evident, if Mr. Tarte is 1o
be believed-and I suppose we have to bc-
lieve him, for lie is an hon. gentleman-4that
he. at least. knew of the contents oT this
despatch of Mr. Joseph Chamberlain before
the time the premier gave this interview in
the Toronto Globe.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He could not.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Mr. Tarte says he
did. This is certain that the premier, if he
did not know It in the afternoon of October
3, must have knowa It not many hours la-
ter, for it was transmitted after five o'clock
from London, and making allowance for
the difference in time, it was in Ottawa
early in the afternoon of October 3, and we
are very sure the Governor General would
be reached by an important despatch of
that nature, no matter Where le was, as
fast as a teleg-,ram could be sent to him,
and we ail know too much about the care
and exactness with which British statesmen
do their work to believe that he kept that
despatch back one moment longer than ne-
cessary from his prime minister. Therefore,
It is very hard to understand that the prime
minister did not have this despatch in his
possession when he gave this interview to
the Toronto Globe. He had a good means of
knowing what was in the cable from the
newspapers as the Minister of Public Works
had. It does not say much for the solidarity
of the government that one member of the
cabinet would have Information of that

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

character which he would keep for a mo-
nent froi his premier. It is evident that

some members of the government, at ail
events, knew of this despatch before the
interview was given to the Toronto Globe.
It is certain one member of the government
knew it, and it is likely it was known to
other members of the administration, and
yet in the face of that the premier says :

There exists a great deal of misconception in
the country regarding the powers of the govern-
ment in the present case,' said Sir Wilfrid.
As I understand the Militia Act, and I may say
that I have given it some study of late, our
volunteers are enrolled to be used In the de-
fense of the Dominion. They are Canadian troops
to be used to fight for Canada's defense. Per-
haps the most widespread misapprehension is
that they cannot be sent out of Canada. To my
mind it Is clear that cases might arise when they
might be sent to a foreign land to fight. To
p stulate a case :-Suppose that Spain should
declare war upon Great Britain. Spain has, or
had, a navy, and that navy might be got ready
to assail Canada as part of the empire. Some-
times the best method of defending oneself is to
attack, and in that case Canadian soldiers might
certainly be sent. to Spain, and it is quite certain
that they legally might be so dispatched to the
Iberian Peninsula. The case of the South Afri-
can Republic is not analogous. There Is no
menace to Canada, and, although we may be
willing to contribute troops, I do not see how
we can do so. Then again, how could we do so,
without parliament granting us money ? We
simply could not do anything. In other words
we should have to summon parliament. The
government of Canada Is restricted in its pow-
ers. It is responsible to parliament and it can
do very little without the permision of parlia-
ment. There is no doubt as to the attitude of
the government on ail questions that mean me-
nace to British interests, but in this present case
our limitations are very clearly deflned. And so
it is that we have not offered a Canadian con-
tingent to the Home authorities. The Militia
Department duly transmItted individual offers to
the Imperial government, and the reply from
the War Office as published in Saturday's
'Globe' shows their attiude on the question.
As to Canada furnishing a contingent, the gov-
ernment h.as not discussed the question, for the
reasons which I have stated-reasons which I
think must be easily understood by every one
who understands the constitutional law on the
question. The statement In the 'Military
Gazette', published this morning, is a pure in-
vention. Far from possessing any foundation, in
fact it is wholly imaginative.

Then Mr. Tarte, at St. Vincent de Paul,
puts himself on record as follows:-

But in the order in council, which I hold in
my hand, and which will be published one of
these days, it is said that what we have just
done shall not be a precedent.

What I objected to-and I say it again, and
I cannot say it often enough-is the creation
of a precedent whIch would have permitted the
Secretary of State for the Colonies to-morrow,
the day after to-morrow, in a year, two years,
to send us a message saying ' I should like some
troops.'

But I do not wish that the operation be re-
peated on the next occasion.
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Here was the premier declaring on Octo-
ber 3, that the war was not one in which
Canada could be said to be interested-that
it might be interested if it were at war with
Spain, which had a navy, but as the South
African republic had no navy, there ap-
peared to be no cause for our engaging in
this war. That was the view taken at that
moment. The government also take another
view. They say, 'We were not quite sure
what public opinion wo-ld warrant at that
timne ; we waited unitil we were sure thal
Public opinion woufld warrant such a strong
step as that involved.' That was the pre-
mlier's defence, in another place speaking
flot long since. He said, 'we waited until
we could discover what public opinion
Was, and we would not be justified in
acting in advance of what was clearly the
Public opinion of Canada.' All hon. gentle-
"ien in the governnent take this ground,
but if the premier had waited and had not
Put hiniself on record and some of his col-
leagues had not put themselves on record
In a very opposite direction, trying to make
public opinion in that direction, there might
be something in their contention that the
government were waiting for the develop-
m'ent of public opinion, but having tried to
mould public opinion in the very opposite
direction, they are not in a position to set up
that defence. ,The action of the premier of
Canada reminds me a little of a western ora-
tor of whom I have read, who, seeking a pub-
lie position, undertook to place his views
.very f ully before the parties who had votes
in the election forthcoming. After descant-
ing very fully on all the great public ques-
tions of the time he sald, ' these are my sen-
timents, I hold them very strongly. They are
Very dear to me, but if you do not approve
0f theni, I an ready to change them at any
tilne and take up any other set of opinions
thait you prefer.' Now, that was the position
Of the premier and some of his colleagues
With regard to sending troops to South
Africa.

Another .minister of the government was
still more open mouthed at that moment
ln exhibiting bis <hostility and objections to
a8ssisting the mother country at that june-
ture. I refer to the Commissioner of Pub-
lic Works. I am not going to refer just
'1w to any of the speeches or writings of

the lion. gentleman, except the one read.
IIon. gentlemen are familiar with them.

3j

After the action wi a taken-and taken as
far as some gentlem(n were concerned wlthl
a very had grace-tbe Minister of Public
W'orks went to a meeting aJt Saint Vincent
de Paul and clai'ming 'to hold a document
in his band, whicli at tliat time as a privy
councillor he laid no righit to take out of
the records of the privy couneil office, and
sliaking -it before 'the meeting lie said :
'1 It is true we have agreed to send a contin-
gent ; we 'have sent tiliat contingent and
we liave carefully guairded ourselves so ·thait
it shall not be taken as a precedent. It
shall not involve this country in any future
struggle of this kind. It is finally and care-
fully guarded in tlie document itself that It
is not to be regarded as a precedeut.' The
Minister of Public Works evidently thought
that lie was playing a trump card about this
precedent business, but I do not think-
even at that time-and certainly not at
this mnoment-that very much importance
was attached to his declarations with
regard to the precedent matter. And
if a full and complete answer to the
Minister of Public Works was required,
we have it •from -the Minister of Justice
across the fioor of the House in 'the address
whicih lie has deliivered to-day. He spoke
of the way the British constitution lad
grown, and lie said it would be madness for
any person to profess to form a constitution
for the Britislh Empire on paper and lay it
down by rule ; that the relation of the colo-
nies to the empire nust grow ont of cases
just like this one with whiehl we have been
dealling. That was the view of the Minister
of Justice and I agree with him, but if the
view propounded by the 'Minister of Public
Works is a correct one, this, the most im.
portant incident in the iustory of this em-
pire, one of the most important 'incidents in
the hlistory, I miglit say, -of the world, the
colonies stepping to tie front, and offering
assistance and taking part in the wars of
the empire is to have no significance. I en-
tirely and completely agree with le view
presented by the hon. Minister of Justice to
this House. It is a most important turnng
point In the affairs of this empire of ours.
Some years ago I was appealed to by some
gentlemen In Montreal 'to take an :Interest
in organizing a branch of the Imperial Fed-
eration 'league in mny own province. Ai-

though in full synpathy 'always with the
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closer bringing together of the colonies with
the empire, for reasons which I then stated
I declined to take the initiative in promoting
such an organization. One of the reasons
was thet I was at that time too actively
engaged in politics to be tûe mediun of
bringing the best men of both sides together
for united action on a question of that kind,
which ouglit to be the result of combined
action of ina of both political parties. I
gave another reason, and I remember niy
words very well-I had thought themn over
very carefully-and Vt'ait was that it would
be difficult to make great progress with the
question of Imperial Federation lu a time
of peace. But I said ln :my letter to Mr.
McGoun at that tie that the first gun thlit
was fi-red in a great war by Britain would
bring the colonies togeher like the leaves
of a .closed book. TPlie views I then express-
ed have been amply verified by what bas
happened in this present war. There bas
been a great deal of discussion which I
think would bave been infinitely better left
out, with regard to the attitude of races and
so forth towards -te empire dufiug this war.
I lay the blanie for ail this discussion at the
door of the Minister of Public Works, and
to some extent ta the Premier of Canada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I say they are
entirely ta blame for all this unseemly dis-
cussion. I believe that when a great ques-
tion arises affecting the welfare and pres-
tige of this empire of ours, under which we
all enjoy equal and glorious Ilberties, the
great heart of the people of Oanada, irres-
pective of race or descent, whether of Nor-
man, Saxon, Celtic, or, like my hon. friend
the leader of the opposition, of Scandina-
vian origin, is of one mind. I belleve that
Is the case, and notwithstandlng appearan-
ces of differences which bave been given to
the discussion, it wlil be found In the end
that we are Imost entierly of one heart
and mind on this question. Speaking of the
French Canadian people, who form so very
large a part of the population, I know a
ittle of them In my own native province,
and I have no hesitation in saydng tbat a
more loyal, devoted and true hearted people
to he empire under whieh we live than the

Hoa. Mr. FERGUSON.

French Canaddans of Prince Edward Island
we do not possess.

lion. Mr. MILLER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-And when the call
was made by tUe British government for as-
sistance in South Africa, our Acadian
friends contributed their quota. There was
no question about 1t, and they sent their
full proportion of the men from our pro-
vince, and I rejoice to know that it Is not
only in my own province that such a state
of feeling exists. I recognize it In the fact
that the dear son of tfhe head of this House
has gone forward ta fight In battle. That
is the best recognition of lit. We have also
an additional evidence of the loyalty and of
the enthusiasm of the Frendh race in Can-
ada to the British Crown in addition to ail
that we have had, and history had given It
ta us in the past, In the valuable services
rendered to the British govern-ment in the
Soudan, and we have evidence of It again
in the departure for South Africa of the son
of a distinguished citizen of Montreal. And
to the bottom of my heart I deprecate the
discussion of this question from the stand-
point of race or creed. There are a few
general provisions In the address, but on
an occasion of this kind, when the mInd of
almost everybody is fIxed upon some one
great central question, which dominates our
feelings we are apt almoot for the time to
lose sight of subjects which ordlnarily are
regarded as of considerable importance. We
notice that there is a paragraph in this
speech wihich cails attention to negotiations
which are going on with our sister colonies
in the West Indies for the enlargement of
trade In that direction, and it Is also added
that some hopes are entertalned of the
same advantages in the way of enlargement
of the trade being obtained with some of the
countrIes of South America. R certainly
ls a little remarkable in connection with
this subject, the mention of negotiations for
reciprocal trade or enlarged trade with the
West Indies and with South Amerlca, that
not a word is said about enlarged trade with
' the continent to which we belong ' about
which we used to hear so much, not a word
about reciprocity, not a word about negotia-
tions with the United States about bringing
about more full trade relations, which gen-
tlemen opposite regarded as the apple of-
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their eye in days not long gone by. There miss a reference to. Thereis no statement
are some other sections of the Speech which about that famous Yukon Railway.
refer to legislation of last year, and labour Hon. Mr. ALMON-Hear, bear.
troubles and railway commissions which we
will discuss when the papers come down. Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That great tralm-
There is no urgency on these subjects. We way from Telegraph Creek to Telin Lake,
may also deal with the banking law and that great niasure in which the destinies of
rate of interest in the same way. We arc, the country hung in suspense two years ago,
Promised a, measure for taking the census, sueh an Important measore that the goverf-
and almost in the same sentence a measure ment ùastened to bring it down-ln fact It
is promised for the better arrangement of vas brought down-in the other House be-
the electoral districts. As the leader of the fore we had cornpleted the debate on the ad-
OpPosition remarked, it is certainly a most drs In this Chamber, and it was regarded
almusing thing to find a government propos- as of great dmportance to be carried Into law
ilg these nieasures to the same parliament and it vasa measure in referénce to which
at the same time. They are proposing to the vias of wrath hadbeen poured on th
pass a law for taking a census next year House for fot having faithfully carried out
which involves a readjustment of represen- the wlll of the government In regard to It.
tation in aIl the provinces probably. We I is strange that the government have not
will certainly have, under the constitution, seen nt 'to reintroduce it 1- some shape since
to take up the question a little more than a that tima. We must regard it as an old ac-
Year from the present time. and yet they quaintance that wiii return nêt more. Then
propose to go on and deal with it now there Is no alluon in the epeech from the
Perfect ignorance of wihat the census may Throne to a measure that was regarded as
reveal, or without knowledge of the circum- of very great importance, but whlch oniy
stances under which that redistribution will the position o! the famous sword over
have to be made. It is a ridiculous propo- the head o! Damocles but which dId not
sition to propose a general measure-for I core down-I refer to the measure of Senate
presume that is what is meant-for the re-un-
arrangement of the constituencies when we
are just proceeding to the act of taking a other measures that are referred to lu a gen-
censîus which calls for a redistribution !M- eral way. hen there Is another very Im-
mnediaitely afterwards. We are also pro-

about recently which seeme somewhat re-lfised a measure on the criminal code. I
hope that my hon. friend the Minister of ment o! 1 a ver Importnt im r o!
Justice, who bestowed a great deal of labour t ent aisraIon I eer o
on tihis question during the last session of Postmaster Generai. We have ail heard
Parliament, and who recelved all the assist-
ance that this House was able to give him servationof the independence of pariament,
in order to make good and satisfactory a bill by which It was proposed to provide
amendments to the criminal code, will be a
little more successfull this year, elther that that nomember -o! parliament ehouid accept
le wll be a little more active himself and an o oem o unt he h celve
bring the bill down earlier to this House
and have it sent to the other House in good speth ae er me a r t the
timie to secure Its passage, or that he will p men thtca b th e Pot-
have a littie more infiueÎlce wdtih m a col-
leagues in the otshert Ight f, and 1 Wiil read an extract frprae

50 tat e oiherbrach f padiaentIt to ehow the great Importance he attached,
so that we will rench the conclusion of the s
measure and see it passed into ilaw, and that ii te governent oh cana.gRe i-
It will not pass away in the slaughter of the le ofices before their foilowers and induce a
innocents as It did last year at the close of few and perhaps an increasing number-
the session. 'While, however, there are a He was a bit of a prophet at that time.
great many subjects referred to In the Ad- to aspire to those positions they become
dress, there are old acquaintances that we mere parasites on the administration .......
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not only to do that, sir, but moving among
their colleagues they become as It were cor-
rupting agencies amongst their own rank.
And so a small percentage of persons in
that position are likely to impair the Indepen-
dence of the whole body. So it has become more
in my opinion a very crying abuse, and parlia-
ment is cast down frora its high position and
not only is the will of the people interfered with
but all through the country the electorate, no-
ticing these things, are coming to the conclu-
sion that the highest aim a man can have in
seeking public life is that he may, through
parliament, find his way into a comfortable
position for life.

This was the view of the Postmaster Gen-

eral when that bill was introduced, and it is
worthy of remark, too, that a gentleman
then a mniember of parliament, Mr. Lister,
rose in his place very seriously, after Mr.
Mulock had made the speech, and said that
It was a very great and crying evil and that
some measure should be passed to remedy it.
It has happened that this same gentleman
has fallen a victima toi this very evil that he
so greatly deplored at that time, and not
only le, but twelve or thirteen of his col-
leagues in this parliament have accepted
offices of emolument from the government of
the day and fron the hands of the Postmas-
ter General, as a member of that govern-
ment, who regarded ithese transactions as
such very great abominations. It is certain-
ly a matter of surprise that the members of
this government, knowing as they do that
thiis evil exists, and, as Mr. Mulock prophe-
sied in 1896, that lit is increasing-it is
rather remarkable that no promise lis made
in the (Speech from the Throne that the gov-
ernment will bring down a bill in reference
to iL. As this is the latterend of the admin-
istration lt would be timely to do so. Day
by day they are losing hope, I believe, of
com'ing back again as a government, and if
they were not able to correct the transgres-
siens of their own friends, they might have

has not been obtained yet, and is not men-
tioned in the Speech. There is no reference
to frie trade in any form or, as they have it
In England. It is true my bon. friend the
seconder of the aidress made sone refer-
ences to free trade, but when I beard my
hon. friend refer to that subject in 'this
House I was reminded of the story of the
Seven Sleepers of Ephesus who had wander-
ed Into an unknown and desolate cave not
far from the city and after partaking of
some curious liquors had fallen asleep In the
cave and had not wakened up till a new king
had arisen in Ephesus. When I heard the
hon. gentleman from Sunbury refer to free
trade I thought lie was one of the Seven
Sleepers. He hiad come up here with the
solemn consciousness that lie was still a
Liberal of the old school, and being a Liberal
of that s•chool, that lie was talking of some-
thdng which was appropriate to the Liberals
of the country. All that is past and gone.
The name of free trade, like that of the old
King of Ephesus, is only appropriate on a
tombstone. But apart from all these sub-
jects in this very long Speech, there is one
thing to which no reference has been
iade and it is very liard to understand why

it has been omitted. I refer to the Alaskan
Boundary. A very great friend of mine, the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, has been
engaged nearly all the period since parlia-
ment rose in aiding by-elections, in which lie
was not eminently successful, in Prince Ed-
ward Island and in the other provinces as
well ; besides what little time he could spare
from the management and conduct of pro-
vincial elections he bas been giving very
faithful attention to this question of the
Alaskan Boundary. It is certainly a remark-
able thing that no reference has been made
to the result of ail these great efforts on the

the satisfaction of curing in advance part of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries.
acts of this kind on the part of their suc- I have gone over some subjects in the speech
cessors. Then there is no mention in the and some not in it, but which certainly the
Speech from the Throne of commercial House will be entitled to some explanation
union. Who would have thought in the on, if not now, làter on, as to why they are
years 1887 and 1888, tha>t It would ever hap- nlot mentioned.
pen that a Iiberal government would be in Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I notice in the Speech
power and bring down a 'Speech from the fron the Throne a paragraph with reference
Throne and not propose a policy of commer- to immigration into the North-west Terri-
cial iunion with the United States? Then tories, a question that concerns the people of
there is nothing about reciproclty. Those of that part of the country to some considerable
us who were in the contest of 1891 recollect extent, and I may say that I am not prepared
.how strongly they regarded that subject. It to find fault with the policy of the govern-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.
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ment in bringing emigrants into the country.
The North-wes t is dependent on immigration
to fil it up and to make settlement and brIng
Prosperity, and we are prepared te accept al-
Most any class of immigrants that the gov-
ernment in their wisdom may think it advis-
able to send us. There has been consider-
able fault found by some portions of the
community with the class of immigrants
brought in. This has not oi'ginated recent-
ly, because years ago, when the conservative
Party was in power, resolutions were passed
at Fort Qu'Appelle complaining of the class
of immigrants being brought Into the coun-
try, people who had not ·their pockets full of
money and a bank account besides. They
were classed 'as paupers who should not be
broughit into the eountry. N[y impression is
that a good class of labouring population Is
One of the best that could be brought in, es-
Pecially in the west where we till the soil
and -engage mainly 'ln agriculture. But the
government have brought in a considerable
number of immigrants the last two years
many of whom are said to be men without
means. I do not find fault with that class of
People. Of course any government could
bring In population If they helped them
When they come into the country ; but I am
Uinder -the impression that the Doukhobors
represent a good, industrious class of people
and perhaps being vegetarians they will be
afble to live at les expense and get on better
than those who require a more expensive bill
Of fare. The point I want to raise is this.
that we in the Territories have no means of
raising a revenue to carry on the government
of our country. We are dependent entirely
on the grants we receive from time to time
from the federal government, and I may say
from the very earliest history of the coun-
try-I speak of the time I was a member of
'the North-west Counci-the Dominion gov-
ernment has given us large sums of money,
quite sufficient to meet the requirements of
the people to educate their chiidren and
bulid roads and bridges for the convenience
of the settlers. We required te have roads
and bridges built to enable the farmers to
haU their produce to the market. We must
have good roads and bridges, because where
produce is hauled a considerable distance,
large loads cannot be taken if the roads are
flot good. From the early hIstory of the
country the government at Ottawa has been

called on to contribute considerable sums of
money to enable us to keep up an efficient
school system, and I 'say wiith some consider-
able pride that, thanks to the federal govern-
ment, both parties up to the present time
have made liberal grants so that we have
been able to maintain in the North-west Ter-
ritories a class of sehools which will compare
favourably with those in any part of Can-
ada. The government has been liberal In
the administration of that particular fund.
Then our roads and bridges 'have been kept
in a very fair state of repair. The Doukho-
bors and Galicians have settled in a far off
corner of the north-eastern part of Assini-
boia. There is a district which requires
more money to keep the roads and bridges in
an efficient condition than the very southern
portion, which is a prairie section. In this
northern part of the country there Is more
water and creeks are more numerous, and it
is more difficult te 'make roads there than
further south where there are fewer natural
obstructions in the way of bluffs, eloughs,
&c. Our Prime Minister, Mr. Haultain,
came down here last year, and Mr. Ross
also, one a conservative and the other a re-
former, and you would think they would be
able to reach both parties. They came and
could get no increased grant. Premier Haul-
tain said in two speeches which were report-
ed in propounding his new policy that they
had reached the end of their tether, the
jumping-off point-that they could get no
more money from the government at Ottawa
and had to resort to direct taxation or do
with less funds for sehools and roads and
-bridges. Under our system of government
we have received from time to time increas-
ed power, so that to-day we have all the
powers of a province proper with the ex-
ception of being able to issue debentures,
charter railways or raise money. We have
power to establish municipal organizations
and other requirements in that country, but
we have not the power to get money. We
have not the lands, the timber, or the min-
eral resources-in fact, we have no resources
from which we can get a dollar of moneY
except that raised from licenses for hotels

and billiard tables and other petty sources of
revenue. The balance of the funds te meet
our requirements bas to come from the Fed-
erai government, who control all the resour-
ces of that western country. What I am
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stating now Is wlth a view to giving this ern Canada as well as import goods,
government some information as to the re- and consequently have to pay a larger
qulirements of the west. Premier Haultain share of the customs duties than any other
delivered a speech at Yorkton In the early portion of Canada in proportion to our popu-
part of the present session, in which lie said lation, and It wou]d bea very wise policy on
we are going to hold an election after the the part of the Federal government to see
present session and will provide a policy to that the North-west government are prevent-
go to the country on, and that policy is the ed from going to the country on a question
organization of provincial government. le such as tley have suggested, becaue It will
said that course was forced upon hlm by the redound to the discredit of theOttawa gev-
fact that the government at Ottawa had re- erment and they will fot get a man ln that
fused to give him any more money-that lie Part of the country te support them. Thefe
had to get te the end of his tether, the jump- remarks are full of meaning if the hon. gen-
Ing-off point, and must either have more tiemen will only be gulded by them. Lt
money from Ottawa, or increased powers by shouId be the first consideration of the gev-
which we can tax people or curtail our ernment, even from a party standpoint, te
grants to the schools and stop building roads listen to what 1 have sald. We do not want
and bridges. This i.s the statement of the anythIng that 19 njust or unfair. We want
Prime Minister in a set speech at Yorkton, a fair proportion of the revenue of the coun-
and In another speech at Oxbow. That is a try, te whidh wc are entitled, top maintain
doplorable state of affaira. In a short time 1pUlic roads and bridges and sehools that
we wila have a generai electin. and it mgt o e rapidly increasing
be'my best policy, as a Conservative. net te population. We dIo not want te lie in a posi-
mention thes-c things because it would help tion te niortgage our country and put our-
ns to defeat the government. It wtuld be a selves in det as soe of he other provinces
mott dephorabie thing for this govergment to are.
have It said truglieut the Ndrth-west that goon. Mr. te nioved nle adjourin-
they lad ail the resourees of the country, ment of the debate.
tennt they will netngdvh us money teetarry on
our local affirs ;pthat they seatre Immigrants The motion was agreed te.
lIn places wh-ere we have te build rondS and The 'Senate adjourned.
bridges and mautall omehools for them, and
yet refuse tem wrvide the emoney. i aw ag
patriot ferst, a party matc second. Myoadvice
te the egvernmennt Is te save us from that
position, befause the majority of rus do net SENATE.
want te ane bIged te take on the fuil re- Ottaa, Wednesday Fd. 7, 1900.
sponibilty of eelf-government Ind be hiable
to direct taxation, as propounded by Mr. The Speaker took the Chair at 3 o'clock.
Haultain. The farmers do not wlsh It, a pdopuatin.
what I think they will do-becatuse have ti tgr-
always given this goverment credit that If NEW SENATOtr.
a matter la properly represented te them 101.JSP HIYo teCiy f
tmey wll do wbat Is fart-is t coerne tn the
hscue ad give the North-west government Quebec, representIng the Division f Laur-
a ufficient sum of money for thelir local pur- entides, vice Hon. E. J. Price, deeased was
poseS, especially as It wgii benefit the new introduced and toek his seat.
setters that are geing in there. You are
brInging In a c hass of immigrants w o are SENATE ndEFORM.
reperted to have little money but are said te INQUIRY.

be industrius and that c y an acquisi-
tion te the country. It Is the mati who cai on.atrdy Mr. d P inEsthet listtae Ctoing
laboeur and toil who wll develop the re- Paf atur ay, o isant ia t
sources of thhecountry. These men no-
sume the goods manufactured lu the lie (the Hon. Mr. Tarte bas just toid the peo

te of Toronto that the reason wy Mr. Chap-
S d w ha omet eau bas been chosen (to the lerkhip o th
r on. Mr. PERLEY.

-

-

-
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Senate) is because the government han made UP
its mind to reform the Senate.

I desire to ask the leader of the govern-
ment in this House if the Minister of Pub-
lic Works has made this official declara-
tion ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I had not noticed the
inquiry of the hon. senator on the motion
paper. I do not know what the hon. Min-
Ister of Public Works said at Toronto, but
I desire the lion. gentleman to bear in mind
that he lias stated as a fact here what an
hon. member of the government is reported
to have said elsewhere, which I am inclined
to dispute, and therefore I think, Mr.
Speaker, that this is not a proper question
to place on the order paper, and not one on
Which the hon. gentleman can call for an
answer.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-The hon. gentleman
will take notice that I have declared no
Positive fact whatever ; I am simply citing
what the Ottawa Citizen said in its editorial,
and I ask whether that is a fact or not.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-The hon. gentleman
is free not to answer if he wishes, or if lie
thinks the answer might commit himself or
Soine member of the government. The
question is fairly put. I state no fact, but
Simply quote from a newspaper, and ask if
such statement, made publicly in a speech
at Toronto, is true.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know that any
such stlatement was made in Toronto. I
was not present at the meeting. But I say
that an appointment has been made in this
House that the public opinion of the country
will approve of. That is my opinion, and
as a mnember of this administration 1 arn
prepared to assume the full responsibility
for that appointment, believing the gentle-
man who lias been appointed to the position
of chief clerk of this Senate Is thoroughly
competent to discharge the duties of the
office, and will discharge them in a manner
which will be satisfactory to the House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY--That is not the
question.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I call the bon. gen-
tleman's attention to the fact that the
answer lie lias just given is beside the ques-
tion altogether. I de not question the

propriety of the appointment, or whether
the reasons for appointing Mr. Chapleau to
this House were good or bad. I believe he
is competent to fill the position as well,
possibly, as Mr. Langevin. But that is not
the question. I simply asked whether it is
true that the Hon. Mr. Tarte, who Igas used
his own paper for months and months to
deliberately insult this House, has gone to
the province of Ontario, and made a state-
ment that is not worthy of a member of
this government or of any other govern-
ment. I would add more, if it was parlia-
mentary for me to use the expression that
i have on the tip of my tongue, but I will
ask the lion. leader of the government, if
lie takes the trouble to rise again, to con-
sider the question and not depart from the
meaning of the inquiry and from the mean-
ing which I had in my mind when I placed
the notice on the order paper, and not to
question the competence or ability of our
clerk. I simply draw the attention of the
government to this-I was going to say
flippant, but I will not use the word because
it is unparliamentary-to this declaration
made by a colleague of the hon. leader of
this louse in Toronto.

THE ADI)ESS.

THE DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Orders of the Day having been
called-

Resuming the adjourned debate on the con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor Gene-
ral's Speech on the opening of the Fifth Session
of the Eighth Parliament.

lion. Mr. McCALLUM-In the few re-
marks I shall address to this House, I do
not intend to make what my lion. friend
from Richmond calls a scrap book speech.
I have been a good deal in parliament and
I think I know the promises and the per-
formances of the present government, and
to that subject I propose to address myself.
We are congratulated on the prosperity of
the country. We are all glad to know that
the country is prosperous, but it naturhllY
occurs to me to ask what lias this governl-
ment done to promote that prosperitY ?
Has it done anything ? Hon. gentlemen
used to say, before they a.ttained power,
that they would get reciproeitY with the
United States for the Dominion, and secure
markets for the farmers of Canada where
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they could sell their products advantag- position. Tley are ail as responsibie as the
eously. They even went so far as to pro- Minister of Publie Works for the position
pose commercial union with the United lie has taken. The paragrapli lu the speech
States. We do not hear anything about is very ambiguous. The government do not
commercial union or unrestricted recipro- say if they are going to pay the whole ex-
city now. It is very desirable, in the inter- pense of our own forces, or how mucl of !t.
ests of the people of this country, that our The people of Canada look for information
export trade should increase. Now, what on the subject, and thc goverument mis-
has this government done to help to give represent the feeling of Canadians if they
markets to the farmers of Canada ? Their expect the British government to pay our
promises have been loud ; their perform- men who have vounteered to serve In
ances have been nil, as far as my observa- South Africa. We are told that the send-
tion goes. We had the promise of a fast ing of these troops is not to be considered
Atlantic service, to facilitate the transport as a precedent. The goverment was not
of agricultural products to the European to send more than the first contingent; but
markets. Have they done anything in that they had to change their mind-the people
direction ? I believe we have the model of of the country forced them to send a second,
a bottle-necked ship, and that is about as and the governînent deserve no credit
far as the government have gone. They for what they have doue. If they lad not
told the people of this country, w-hen they sent more troops tley wouid have forfeited
were in opposition, that if they turned out their positions as representatives of the Peo-
the men In power-turned out these rascally pie. They lad to be driven to do what was
Tories-they would obtain for the country rIgît and honest in the interest of the em-
reciprocity with the United States. Do we pire. Whlle gentlemen on the other side
hear anything about It now ? Have they were in opposition they promised us prefer-
carried out any promise that they made to enliai trade within the empire. I believe
the people of tlis country ? Not one. A we could have got it had we looked for it
paragraph in the Speech refers to the war and made a proper effort to secure it. I
In South Africa. My hon. friend the Minis- know that a speech delivered by the premier
ter of Justice, did not tell us yesterday how lu 1896, lu London. Ontario, was i favour
much of the expenditure of the expedition of preferential trade. Ho was then as muel
was going to be paid by the government. in favour of it as even Sir Charles Tupper
I consider that the action of the governnent was. He said what a benefit it would have
has belittled this country in the eyes of the been to the farmers of Canada if they only
world. They have sent men to South ha a preference in the British market, but
Africa-deliveied themn there, leaving the when lie vent to England what did lie Say ?
British government to feed them-sent them Did he say he wanted preferential trade ?
there C. O. D. We ouglt to be ashamed of On the contrary, he said no, that free trade
ourselves to ask the spinners and weavers was a better policy for Engiand and better
of Great Britain to assume an expense for Canada also, and lie came back to Can-
which we should pay ourselves. We have ada wearing the Cobden medal. The people
had the advantage ail our lives of being of Canada have not forgotten that, and
British subjects. Do we appreciate what wili not forget it, but will take the first
we enjoy ? If we sail from sea to sea, from opportunity to express tleir condemnation
clime to clime, we have the protection of of the course that the hon, gentleman pur-
the mother country and the British flag-a sued. This trade question is a very im-
flag whieh, wherever it floats, is the symbol portant one. The goverument tell us tley
of freedom to the slave and honour to the are constructing canais and one would sup-
brave. Yet we are led to believe that the pose from the language in the speech that
government will not pay our men after they they had made ail tbese improvements.
land them in South Africa. They blame a Tley have merely finished up the work that
certain member of the government for this. the former goverument commenced and car-
I contend they are ail equally to blame. If ried on for years. The government daim
the cabinet permit themselves to be bullied that recent immigration into the North-
by one member, they are unfit for their west is desirabie. I take their word for it,

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.
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though I have my doubts as to the charac-
ters of a portion of the immigration that
has gone in there of late years. However,
if the policy that the members of the pres-
ent goveriment advocated when they were
in opposition had been carried out, there
Would be no settlement there at ail. If the
people in the North-west are prosperous no
thanks to the government. I remember
when the Liberal party said that the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway, if built, would not
earn enougl to pay for the grease to lubri-
eate the axles of their trains. One would
think, to hear these hon. gentlemen speak
now, that ail the prosperity of the North-
West was due to their policy, whereas the
fact is prosperity has come in spite of them.
Now, let us look at their blunders. Vessels
engaged in trade in the inland waters of
this country could not get freight enougli to
load from one Canadian port to another, yet
what did this government do ? Thev
allowed United States vessels to participate
il the coasting trade of Canada. They soon
found they had made a blunder and cau-
celled the arrangement. But they are ai-
ways blundering, and I hope they will soon
Come to their end, because the government
made blunders or worse in their manner of
sending troops to South Africa. It may
come all right. As far as the Minister of
Publie Works is concerned, his opposition
was a benefit to the country. Conan Doyle
says we ouglit to erect a monument as high
as Saint Paul's to Kruger because he has
doue more than any one else to unite the
empire. Mr. Tarte has done the same for
Canada--he has united the people of the
Dominion. I believe that our people are
loyal to British institutions.

Hou. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)-Except Mr.
Tarte.

Hon. Mr. McCALLU'M-Yes, I will except
lim, because lie has not acted as he should
have done. He misrepresents the feelings of
the French Canadian people. From ail I have
seen, and from what I know of their his-
tory, the French Canadians are loyal to the
British Crown and to the institutions that

,give freedom to everybody, no matter what
his creed, nationality or colour. I am satis-
fled that the mass of the French Canadians
are loyal to the British Crown. Mr. Tarte's
action has been dictated by political exigen-

cies. He thinks he can hold the French
Canadians together in that way. If he
wishes to raise a race cry, he is welcome,
but I have no feeling but one of kindness in
my heart for the French Canadians. They
are kindly and courteous as a race, and bear
their share of the burdens of the country,
and I believe they are ready to shoulder
their rifles and fight for the honour of the
empire, when necessity calls for it, but not
to show their interest, as my hon. friend the
Prime Minister did, when he told the House
of Commons that if he were on the banks of
the Saskatchewan, he would shoulder bis
musket and shoot down the Queen's friends.
The government are one day advocating
one thing and the next day another. What
had they done for this country in the way
of obtaining reciprocity with the United
States? The first thing they did was to
take the duty off corn, the very thing they
could use more than anything else to obtain
an advantage for this country. The Min-
ister of Justice says it is a grand stroke of
business, that by allowing free corn to come
in, Canadian farmers could buy it at 121
cents a bushel. They took the duty off
binder-twine and they manufactured it in
the penitentiaries. What is manufactured
in penitentiaries they sell to their friends,
who combine and sell to the farmers at a
high price. The Minister of Justice said
the object was to give employment to the
prisoners in the penitentiaries. I believe he
is desirous that they should be employed,
but the government should see that we ob-
tain a fair price for the products.

lion. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear ; we do.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The government
obtain 3ý cents for it, and their friends sell
it to the farmers for 10 and 12 cents. Is
that a fair price? It is a strange thing, In
reference to the sending of this contingent
to South Africa, that the Prime Minister
and his government changed their mnds
about it. In the first place, they said not a
man, not a dollar. But how they have
changed. The people drove them to do
something, but they have not told us exactlY
what they are going to do yet. We knoW,
however, that the Prime Minister, In an in-
terview with the Toronto Globe, said:

As I understand the Militia Act-and I may
say that I have given it some study of late-
our Canadian volunteers are enrolled to be used
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1

in the defence of this Dominion. They are with a minister of the Crown. That is fot
Canadian troops, to be used to fight for Can-
ada's defence.

of that kind to-day. 1 ar nfot a prophet
That Is a nice thing, If that is ail they are nor the son of a prophet, but 1 can forese

for. We are to have all the benefit of the that the people of this country wiil not en-
protection of the mother eountry, and all we dorse such conduet. We have thirteen Min-
have to do is to defend ourselves. My hon. isters of the Crown. Our Saviour bad
friend the Minister of Justice said yesterday twelve disciples, but one of them turned out
that our Dominion was growing wider, and very bad. It is a strange thing now that
he told us last session that we had more this one minister should buliy the other
country and wanted more ministers of the members of the cabinet and have hie own
Crown to govern the country. That is the way. 1 hope that Mr. Tarte wiIl forgive
excuse for having so many ministers. They me for naming hlm, but what was the duty
say now that the country Is getting so large of the governent when they found that
that they require seventeen ministers, not Mr. Tarte controlled the rinistry? Here
to govern this country, but to play at gov- are the minîsters, my hon. friend the Secre-
ernrnent. The Premier further aysw: tary of State, the Minister of Justice, the

The case o! the South Afrlcan Republie la Postrnaster GeneraI, the Minister of Trade
flot analogous. There is not menace to Canada, and Commence, the inister of Customs and
and aothougfh we may be willing to contribute
1 do flot see how we can do s. Then, agaîn, a number of others sitting at the board with
how couid we do It without parliament granttng Mr. Tarte dictating to the and controling
us the oney? We simply coud do nothing.the n

tems ohe CroswnamedOur cavonrohad

I do not think the government should wait of the administration, or the boss, as they
for legisiation. Men do not watt for legisia- cabl it, of the administration. They sat at
tion when their houses are on fire. TheY the board with hlm, and are all equally
put out the mire first and consider the cost guilty with Mr. Tarte. Why did they not
afterwards. The government ltnew weli say to the Premier: 'If you w-ant to sUP-
enough that parliament wtuld indemnwfy port the Minister of Publi Works iln this
them. If the goverument run short of matter, you can w your own show'? 
money at any tire, tMey Issue a warrant speak as an Individual, and I say that 
a.nd raise the money, and pariament always believe Canada bas not yet done her duty.
sanctions their action. They right feel sure Se will no t do her duty until ohe pays these
that the country woid ýidernnfy them two contingents. That Is not ail. e sbould
against anay expenditure in reason to assist drill men in this country and be prepared
the niother country in South Africa. The for war. There are -a number of young and
Premier the said ab]e men, and many of them well driled,

In this present instance our limitations are 'who are ready and anxlous to go to South
clearly deIlned, and so it Is that we 'ave Dot Africa. I receive letters from day to day
ciffered a Canadian contingent to the home
authorities. from mn who desire to go and fight the

This was the premier's opinion at tbe out- batties of the empire. But the government

us the money ?n Wee simply coul doe nothing.

set. But the government to-day are divided t
tfey are not a unit on tbis question. Per- our duty. Out o this trouble, when the
haps I have no rîght to refer to the conduct war is over, wiil corne preferential trade
of a member < theother House, but ar a witbin tbe empire. It is bound to cone. It

British Canadon, fnd I think tîîat 1 have a c annot bo kept back now. It le an Important
rigp t to speak of what took place i my point, as I look at It, in the history of this
country and condemn what I do not beleve country, and we shoud do what is rght
In, and to applaud what I trink is riglt. and proper In upportlng the mother coun-
We know that a member of the Commos trty ia South Africa. We have lots of ma-
resigned he position on account of the teria and It would not cost us very much.
action of the govenment in sending troope Even now suberiptions are being rased
to Sout Africa and paying tem, but be me- througbout the country for the benefit of our
turne to paliament, and althougbi lie re- soldiers. Peop e put their bandse n their
slgnod Intending to oppose the govermuent, posekts quite freely, and the govenrnent
he proceede to, the 'Chambor oinking artns ebo dnld ioe down quite handomly in this

Hon. Mi. McCALLUM.
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matter. Even supposing we had to borrow
a little money to support our soldiers in
South Africa, what of it? We think nothing
of spending millions here and there to carry
out the idea of the Minister of Public Works
in some frog-pond, but supposing we borrow
a certain amount of money now and bave
the payments extended over a length of
time, we will not feel it. Let us do our duty
by the mother country. She has done more
than her duty for us al, and is doing her
duty to-day. I know that during the Fenian
raid some of the British army were out here.
Did the Imperial government ask us to pay
their expenses? No. I was at Fort Erie at
the time, and I know the morning that the
battery arrived we were all very glad. I
tell the government that If they fall short of
deing their duty on this question-which is
the question of all questions just now-the
people of this country wil never forgive
them. Of course, in the matter of the tariff
they stole our clothes. But I forgive them
many of these blupders-and they are many
-If they will only act properly and rightly
In the interests of the soldiers sent out to
South Africa, and prepare to send others in
case they are required. We are not obliged
to send them, and if they are gotten ready,
the money ls not lost.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There ls generally no
diffleulty at al lu knowing where the hon.
gentleman from Monck stands. He speaks
distinctly and expresses his vlews clearly.
He has been, perhaps, rather more vigorous
than usual to-day. But I was very much
pleased, indeed, to hear the sentiment with
which he closed his speech. There was a
good deal of the old pre-christian spirit In
the early part of the speech, but he wound
up by promising to forgive the government
their sins If they did their duty to the em-
pire.

'Hoa. Mr. McCALLUM-Many of their sels
--not all of them.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am sorry that my
hon. frIend le not as forgiving as I thought
he was. I shall try, In the course of my
observations, to answer some of the points
made by, the hon. gentleman from Monck,
but I shall not follow him immediately. The
better way ls to take up the speech with
which His Excellency opened parliament,
and consider it clause by clause. It

is hardly necessary to add my con-
gratulations to those of hon. gentle-
men who have preceded me to the
gentlemen who moved and seconded the
address, on the speeches they made. The
hon. gentleman who moved the address in
reply to the speech, made an admirable and
patriotic speech, one which was a fine speci-
men of the oratory for which his country-
men are famous. I regret in a way that
that speech should have been delivered in a
language with which a great many members
of this House are not familiar. I can only
say the hon. gentleman will fill quite worthi-
]y, or more than worthily, the place of the
hon. gentleman who represented the district
of Delanaudière in this House for so many
years, and who was, during ail those years,
a prominent and much respected member of
the ýSenate. The speech of the hon. gentle-
man from Sunbury was characterized by
that sound common sense which we all
know hlm to possess ; and his long experi-
ence in public life wIll be, no doubt, of great
value to the House. The first paragraph of
the speech congratulates parliament on the
continued prosperity of the Dominion, and
on the remarkable increase in the general
volume of trade reflected In the exports and
imports of the country. My hon. friend from
Monck (Mr. iMcCallum) seems to think that
ailmost Improper-that the government were
claiming credit for that prosperity-but the
speech does not say so; It simply congratu-
lates the members of the House, and,
through them, the country, on the fact that
Canada is prosperous. Does the hon. gen-
tleman from Monck deny that the country il
prosperous? The speech does not eay that
the prosperlty le. due to the government.
There is no question about the prosperity.
From Cape Breton to British Coumbla the
country is experiencing an unusual degree
of prosperity, and the statement with re-
spect to the general volume of revenue, and
the imports and exports of the country, JO
more than fully borne out by the figures.
In 1896, the last year before this administra.-
tion came In, the total volume of trade was
a fraction over $239,000,000. Last Yçar,
three years later, that volume of trade had
inlcreased to over $806,000,000, an increase
of some $67,000,000, and the dgees for the
laat half year show that this increase con-
tinues. It ls a gratifylng clrcumistance,
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apart altogether from the fact that it Is a
good thing for the country to be prosperous,
that that prosperity continues, that the rev-
enue has been increasing and trade bas been
increasing during the last three years. Hon.
gentlemen will remember that for a long
time it was apparently supposed that there
was some sort of secret understanding be-
tween Providence and the leaders of the
Conservative party ; that it was only when
the Conservatives were in power that the
sun shone and the rain fell at the proper sea-
sons. It is a comfort to think that now,
while the Conservatives have been out of
power for nearly four years, the Sun shines
and the rain falls as effectively as during
any previous years. It is one of those myths
that it is well to get rid of. The fact is we
see now that the crops have been abundant
for several years ; business of every kind
bas been prosperous ; the manufacturers
have prospered ; the markets for our pro-
ducts are good, and generally there bas been
a greater degree of prosperity during the
Liberal administration than at any time be-
fore in the history of the country. I do not
claim all the credit of that for the Liberal
government, but I say It is satisfactory to
feel that no one party bas a monopoly Of
the blessings of Providence. As to the tariff,

more than one change, in the times, without
a change of tarif. The National Policy so-
called, which was adopted in 1879, bas been
credited with a great deal of the prosperlty
for which it deserved no credit at all. Al
the prosperity would have come, as the hard
times came, and -from reasons of a similar
character, if the tariff had not been changed
at all ; and the only effect of the increase of
the duties, or the principal effect, was to
prevent natural causes from operating as
fully as they might. Under the tariff which
was adopted In 1897, a tariff which Is less
protective than the one which immediately
preceded It, the country bas prospered.
Trade bas developed to a wonderful extent,
as shown by the figures whIch I quoted at
the beginning ; and as I said the figures for
the last half year show that that improve-
ment continues. I do not say that the tariff
of the present day Is perfect. I think It
would bear considerable reduction yet be-
fore it would be quite perfect ; but as far as
the changes have gone, they have been chief-
ly In the right direction. $The hon. leader of
the opposition stated in bis speech the other
day that the tariff of to-day is the tariff of
the Conservative régime. I do not wLsh to
say anything discourteous of him ; but my
impression is that he made that statement

I do not think that the imposition of duties because the country was prosperous. If the
bas as much effect in the way of Improving country had not been prosperous-if times
the condition of the country as some hon. were much worse than they were four years
gentlemen suppose. The Imposition of high ago, the hon. gentleman would have attri-
duties may Interfere with and prevent the buted the bad condition of affairs to the
development of the prosperity of the coun- mutilation of the tarif by the blundering
try, but cannot improve it. It wlll be re- Grits. Of course, my bon. friend from
membered that this country prospered under Monck would have applauded that senti-
the old revenue tarif. That tariff was In ment to the echo.
operation from 1867 to 1879. During one
portion of that period the country was ex- Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The hon. gentle-
ceedingly prosperous. In the year 1873 the man Is guessing now.
country had reached a high state of pros- Hon. Mr. POWER-There has been a good
perity. The trade of the country for that deal of guessing done. The hon. gentleman
year was substantially as large as it was guessed a great deal as to what was done
for any subsequent year until the Liberal in the cabinet, and al the guessing should
governinent came into power in 1896. The not be on the one side. The statements of
tarif£ rémained the same, but the country the hon. leader of the opposition in this
grew more prosperous, and then afterwards House to-day do not agree with the state-
the country grew less prosperous. The fact ments made by his leaders in another place.
is that Providence and the conditions which In the discussion on the tariff in 1897, if any
exist in other countries have a great deal hon. gentleman will look at the speeches de-
more to do wlth prosperity than anything in livered by the hon. gentleman who was for-
the way of the imposition of duties. There merly Minister of Finance and the hon.
was, I say, between 1867 and 1879 a change, leader of the opposition, they will see that

Hon. Mr. POWER.
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mutilation of the tariff, but those results lndidually 8o much as to that side of the
have not cone. Hon. gentlemen will find by House, because my remembrance was that
referring to columns 1214 and 1291 of the the hon. gentleman had fot spoken ln the
Commons Hansard of 1897, the opinions ex- discussion, as 1 believe he had not. Then
pressed by the representatives of the Con- the hon. gentleman told me that the gov&n-
servative party on financial questions. If ment ought to get Up a contingent, I did
prosperity had not come, the hon. leader of fot remember that the hon. leader of the
the Opposition would have blamed the opposition had said anythlng of that kind.
change on the tariff, and as it bas come he I have since read the speech of the hon.
does not give the tariff any credit. It is a leader of the opposition dellvered In this
sort of heads I win, tails you lose, pollcy. House on the resolution moved by the hou.

The second clause of the speech, whlch Minister of Justice and secouded by the hon.
deals with the difficulty ln South Africa, has leader of the opposition. I shah read what
received more attention than any other. I the hon. leader Of the Opposition said on this
think It is very much to lbe regretted that on subject. At Page 1010 of the Senate Debatu
a question of this kind, where the sentiment Of last year I flnd this language
of this country is practically unanimous, so While it is fot our province, i> this Chamqer,
much party feeling should have been intro- to even auggest an appropriation of rnoney, orduce. Ltis fac tha '~ areailthe raislng of money, to asslst in carrying onduced. It is a fact that CanaOans are a war, should a war unfortunately occur, we
practically agreed on the matter. Substan- can at least say that any appropriation that wll
tially, Canadians all approve of the action be asked for by the Commons, no matter who

iniglit be in po.wer at the tirne, wouid readily be
taken by the government. Let us consider voted by the Senate for that purpose.
the facts solely. I do not thInk it is digni-

or right for us here, in our places in the Now, that dld not mean that the government
Senate, to frame pictures of scenes which
might have taken place in the executive
cOUncil of the country, or of things which
might have taken place in the editorial
rooms of newspapers-or things of that kind.
We have to look at the facts-what we know
to be facts ; and we are not justified ln spe-
eulating as to what the opinions of different
people may have been. Let us look at the
facts, hon. gentlemen. In August last a re-
solution was adopted by both Houses of
parliament, adopted without any division
ln this House, and I think without any dtvi-
sion in the other House. I may say that
there were two or three hon. gentlemen In
this House who did not altogether approve
of the iresolutions, but they did not put
themselves on record as voting against them,
and those hon. gentlemen were not members
Of the Liberal party. We then expressed
our sympathy with the mother country lu
her difficulty with the Transvaal Republic,
and intimated our readlness to support her.
I do not understand that at that time any
lion. gentleman claimed that we should do
more, and I ventured to ask the hon. gentle-
man from Marshfield (Hon. Mr. Ferguson)
why he had not suggested getting up a con-
tingent at that time. 1 am sorry that I
should have addressed the hon. gentleman
directly. When I said 'Why d-idn't you do

I would be justified in the recess of parlia-
ment in taking a large sum of money for
the purpose of assisting in this -war. It sim-
ply said that ' if a war should unfortunately
occur,' and the hon. gentleman dld not ex-
pect It any more than most of us expected
that war would occur- and all he said
was that if war should occur any appro-
priation made by the House of Com-
mons would be concurred in here. It
wiMl be seen that the hon. gentleman
from Marshfield, who is generally fairly
accurate, was accurate in this case.
Whilst speaking of the hon. gentleman from
Marshfleld, I may say that he made some
reference to what was in my mind. I know
that the hon. gentleman is a very indus-
trious and accompllshed gentleman-a gen-
tleman who knows a great many thIngs, but
I did not know that in addition to bis other
qualifications, he possessed the faculty of
mind-reading. What was the position? We
took this action in August. It was not gen-
erally expected at that time that there would
be a war. Then the next step was a de-
spatch from the Colonial Secretary dated Oc-
tober 3. At that time war was certain. The
hon. gentleman from -Marshfield stated that.

He stated, what we all know, that England
refrained from eending troops to South
Africa simply because she did not wish to

they prophiesied th, d,
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provoke war. If England did not send opposition dld fot send his despatel to the
troops to South Africa herself, why should premier ftrst.
we have sent them? Why should we have H Mr FERGUSON-He dld.
raised a contingent then, when nobody knew
whether war was to break out or not, and
when the mother country herself had not stand that it Is alleged that the despatches
ventured to send troops to South Africa for were sent simultaneously; one reached the
fear of provoking war. Montreal Star, and the other did fot reacl

the Premier. The leader of the opposition
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-No one expected g

anything of the kind then.afterwards formed the Star.

Hon. Mr. POWER-But the hon. leader of Hon. Mr. PRLMROSE-Where was the
the opposition blamed the government for Premier at the time?
not having acted immediately on receipt of
Mr. Chamberlain's despatch. ion. Mr. SCOTT-In Ottawa, 1 believe.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-No. Lon. Mr. FERGiSON-The leader ef the

Ho.opposition made a publi statement at a
mn.s Mard. OWER- le the hont. gente- public meeting at Yarmouth and the report-

man's pardon. That the fat. Supposing sent it to the Montreail Star.
the government had acted, as the opposition
leader thinks they should have acted, on Hon. Mr. POWER-t was addressed to
October 3 or 4-supposing they had set ma- the Montreal Star by the hon. leader of the
chinery in motion to collect a large body of opposition. 1 know whereof 1 speak.
troops at Ottawa or Quebec, to send to South Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-L do fot understand
Africa, -and suppose war had not broken it that way.
out, what would hon. gentlemen opposite
have said to the government under such cir-
cumstances? They would have denounced which, perhaps, 1 should not have referred,
them for having needlessly squandered the but it ls one of the things whlch Indicate
public money and for having leaped before the spirit ln which the off er was made; but
coming to the stile. Hon. gentlemen in this the same leader of the sane opposition had
House shouId be a little moderate and rea- pledged hie support and the support of the
sonable and look at the facts. It may be Conservative party te the measure which
said, and the hon. gentleman who leads the this governint proposed te introduce for
opposition in this House said so, that Sir the construction of a railway from Teelin
Charles Tupper had guaranteed to the Lake to the Stikeen River, and he was fot
leader of the government the support of the able te implement the promise. When par-
opposition. That is the fact, although there liament met, the hon, gentleman was fot
were some rather peculiar circumstances oniy not able te induce his followers te make
about the offer. It is a rather singular thing good hie pledge, but he d11 not carry It out
that the despatch which the hon. leader of himself, and he opposed the scheme whieh
the opposition sent from Nova Scotia to the he had promised to support One could
premier was published in the Montreal Star'readily understand that the Preier woUad
some days before the premier received I not feel himself jstfied In trusting te the
That ls not the way In which gentlemen pledge o! one who occupled such a position
usuailly deal with each other either in pub- -who dld not appear te comMand the obedi-
lie or private life; and it is quite clear the ence of his foiowe.
dobject of the leader of the opposition was Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.O.)-WiIl the
rather to gain credit for himself and to dam- hou. gentleman allow me te give the reasons
age the government than to assure the gov- for the change ef view?
ernment of his support.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Was not that caused Hon a POWek-N o. Lete hon. gen-
by a fault of the telgraph company?the .

Hon. Mr. POWn-.-I do not know, but gentiemali knows the reasons whlch Infi-
there Is the fact that the hon. leader of the ence the present leader of the oppoàitioli in

HEon. Mr. POWER.
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his actions, he is a wiser man than I take
him to be.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I know
one.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The action of the Pre-
mier in connection with this matter, as set
Out in the correspondence submitted to par-
liament, was just the proper attitude ; as
I shall try to show. What was the attitude
taken by the Premier? The despatch of the
Colonial Secretary was the first step in the
historq of this contingent question. The
nlext is an extract from the report of the
Committee of the Privy Council approved
by His Excellency on October 14, 1899,
Which is to be found in the correspondence
laid before the House. It will be observed
that this report followed almost Immediate-
ly on the declaration of war by the Trans-
vaal. That declaration of war was on Octo-
ber il or 12, and this report was adopted on
the 14th, about the day on which the Boers
crossed the border. The first paragraph of
this report of the Premier's simply refers to
the way in which the Colonial Secretary
thought the troops should be sent, if sent at
aal. The report goes on :

The prime minister, in view of the well known
desire of a great many Canadians who are ready
to take service under such conditions, is of opin-
ion that the moderate ependiture which would
thus be involved for the equipment and trans-
portation of such volunteers may readily be
undertaken by the government of Canada with-
out summoning Parliament, especially as such
an expenditure, under such circumstances, can-
not be regarded as a departure from the well
known principles of constitutional government
and colonial practice, nor construed as a prece-
dent for future action.

It bas been stated that the Premier should
have taken much stronger ground than that,
and should have professed himself willing
to spend a great deal of money and send
existing milltary units out to South Africa.
I think the Premier was very well advised
In the action he took. The next paragraph
is one which refers to the Australian col-
ot3les :

Already, under similar conditions, New Zea-
land bas sent two companies, Queensland la
about to send 250 men, and West Australia and
Tasmania are sending 125 men each.

The prime minister therefore recommends that
out of the stores now available in the Militia
Department, the government undertake to equip
a certain number of volunteers, not to exceed
1,000 men, and to provide for their transporta-
tion from this country to South Africa, and
that the Minister of Militia make ail necessary
arrangements to the above effect.

4

It will be observed that the Prime Minis-
ter speaks of volunteers, and I think that
in that he was very wise. It would never
have done, without the authority of parlia-
ment, to have taken any of the existing
military units and sent them out. What
the government did was to allow any citizen
of Canada who was anxious to serve the
mother country in South Africa to go, and
the government woudld furnish him with
uniform and equipment and transportation
to South Africa.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)--Without
the sanction of parliament?

lon. Mr. POWER-Yet, it was not a very
serious matter. The expense was not very
great. It did not infringe on the militia law.
It might have been an infringement of the
militia law to have sent one of the existing
units, but this plan was not, and It met the
views of the Imperial authorities. It bas
been stated that we did not act as the Aus-
tralasian colonies dild. I have taken the
trouble to go over the despatches which are
contained in this pamphlet, and I find that
in every one of the Australian colonies, In
the whole six, the consent of parliament was
obtained for the action taken.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

lon. Mr. POWER-The legislature of
every colony appears to have been in session
when the difficulty arose, except that of
New South Wales, and the legislature of
New South Wales met later ; and I wish to
direct attention to the fact that the gover-
nor of New South Wales, Earl Beauchamp,
said that what was done was subject to the
approval of the legislature when it met, and
that no final action could be taken until the
meeting of the people's representatves. So
that our brothers In the Australian colonies
felt that they would not be justified In send-
Ing troops to South Africa without the
consent of parliament.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-That Is an Infer-
ence.

lon. Mr. POWER-It is a fact. The
legislature was sitting in every colony el-
cept New South Wales, and the Gover-nor
of New South Wales said that what bis
colony did was to be subject to the approval

of parliament, whilch was afterwards ob-
tained.
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Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I should like to
put a question to the hon. gentleman. Had
the cireumstances in these colonies which
he has cited been the same as they are in
Canada when these circumstances occurred,
does he suppose that the action of the Aus-
tralian colonies would have been different
from wnat It has been because of the mere
fact that the legislature was in session ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-That hon. gentleman
knows as much about that as I do. That
is a conundrum. Perhaps it may be as
well to read the despatches. Here is des-
patch No. 24, Governor Earl Beauchamp to
Mr. Chamberlain :

Referring to your telegram of October 3, gov-
ernment New South Wales approve of Lancers,
Aldershot, volunteering for service in South
Africa, but matter subject to approval of par-
iament, which meets on October 17; deflnite
instructions will watt them on arrivai at the
Cape.

Further on there is another despatch, No.
39, on page 12 : Governor Earl Beauchamp
to Mr. Chamberlain, October 13:

New South Wales offers, subject to approval
of parliament, Army Medical Staff Corps unit,
half bearer company, and one field hospital fifty
beds on war establishment; civilian personnel,
ambulance horses, ambulance wagons, and cart
transport, elghty-seven of ail ranks, forty
horsea, five ambulance wagons, six carts, two
water carts; would start ten days if accepted.

The conclusion which I draw is that If
the legislatures had not been ln session in
those colonies the governments would not
have undertaken to send the troops.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-That is
only surmise.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Under these circums-
tances the premier of this country was
quite right ln not taking any more de-
cided action than he did on October 14,
and In waiting until he saw that the sen-
timent of the country was such that it would
approve of the action which the government
might take. That was common sense and
common prudence.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
from Rideau division seems not to concur
altogether. Compare the action of the
premier of the day with the action of the
premier ln 1885, as set out in the EnglIsh
blie book, cited by the hon. Minister of
Justice yesterday. That was when Eng-

Hon. Mr. POWER.

land was rather ln a tight place too,when, ln
the language of Rudyard Kipling, "Fussy-
wuzzy broke a bloomin' British square,"
and England seemingly needed troops more
than she did in South Africa on October 14
last. It appears at least to me to be so,
and you will find that the British govern-
ment refused the offers of batteries and
troops from more than one colony about
the last mentioned date. The right hon.
gentleman, who was looked upon as a
model of loyalty, and who is now looked up
to as a sort of saint by the Conser-vative
party, Sir John A. Macdonald, did not send
any troops, and yet the hon. gentleman
from Monck denounces the present govern-
ment for their meanness in connection with
these contingents, the meanness of this
county in not paying the whole expense of
the troops while in South Africa. It will be
remembered that at that time, in addition
to giving permission to the Imperial govern-
ment to enlist troops for their own regi-
ments in Canada, they were allowed to take
some voyageurs to the Nile, but those voya-
geurs did not go at the expense of Canada.
They were paid by the Imperial government.
I think when the hon. gentleman denounce
the present government they should re-
member the kind of things that have hap-
pened ln the past. The conduct of the
present government compares most favour-
ably with the conduct of the government
ln 1885, when the Conservative party ruled
this country, led by the man whom they are
all proud to claim as their leader. It is
greatly to be regretted that this question
bas been made a party question. When the
government of Canada determined to act,
they acted promptly. They determIned to
act on October 14, and on October 30,
a thousand and fifteen men sailed from
Quebec. Although Canada dld not make
her off er as early as the other colonies did,
the Canadian troops salled from Quebec on
the same day on which the troops sailed
from Australia. Some of the troops sailed
from Australia on the 30th, and the Queens-
land troops did not leave until November 2.
Some of the troops left Sydney, I think on
October 28, but they had to go round to
Western Australia, so that they did not
leave Australia till November 30. Our
troops were ln' South Africa immediately
after the Australian troops, and our govern-
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ment did the work in a little more than
a fortnight. As a Canadlan, I feel proud
of the way in which the Department of
Militia did its work. I have not heard a
single complimentary word with reference
to the Minister of Militia for the manner
In which he despatched the contingent. Con-
sidering that we are not a people who have
engaged in wars, and have never had to
send troops abroad, I think that it ls a
remarkable thing.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Highly
recommendable.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is a remarkable
thing that the troops should have been sent
away in such a short time.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-We agree with the
hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. POWER-And there has not
been a single word of generous praise to the
Minister of Militia for the work that he
did, or to the department. I do not think
it is a credit to us that that should be so.
If hon. gentlemen will look at the corres-
pondence they will see what was thought
In England of the action of our government.
Here is a despatch from Mr. Chamber-
lain to the Governor General, dated Octo-
ber 30. Lord Minto had announced to him
that the contingent would sail that day. The
despatch reads :

Referring to your telegram of October 29, Her
Majesty's government offer hearty congratula-
tions to Canadian government and military au-
thorities on rapid organization and embarkaton
of contingent. Enthusiasm displayed by people
of Dominion source of much gratification here.

We have not heard from a single member
of the opposition anything so strong as
that. When they are so ready to condemn,
they should give a little praise where it Is
deserved.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-There is
time enough yet for that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I was going te say
something with respect to the hon. leader of
the opposition, but In his absence perhaps
I had better not. It was simply that the
hon. leader of the opposition has been a
member of an administration himself ; he
was Minister of Militia for some time, and
there was no one In this House who was In
a better position te know how creditable an

achievement It was, the getting away of
that contingent in such a short time, and
I was surprised that nothing fell from him
to indicate that he realized that. Hon.
gentleman have talked about what the
people think, but the Impression which I
get is that the people of this country as a
rule, are satisfied that those Canadian con-
tingents were got off in a very satisfactory
way and that the government did their duty
in getting them off. Of course we are all
satisfied that In the places where they are
and where they are going they will do
credit to the country that sent them. Then
thère is another circumstance. I feel, and
I think the course that has been adopted
since the begInning of September, has shown
that the leader of the opposition In the
House of Commons had one object In view
and he kept that steadily in view. He
thought that out of this trouble In South
Africa might come an opportunity to oust
the present goverument from their position.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The hon. gentleman
is a mind-reader.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, but I take the
circumstances.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-That la
not worthy of the hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In my opinion, South
Af rica and the empire were no more te
the hon. leader than Hecuba was to the
player In Hamlet. I do not profess te be
In the secrets of the opposition, but the hon.
gentleman who leads the opposition, In the
other House Is supposed to be the leader of
that party. He may or may not be, but It
is supposed that he is. That is the general
impression. It is a somewhat singular cir-
cumstance that just at the time when that
hon. gentleman began te make trouble
over the contingent, the press whIch sup-
ports that hon. gèntleman, from the Mail
and Empire of Toronto down te the MaGl
and Herald of Halifax, began te discover
that the French population of this country
were a bad lot.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-No, no.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No.

Hon. Mr. AIMON-The Herald and Mail

never did a-nything of the kind. It ls now
the word of the junior member from Hall-
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fax agaInst the word of the senior. I am Hon. Mr. POWER-Well, substantially
willing to be tried with him on that issue. ithat. There was an indication that the

Hon. Mr. POWER-I read it in the Hali- French people were not as loyal as they
ought to be.

fax rvenintg il.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Read it now.

Hon. CMr. POWER-I do not carry con-
servative papers with me. I have some-
thing else to do besides carrying conserva-
tive papers. Hon. gentlemen know thait
'what I am stating is correct. Hon. gentle-
men ifroi Ontario know that the Mail and
Empire started In on an anti-French crus-
ade.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I do not think the hon.
gentleman is stating the facts correctly. 'I
do not approve at ail, never did and never
shall, of efforts to create race hatred in our
country. But while I am bound to say that
there may have been articles in the Mail
and Empire of which I would not approve,
the articles were directed against publica-
tions in French papers, such as La Patrie
and others, commenting upon their utter-
ances, and I think several articles will be
found lu the Mail and Empire in which they
express itheir regret that there should be
any such feeling.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I read
the Halifax Herald, and I may say that it
pursued a similar course to that of the,
Toronto Mail and Empire. Never in the
course of my reading of that paper for years
has it sanctioned or endorsed race preju-
dice in this country.

Hon. Mr. POWER-ach bon. gentle-
man must judge for himself. I am in Ithe
judgment of the House and the public out-
side. Perhaps It is not to my credit, but I
May say that I read the evening edition of
the Halifax Herald when il am at home,
and I saw certainly not less ithan two or.
three articles at a certain juncture which
pointed in that direction which clearly in-
dicated that that -was the policy which they
were about to adopt. There was a sudden
change of face. It was found that that
policy was not going to work and it was
abandoned.

Hon. Mr. F'ERGUSON-The hon. gen-
tleman said that these papers had concurred
in saying that the French in Canada were
a bad lot.

Hon. Mr. POWER.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have no doubt
that they said Mr. Tarte was not loyal.

Hon. Mr. POWER-With reference to the
Minister of Public Works, it has been
stated by hon. gentlemen here ithat he had
given utterance to disloyal sentiments. No
hon. gentleman bas produced any such ut-
terance, and no hon. gentleman can produce
it. The hon. Minister of Public Works
declared that he was opposed to sending a
contingent -without the authority of parlia-
ment. That is a very different thing.
There are a great many loyal men in Eng-
land who disapprove of the war altogether.
I am satisfied that the gentlemen who pre-
tend to almost a monopoly of the pario-
tisn, although their preteusions are not as
strong that way as they were some years
ago, were prepared if they thought Ibe
action would have the effect of bringlng
them back to power, to light the tires of
race hatred lu this country, -o set three
millions of English speaking people against
two millions of French speaking people.
and it was only when they found that the
majority of the people would not endorse
them that they stopped.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-No, no.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I may inform the
House that the other day In a public train
there was an attack made on the French
people in their presence, which the French
people should resist if they were in a posi-
tion to do so. People have no business to
mix language and religion In politics.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have the floor.

Several hon. MEMBERS-Order, order.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-No man, I do not
care who he is, should utter such senti-
ments. We are looking for immigrants all
over the world.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Order, order, order.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I call the hon. gen-
tleman hlimself to order. These people are
not going to take charge of this country.
Loyalty comes by conviction not by coer-
cion, and we are going to bave loyalty In
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this country, and il want hon. gentlemen
te understand that.

Some hon. GENTLEIEN-Order, order.

Hon. Mr. POWER-With respect to the
loyalty Of the French Canadians, it is not
flecessary to say much. A few weeks ago it
miglit have been necessary, but it is not ne-
cessary now. The hon. gentleman who mov-
ed the address in reply to His Excelleney's
speech referred te that matter in a most
effective way. He told us what was per-
fectly true, that if the French Canadians
had not been loyal to Great Britain ait the
time of the Revolutionary War of 1775, and
the following years, Canada would have
been ]ost to British Empire. He spoke

Of the action of the French contingent at
Chateauguay, probably ithe most remark-
able victory which was gained in Canada
during the war of 1812 and the hon. gentle-
man referred to the fiact that the son of oUr
Speaker was proving bis loyalty in South
Africa ; and I may add that the son of the
hon. gentleman from UÉhe Gulf division Is
also serving his country In South Africa.
Another circumstance to which attention
bas not been directed is that during the
North-west Rebellion of 1885. two Frencli
batmalions went out, 'the 65th and 9th, I
think, and served their country as well as
any other 'battalion, although the people of
their own blood and language. After that,
any man who undertakes to question the
loyalty of a French Canadian does so
Wiithout any justification. I think It was
Lord Dufferin who said that the last shot
that should be fired-

Some hon. MEMBERS-No, Taché.

Hon. Mr. POWER-1 thought it was Lord
Dufferin. dt is a fact, however, that there
are no people more true to the Briltsh Crown
than French Canadians.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Tell us about the
musket and Saskatcbewan Valley.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is just one
other point to which I desire to direct at-
tention -before 'I leave this question. I know
I am devoting an unconscionable time to
this matter, but this is a subject te whicb
almost the whole attention of this House,
and of t'he other House also, bas been di-
rected and It is an important subject. I
would call the attention of hon. gentlemen

to a despaitch which appears in this pam-
phlet. I am surprised, however, that I have
not heard any Conservative gentlemen call
attention te it, though I understand them
te say they are ,willing te give the govern-
ment credit for anything they have done.
No. 83, from Lord Minto to Mr. Chamber-
lain, is as follows:

Deep emotion has been caused In Canada by
reports of reverses in South Africa, but a strong
hope is felt everywhere that no cause exists for
alarm. My Ministers are, bowever, prepared to
act on your previous despatch, and send another
contingent at once, if Her Majesty's government
deem it advisable.

It ls a singular thing that no reference
bas been made to the fact that vlien it
appeared that the trouble was serlous thé
government here offered te send a second
contigent. There was no pressure brought
to bear on them to do It; they did It vO-
luntarily. if one can rely on reports whicb
appear in the newspapers, the Minister of
Public Works stated in Toronto that he
was in faveur of sending the second con-
tingent. I think it is very much to the
credit odf Canada that, when it looked M
if it was net going to be a picnic in South
Africa, a great many more men offered
their services te go on the second contin-
gent than offered to go on the first. They
are not 'holiday soldiers. I am not going
to ask hon. gentlemen te compare what
has happened now with what happened
in 1885, during the Egyptian campaign,
but il say that the record of the government
in this matter-the things that they have
done are creditable to Canada, and that they
are se regarded in Canada, and la England,
and all over the British empire, and it 1s
only in this country that we hear the mi-
serable fault finding and attempts to pick
flaws in their conduct which we have heard.
iaving said se much on this warlike sub-

ject I pass on. There is a well-deserved
compliment in the Speech to the high com-
missioner for ?iis generous act. In offering
te furnish a contingent at bis own expense,
Lord Strathcona bas done more than any
private individual in the whole empire, and
though we cannot claim Lord Strathcona as
a native Canadian, he has lived here all

his life and represents Canada at home,
and there is no doubt that bis conduct re-

flects credit on himself and on the Dom-
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Inion which he represents. His Excellency
says:

I have been instructed to convey to you Her
Majesty's high appreciation of the loyalty and
patriotism thus displayed.

It appears that everywhere, except on
the opposition side of parliament the ac-
tion of the government of the country Is
appreciated. The fifth paragraph says:

A Bill will be submitted for your approval
making provision for the cost of equipping and
paying the Canadian contingents.

There has been a good deal said about
this matter and the hon. gentleman from
Monck made some reference to it. LHe
spoke of the niggardliness of the goverfl-
ment in allowing this contingent to be paid
for, while on active service In South Africa,
by the mother country ; but the hon. gen-
tleman apparently had not read this cor-
respondence, or If he had read it he would
have found that when one of the colonies,
New Zealand, expressed a desire to pay
for her troops while on service, the Im-
perlal government declined the offer, sta-
ting that all the colonies should. be put on
the same footing, and that the Imperial
government would pay the troops while on
service. The hon. gentleman said that we
expected the spinners and weavers.of Eng-
]and to pay our men whule they are ln
South Africa. The hon. gentleman cannot
be familiar with the system of taxation
which exists lu England, or he would
know that practically the spinners and
weavers do not pay any taxes at ail, and
that England, the wealthiest country In
the world, does not mind paying the money
but that she Is anxious to have the men.
Hon. gentlemen should bear this ln mind.
I have no official Information, but I under-
stand that the hon. gentleman who second-
ed the Address In the House of Commons
stated that it was the Intenton of the gov-
ernment, while allowlng the Imperial gov-
ernment to have their way ,in the matter,
to contribute enough to bring the pay of
the men on service In South Africa up to
the regular pay of the members of the
permanent force ln Canada, 50 cents a day
-that that money was to 'be pald to their
familles If here, or if they had no familles,
to be paid to the -men on their return. I
think that Is a reasonable and satisfactory
p7oposition. Although Canada is pros-

Hon. Mr. POWER.

perous to-day, we may not always be as rien
as we are now, and we are maklng a pre-
cedent. The probabilities are that here-
after, whenever England becomes involved
in any serious war, Canada will be ex-
pected to contribute, and wIll contribute
soldiers to help the mother country,
and we shoud not be carried away by
anything in the nature of hysterical en-
thusiasm. England has the money and
wants the men, and we have not the money
in very great abundance. I think that the
arrangement proposed by the government
is a very equitable and satisfactory one.
The sixth paragraph of he speech is one
to which a good deal of attention was de-
voted by the hon, leader of the opposition :

The measures which have been taken from
time to time to facilitate the safe transportation
of food stuffs to European markets have resulted
in a large increase ln the exportation of seve-
ral important articles of produce.

It will be observed that the Speech does
not say that these measures were taken ex-
clusively by the present government-in
fact it does not say by whom they were
taken. It says the measures whIch have
been taken from time to time. The
hon. leader of the opposition uses ]an-
guage-I did not take It down ln
shorthand, but what he said was substan-
tially this : not a single step has been
taken by the present Minister of Agricul-
ture which had not been taken by the late
government. I wish to call attention to
certain facts in connection with this matter
which do not bear out the hon. gentleman.
In 1895, Prof. -Robertson, a government
offilcer who served well and faithfully un-
der the prevlous administration as well as
under the present government, asked for
some money to put in a cold storage plant.
He was given a small amount, twenty
thousand dollars, and with part of that
amount he fitted out two or three
steamers with Insulated chambers to be
cooled by tee. This was found unsatis-
faoctory, although it was better than
nothing. The next year he asked for more
money, but was not given any more. That
was the last year of the late administra-
tion. At that time and before, the Austra-
lasians and the Americans had been using
a thorough equIpment of mechanical cold
storage. As a result of this Australasian,
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equipment, Australasian butter was out-
SeUing Canadian butter In the English
market by from 10 to 12 shillings per hun-
dred ; and our butter did not then make
any appreciable advance on the Australa-
slan.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Does the hon.
gentleman say that the late government, in
1896, refused money for cold storage ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, I did not say that.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-What did the hon.
gentleman say ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-They allowed the
ameunt to remain the same. They did not
lncrease it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
1s entirely wrong.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Will the hon. gentle-
man furnish evidence that I am wrong ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The estimates
Were not put through the House in 1896,
for reasons which I need not explain here,
but I know that much larger sums were
Contemplated in 1896.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There was a good
deal of difference of opinion about those
estimates. I know that the hon. gentleman
who was Minister of Finance in the late
administration repudiated some of those
estimates.

Hon. Mr. FERGUßON-The hon. mem-
ber eau have no possible authority for say-
ing that the government, In 1896, refused
to increase that amount beyond $5,000.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The money was not
given, I know. Then there was a change
of government in 1896, and a different sort
of equipment was put into operation. Prof.
Robertson's original proposition had been
Only for Insulated chambers on a few ships
and some refrigerator cars on some rail-

road lines. The new Minister of Agriculture
put mechanical cold storage of the most ap-
proved class, which has not yet been im-
proved upon, anywhere, into seventeen
steamers the first year, now increased to
twenty-five or twenty-six; induced the put-
ting of refrigerator cars of an improved class
on all the railroad ]lnes converging to the
ports ; offered a bonus to refrigerator com-
panles at the points of shipment to Eu-
rope ; and by a system of bonuses brought
about the establishment of refrigerator
chambers at the creameries. By this sys-
tem our butter was kept cool from the mo-
ment It was made until It reached the En-
glish retailers ; and the result was an lm-
mediate advance ln the reputation and
price of our butter, starting in 1897 and
continuing still more In 1898 and 1899 ;
the result being that the last season our
butter averaged fully elght shillings a hun-
dred more than the Australasian butter In
the same market, while the price to the
Canadian producer at the creamery here
has this last year been fully 2 cents a pound
more than It has been In twenty years ;
and we have sent $4,000,000 worth of but-
ter to Great Britain ln the year 1899. The
difference between the last government's
dealing with this matter and ours is that
they worked it on a very timid and small
scale, not giving the necessary funds to the
department to carry it out successfully.
The present minister boldly asked his col-
leagues to give him $100,000 a year for
three years, and got It from them, with the
result that the farmers of the country have
been millions of dollars in pocket. This
shows that the hon. leader of the opposi-
tion was not fully informed about the
steps taken by the present govern-
ment. I shall not confine myself to a
statement of that kind without authority,
but one can go to the blue books. Taking
the quantity and value of butter and
cheese exported from Canada during the
years ending June 30, 1894 to 1899, the
following statement will prove interesting :
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STATEMENT Oi Ille Q-uan1tiLy and Value of Butter and Clheese (Domestic Produce) Exported
from Canada during the Years ended June 30, 1894-9.

y l 1 is.

1894. ... ............... ... .
1895.... ........................
189G. .... ........ .............. ..
1897............. . ....... ... .
1898................. .. ........
1899...... .... ...... .........

At the same tine the export
and the value of cheese exported
althougli not in the sane ratio.
cheese lad made a reputation
butter lias the same higih standin

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Do I
the hon. gentleman to say that ci
ed a larger exportation ln 1899 t
and 1897 ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have
from 1894 to 1899. The value of
exported in 1898 was $17,572,000.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-What a

Hon. Mr. POWER-The quant
827,000 pounds, and the value
776,765.

Hon. Mr. FER(UZ'SON-A decr
$1,000,000.

Hon. Mr. POWER-About th
of a million. Prices will g
down. They do not go up stea
extent I have indicated, but I w
the attention of the hon. gentl
Marshfield to the fact that in t
years of the late government i
1896, the export of cheese was c
less than In 1894. In 1894 the q
154,977,000 pounds, and the valu
488.000. In 1895 it was 146,000,
and the value $14,253,000. The
the value was still less. i thi
hon. leader of the opposition w

BUTrER. CHEEsE.

Quantity. Vahre. Quantity. Valie.

Lbs. $ Lbs. $

5,534,621 1,035,588 154,977,480 15,488,191
3,650,2ò8 697,476 146,004,650 14,25-,002

....... 5,889,211 1,052,089 104,089 123 13,956,571
.11,453,351 2,089,173 164,220,699 14,676,239

11,253,787 2,016,686 196,703,323 17,572.763
. . . . 20,139,195 3,700,873 189,827,839 16,776,765

of cheese Hon. OMr. POWER-Carrying out what
increased, they had intended to do. Intentions are
Canadian very good things, but they do not, as a rule,

before, but count for much in this wieked world .
g now. Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-You followed In
understand the footsteps of your illustrious predeces-
.eese show- sors.
han in 1896 Hon. Mr. POWER-I had some statisties

here to show how Canadian lias advanced
the figures in value upon Danish butter. Canadian

the cleese butter lias gained within the last three years,
ten shillings on the Danish. It was very

bout 1899? much more behind Danish than it is now.

îty lis 8,- We do not attribute all the prosperity to
the government, but the government can
help it along. We find that lu February,
1897, as a result of a visit made by the

ase of over 'Minister of Agriculture to Washington, the
embargo was taken off Canadian cattle

ree-quarters in the United States, and the figures are
o up and somewhat Interesting. Take the three years
dily to the 1890, 1891 and 1892, the number of cattie ex-
ish to draw ported to the United States was 11,154, worth
eman from $152.925. la February, 1893, the United
he two last States set up a quarantine against Canadian
n 1895 and cattle, and during the four years and a
onsiderably half before the end of the official year in
uantity was 1896, the total number of Canadian cattle
e was $15,- exported to the United States was 3,762,
000 pounds, value at $52,600. In the two years and six

next year months after the quarantine was taken
nlk that the off, as the result of the efforts of the Min-
as In error ister of Agriculture, the exports of Cana-

when lie stated that not a single step had dian cattle amounted to 213,735, valued at
been taken which was not taken by the $3,012,000. I think the Minister of Agricul-
late government. ture, at any rate, cai claim that lie lias done

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It was simply car- something for the Canadian farmer.
rying out what the late goverument inau- lHon. Mr. FERGUSON--In removing that

gurated. quarantine.
Hon. Mr. POWER.
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Hon. MIr. POWER-Yes.
Hon .Mr. FERGUSON-Does not the hon.

gentleman know the history of that quaran-
tine?

Hon. Mr. POWER--No. I have no doubt
the hon. gentleman eould present a history
of the quarantine which would take away
al] credit from the 'Minister of Agriculture.

Hon. -Mr. FERGUSON-If the hon. gen-
tleman does not know, every farmer in this
CoUltry knows that the quarantine was
made at the instance of the British govern-
ment to remove what was a stiRl greater
consideration to us, the embargo of our
cattle in the British market.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am stating the facts,
I trust something may come of the negotia-
tions with the West Indies. Naturally there
should be a good deal of trade with them,
and I trust that some substantial result
mnay come of the negotiations. Referrlng
to the last paragraph of the speech it says :

Measures will be introduced to renew and
amend the existing banking laws, to regulate therate of interest payable upon judgments re-
covered in courts of law, to provide for the
taking of the next decennial census, for thebetter arrangement of the electoral districts, toamend the Criminal Code and the laws relating
to other important subjects.

May I venture to hope that when these
banking laws have been amended the amend-
ments will not be radical, because we have
now the best existing banking law. I arm
not questioning the right of the Dominion
parliament to legislate as to the rate of
interest payable upon judgments recovered
in courts of law, but I wish to say this that
In the provinces-speaking for my own pro-
vinee-the question of interest on a judg-
ment is dealt with as being incidental to the
judgment itself, and the provincial legisla-
ture bas said that judgnent shall carry, as
a necessary consequence, interest at what
they mention as the legal rate. It is doubt-
ful perhaps whether a province has a right
to legislate that way, but it would be well if
the Dominion legislated so as to remove
the doubt. I do not mean to say that the
Dominion parliament would not be right
in legislating, but I only call attention to
a fact which has to be considered. With
respect to the amendment to the criminal
code, I may express the hope that this year
something definite will be done in connection
with that measure. I quite agree with the

hon. gentleman fron Marshfield. We passed
a bill to amend the criminal code in 1897 ;
we passed a similar one last session, and I
think it is now time the lower House passed
it and sent it up to this House.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I amu sure
the House wilil deprecate very mnuch the
allusion made in this House by the hon.
gentleman for Halifax to loyalty or disloyal-
ty. None of the members who have spoken
on this side have accused any one of dis-
loyalty, and that an hon. member should
bring up scraps of newspapers to dlsturb
the harmony of this House is much to be
deprecated. We have one gentleman al-
most going mad on this subject, and he de-
serves the censure of the House for the
way he has disturbed the harmony of this
Chamber. It is well known that the best
feeling 'prevails between alà classes in this
country, and there has been no accusation
of disloyalty even against the Minister of
Public Works or against the premier, al.
though they have been tardy in moving
in the matter of sending a contingent to
assist the British troops in South Africa.
That is ail we say, and 1 am sorry that
my hon. friend, who has made a very good
speech, especially the first part of it, should
have brought up that question at ail. For
my own part, I have never, for a moment
thought any section of the people of thia
country were disloyal. The hon. gentleman
asked my hon. friend (for Marshfield) why
did not he propose iast session to raise a
contingent. That is an absurd question. Ne
one dreamed of war then, and even when
the war commenced at the end of October-
every body thought, the people of England
and the people of this country-that the
British forces would sweep the Boers off in
two or three weeks, and the war would be
over and there would be no occasion for
this country or any other colony to go to
the help of the mother country. The hon.
gentleman alluded to what Sir John 'Mac-
donald said in 1885. But the conditions
have entirely changed since then. At that
time England was at war with an unwar-
like, poor people in Egypt, and was not in
need of men from any quarter. She ended
that war, without a single reverse, in a
short time. At that time we had on our
hands the rebellion in the North-west and
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we had all we could do at home. Then
the hon. gentleman alluded to Sir Charles
Tupper's action on the Teslin and Stikine
Rallway question. That hon. gentleman
and others, myseif amongst the number,
were strongly in favour of the Stikine and
Teslin Railway, until we saw the price to
be given for It. The day I arrived here f rom
British Columbia, when that measure was
before us, I went te Sir Charles Tupper
and asked his opinion about the government
proposal. I said I am opposed te it : I can
never agree to give nearly 4,000,000 acres
of land for the road and he said : 'I fully
agree with you. He did not change his mind,
but was net willing te give that enormous
price for it. The first paragraph in the
Speech from the Throne calls for no differ-
ence of opinion, for we are ail pleased to
agree, and think that our country is pros-
perous. That the progressive measures, and
above all a tarif adapted to different bran-
ches of industry and the establishment of
confidence conducive to the safe, and re-
munerative investment of capital have con-
tinued from 1878 to the present day. Here
I approve the action of the governUment
for continuing the Conservative policy the
Liberal leaders and Liberal press and party
se strongly condemned for eighteen years.
They have acted wisely in letting well
alone, and adherIng to the successful
trade policy established by their pre-
decessors. This, together with the latent
wealth in the bowels of the earth now being
developed, and the Increased foreign de-
mand for products of the country, such as
breadstuffs, timber, coal, fish and precious
metals, has made the prosperity of the
country what it is. The construction of
the Canadian Pacifle Railway, the facilities
given by It and other lines of communica-
tion have conduced greatly te the prosperity
of the country. Passengers and freight
between Europe, China and Japan now pass
as freely over our railways and steamships,
as they do within the Dominion. All of
which conduces te the prosperity of the
country. The second paragraph refers to
the unfortunate war in South Africa, in
connection with the part the colonies of the
empire should take in support of the mother
country. The government of this colony
cuts a sorry and humiliating figure. No lead
taken, no spontaneity, no enthusiastic pa-

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)

triotic action. No responsibility taken ; on
the contrary an unwillingness, a holding
back, an indifference, and lack of grasp of
the situation-so different from the colonies
of Australia, and New Zealand, which of-
fered their quota of troops early, and spon-
taneously. They did not hesitate, or wait
to be pushed into action. S-upposing the
country te be in danger of attack or inva-
sion 'by any other power, to whom would
Canada look for aid and protection from
the invader ? What could those who have
been so tardy and unwilling te aid the em-
pire do ? What could the Minister of Public
Works, and the member for Labelle, and
those who think with them do ? Simply
nothing-unless te whIne and cry for British
protection.

In such a case, to Great Britain alone
could we look for aid, and what do we find
now ? We find her soldiers and her ships
on the east, and west shores of our Do-
ninion ready te protect and assist us free
of charge. And, in the face of this know-
ledge, and experience, some members of the
goverînment, htesitate te offer aid until for-
ced te act by public opinion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-It is evident if
the Premier and Minister of Public Works
had their way that net a man would have
been sent te the Transvaal. It Is only the
overwhelmxing loyal, and patriotic sentiment
of the country which spurred the govern-
ment te action. The Premier in his speech,
two nights ago, admitted that lie did net
move until he liad the strong feeling of the
country at his back. In previous Interviews
and speeches lie gave as his reason for not
taking action, the unconstitutionallty of act-
lng, without the sanction of parliament. If
that was a good reason then. it still is, and
the voice of the country, however patriotie
and loyal, did net make unconstitutional acts
constitutional-the House will see the weak-
ness of the reasons for net acting promptly.

Having said this much on the tardiness of
the government, I have much pleasure in
commending the excellent manner in which
the Minister of Militia, and his department,
after authority was given. have conducted
the enrolment, inobilization. equipment and
transportation for South Africa. I am sure
all of us hope for a glorious victory for the
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empire, an early end of the war, and the the Mail and Herald lad articles iiducing
complete obliteration of the Transvaal and that, and these are the organs of he Con-
Orange Free Republics as independent servatives in Halifax. I will nat use any
States, and that the British liag may before
long float triumphantly from Khartoum to
Cape Town. The whole Dominion turns
with pride te the munificent offer of Lord
Strathcona, which should be emphasized,
and heralded froni Cape Town to Van-
cOuver Island. Although this is not a con-
viv'ial meeting, I think the House might
adjourn for five minutes in order that we
may wish Lord Strathcona long life, hap-
pinless and prosperity with three Britisa
cheers. There is an important question not
alluded te ln the speech from the Throne--
that is the condition, and administration of
the Yukon country. I am fully convInced
that the country is imimensely rich, and will
prove to be se for many years te cone, and
It deserves at the hands of the government
every care and encouragement for its deve-
lopment. I was informed by an American
lady, wbo lad resided at Dawson for a year,
that we had no conception of the country
we possessed and its resources. Very good
vegetables were now being raise¯d, land was
being cleared. and this branch of agricul-
tural industry would be a great boom to the
miners and pay handsomely. But the ad-
ministration of the district was not what
It should be, and should be subjected te a
searching investigation. This is not a party
question li any degree, and the government
should, for Its own sake, and for the good
name of the Dominion take steps te ascertain
If the officials are doing their duty honestly,
free from all perniclous influence. I believe
men who have grievances will not testify in
an open tribunal, af raid of the displeasure
of officials. A trustworthy detective service
would no doubt ferret out crooked work, if
there is any, and put the government in pos-
session of information It should have.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I bave only a few
words te say, and nothing in regard to the
Speech from the Throne. That has already
been threshed out. I am net in the habit of
shootlng the dead Indian. But I wish to
refer te a portion of the speech from the
sen1or member for Halifax-that firebrand
which he threw on the floor of the House.
He accused the Conservatives of Iris native
country of endeavouring te incite racial
feelings against the French, and sald that

language to characterize that statement, but
if the Hon. Wm. McDougall's word is good
for anything, his statement Is not correct.
There was another thing that offended me,
but I cannot say that I was astonished at It.
I refer to the language used with regard te
Sir Charles Tupper. He stated that Le had.
acted in a way no gentleman could act. He
said he had written a telegram te the pre-
mier and published it in a paper. i do net
like te hear one hon. gentleman speak of
another as 'no gentleman' when he is not
present-to tell him behind lis back that
le is no gentleman. I do net like to hear
that statement made among friends of Sir
Charles Tupper, whei we know that it is
not correct. It reninds me of the fable of
the viper and the file. A vipeT, surcharged
with venom, enter a carpenter's shop, and,
seizing the first thing that came in his way,
comnienced to gnaw it with his venomous
fangs. The carpenter, hiearing a noise
among his tools, rushed in, but when lie
saw the reptile was knawing a well-sea-
soned file, he smlled contemptuously and
said: ' Go ahead, viper ; do what you can ;
you are knawIng a file.' The ineffectual at-
tempt of the hon. senior menber for Halifax
te injure the character of Sir Charles Tup-
per as a gentleman and politician, brought
this fable of the viper into my mind.

Hon. Mr. BERN[ER-The circumstances
under whicih we have this year assembled
are such as to fill the heart of every British
subject with anxiety and lis mind with a
feeling of responsibllity that can hardly be
expressed. it is only two years that we
were in this House rejoicing at the number
of years that Providence has been se good
as te give to Her Majesty and at the pros-
perity and peace that had adorned the long
reign of our Graclous Sovereigu. To-day,
however, instead of that peace, EnglaLnd
and her colonlas are entangled in a var, the
first result of which lias been full of sut-
prise and sorrow. It is some consolatiOl,
however, to be able to refer with pride tO
the gallantry of our troops. Errors maY
have been committed. As -to that. however,
we should be very reticent, because we are

not lu a position to pass any judgment

What we see clearly ls the bravery and gal-
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lantry of every man hearing the uniformu of
Her Majesty's soldiers. In bis remarks with
regard te the subject, the mover of the ad-
dress lias referred to the loyalty of that
group of the nation to which ve both be-
long. No doubt lie had in his mind some
outside uttqrances which have been, te say
the least, very ungenerous. 1 must join
with the hon. gentleman te vindieate the
loyalty of the French Canadians. Inideed,
te say the least, it is very annoying to have,
after a century and a lialf of conspicuous
loyalty aind of good services to the Crown,
to undertake a demonstration of our loy-
alty. Why, hon. gentlemen, few years liad
hardly elapsed after the surrender of Can-
ada to England when we showed our loy-
alty. At the time of the American rebellion,
who wvere the disloyal people. French Can-
ada or the English colonies south of us ?
Then there was a noble generation still liv-
ing which had seen the Frenci flag floating
over the Quebec citadel. Many hearts were
still bleeding at the remembrance of the
disaster which had brought thei change. At
that time also appeals were ruade to them.
Those appeals sounded like the trumpet of
liberty, and liberty from men having the
same blood running into their veins. For
It is well known that Lafayette and Ro-
chanbeau themselves sent invitations te th
French Canadians te join the battle of the
thirteen colonies. Nevertheless on that ocea-
sion as on subsequent occasions, our people
remained loyal to the British flag-our militia
went te the front and secured thereby Can-
ada to England. For it cannot be denied
that if French Canadians had cast their lot
with the Americans. Canada was lost te
England. England eould not have tien
saved Canada more tian she las saved the
other thirteen colonies. And since then noth-
ing lias taken place te impair the situation in
tlat respect. To-day, if a plebiscite -was to
be held te ascertain whether any desire for
a return te Freuch allegiance exists amongst
us. se general would be the negative answer
that we nay say that the whole population
w-ould vote for the statu quo.

There are reasons for that which I need
not refer to at preseut. I may mention,
however, the fact that notwithstanding any
friction that may froin t·ime te time arise
here and there. we have been enjoying for
I long time suci an amount of liberty under

Hon. Mr. BERNIER.

thie Britisit flag that thiere is cverywhere a
general satisfaction as te the lot that good
Providence has bestowed upon us. We are
enjoying to a full extent the advantages of
a self-governing people, and we hope that
nothing in the future will happen te alter
that position.

I have just made an allusion te some
friction which arises some times amongst
ourselves. Everybody must have under-
stood that I was referring te the position
in which the minority of NManitoba bas been
plaeed.

The hon. Minister of Justice in giving
some of the reasons which seem te him te
be a justificition of the present war, lias
pointed out the fact that the Uitlanders
were denied the privilege of teaching their
own language in the schools; yet these
Uitlanders had no positive riglt te that
privilege under the Transvaal constitution.
They could only claim that privilege by
virtue of the polity of nations.

But nearer home there Is a small group
of population the ancestors of which have
been the pioneers of the country. There
is a ninority which has positive rights
under the constitution of their country, yet
the privilege whicli is claimed for the Uit-
landers, and which is held se Important as
te be made a reason for going te war, that
same privilege is denied te the minority
la Manitoba. Does it net strike everybody
that If we are going te redress the griev-
ances that our fellow subjects may have
In the various parts of the world, that we
should begin at home ? This brings lue te
the school question. The government as
refrained systematically te make any re-
ference te these matters In the Speech
from the Throne for the last two or three
years. It is sought te sutbmerge that ques-
tion in the ocean of oblivion, in dungeons
of death. But, let nobody be deceived. That
question is net settled nor dead. The min-
ority will make it a.n issue at every faveur-
able occasion, and until It is fairly settled,
the people of Canada will hear of it. AI-
though the circumstances seem at present
to be unfavourable te the claims of the min-
ority, there is sufficient vitality left inte that
minority t have its privileges upheld wher-
ever and whenever required. It is Weil to
explain what is the present situation. I
maintain that parliament has stili jurisdie-
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tioir in this matter, and bave the duty of
interfering, unless the province itself goes
to work and does what is right. The juris-
diction of parlianient remains until the pro-
vince has complied the remedial order of
1895. On the other hand, as parliament
las not yet taken action, the province can
also of its own motion take action in the
matter. As the matter stands, its jurisdic-
tion still lies. by the fact that parliament
has not taken action. There has been of
late quite an exhibi-tion of loyalty. I am
sorry to say that in so far as this question is
concerned we find our province and the
Dominion in a condition which savours a
good deal like disloyalty. What is the
refusai of Canada to obey the command of
Her Majesty and the decisions of lier trib-
unals, If not disloyal-ty in disguise? Surely
the time must lbe near when all this should
be righted, and then contentment to its full
extent -will reign again over all the Dom-
inion, bringing with it new expression of
devotion to our political Institutions, to the
British rule, and to the empire.

The Speech from the Tbrone makes re-
ference. and very properly so, to the action
of Lord Strathcona coming forward and
undertaking to send ait lis own expense, a
large contingent of troops to -the Transvaal.
Everybody will join with the government
in this matter of regret that no reference
had been made to our soldiers. Surely the
generosity of Lord Strathcona Is commend-
able. But the man who leaves his country,
goes valiantly to the front, and offers bis
life for the sake of lis country is worthy of
recognition from his government and from
the nation.

We have bere In this Senate fellow mem-
bers whose bearts are beating wlth pride
and with fear on account of the dangers
that are now in store for their sons on That
distant battlefield. Let us express to theni
our sympathies. Let us say to them : 'May
God spare the lives of your beloved sons
and thereby spare to yourselves aill the
anxieties consequent on such sacrifice.'

I desire to give some consideration to a
remark which bas fallen from the hon.
Minister of Justice, and which must have
been of great interest to every member of
this House. The hon. Minister of Justice
said, in speaking of the Imperialist move-
ment, that it must be evident to every-

body that the elaboration of a new constitu-
tion-he called it an Imperial constitu-
tion-was going on. Truly we are in the
presence of much that is unusual. There
is much which seems to be agreeable to
many; there is much which gives alarms tO
others. An imperial constitution, what 18
that? Nobody as yet has perhaps a clear
idea of this new-born project. It may be
that improvements may be made in our
relations with the mother country, and If
any real improvements are adopted, no-
body will be more satisfied than I. But
hon. gentlemen, we must remember that
the time is not distant when we were en-
gaged in a very hard struggle to get self-
government. Now we have it. Shahl we
he persuaded that self-government is no
more the political ideal that we thought
it to be? If we cast our eyes elsewhere, If
we study the history of other nations hav-
ing colonies, or baving had colonies, what
do we find? No one lias been so success-
ful in the administration of their colonies
as GTeat Britain. Most of them have
either failed to give satisfaction to their
colonial settlers, to get from them what
they expected, or have lost their colonies,
while England has seen her colonies grow-
ing yearly in population, In prosperity, In
devotion to the empire. Wby is that ?
Because England lias been wise enough to
concede to ber colonies self-government,
and because the colonies bave found full
liberty under their own political institu-
-tions. Canada lias been a wonder to all
foreigners and to all students of national
or social evolutions. The colonial systen
of England is a wonder to everybody and
a pride both for the mother country and
for the colonies themselves. Let us indeed
find some improvement to that condition,
if there is any to be found, but at the same
time let us not forget that self-government
has ibeen the object of our struggles In the
past and must be retained by all means,
with all Its privileges.

Hon. Mr. PIUMROSE moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

THE STANDING COMMITTEE
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-With the consent of

the House I beg to move that, pursuant to
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rule 79, the -following senators be appoint-
ed a committee of selection to nominate the
senators to serve on the different commit-
tees:-Hon. Messrs. Scott, Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, Bolduc, Lougheed, Miller, Mac-
donald (B.C.), King, Power, and the mover,
and to report with all convenient speed the
names of senators so nominated. The com-
mittee is precisely the same as last year
with the exception of the substitution of
Mr. Bolduc for Mr. De Boncherville, which
was done at his request.

Hon. iMr. PRCWSE-I wish to call the
attention of the mover of the resolution to
the omission of any representative from
Prince Edward Island on that committee.
I have had to refer to this matter on sev-
eral preclous occasions. It is an invidious
distinction and an unfair exclusion that the
province of Prince Edward Island should
not be represented on that committee ; the
result ln former years has been that Prince
Edward Island has never been represented
on certains committees at ail, while on
other committees two or three members out
of the four have served, and if there had
been a member of the Island on this com-
mittee such an anomoly would not have
occurred. I am not disposed to offer any
amendment, but I merely suggest the pro-
priety of adding one name .to that commit-
tee, and I would mention that of the hon.
gentleman from Marshfield.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I should be pleased to
meet the wish of the hon. gentleman if
it could be conveniently done. I took the
same commi.ttee that was appointed last
year, and as the number is limited to nine
under the rule we would have to remove
some name that is now on the list; and if
we adopted the rule of having every pro-
vince represented, we would have to make
an appointmaent for Manitoba, because there
is no member from Manitoba on the com-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-There used to be one.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There are three from
Ontario.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, Mr. Scott, Sir
Mackenzie Bowell and myself. It Is the
usual practise ln this House, as well as
the other House, to select the leader of the
opposition. I do not very well see how we
can alter it. Our duties are to appoint the

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

committees, and we are then functis offliclo,
and I think every member wIll f eel disposed
to see that ample justice Is done to Prince
Edward Island and Manitoba, which are
not represented on the committee.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-1 do not thlnk
there could be any change made just now.
The committee is the same as last year, but
I really think it would be well to amend
the rule so that Manitoba and Prince Ed-
ward Island could be represented on the
committee.

Hon. Mr. MILLS- I do not object to that
at all.

The motion was agreed to.

DELAYED RETURNS.

INQUIRY.
lHon. Mr. FERGUSON-I desire to ask

the leader of the House-I think it was on
him the matter devolved last year-f cer-
tain returns which I moved for somewhat
early last session relating to the supply of
oil to the Intercolonial Railway will be
furnished immediately, or at an early day ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I wIll make inquiry.
My impression was that the returns were
brought down to meet the hon. gentleman's
wishes in respect to the motion, but I will
make inquiries.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I made certain
inquiries to which answers were furnished,
but it was pointed out by my hon. friend
that some of these inquiries would require
a motion for elaborate returns, which I
made immedlately. These are the returns
which I am anxious to have brought down.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-- I should like to in-
quire from the Minister of Justice or
the hon. Secretary of State, if it is the In-
tention to bring down an answer to a re-
turn passed about two years ago.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The statue of limita-
tions might apply.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I do not know whe-
ther the war has caused them to forget
this matter, but it was In relation to the
expenses of ministers going abroad. I
have not yet recelved the return.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will make inquiries.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Perhaps, if it li a

matter of fact, I will not recelve an answer.
The Senate adjourned.



1FEBRUARY 8, 1900]

SENATE. which is laid on the table, and never goes
further than the firet reading. Except in

Ottawa, February 8, 1900. cases of emergency it is considered dis-
The Speaker took the Chair at 3 o'clock. respectful to the Crown to do any business

Prayers and Routine Proceedings. of any kind-and this Is very important
business-before the speech from the
Throne has been replied to. I did intend te

THE STANDIING COMMITTEES. prevent this report from belng read to-day,

REPORT ADOPTED. but as the hon. Secretary of State had the

Hon1. Mr. MILIS, from the Committee courtesy to send me a copy of the changes
made in the varlous committees, I do not

of Selection appointed te nominate the intend to do se, but if I had not been in-
Standing Committees of the Senate, pre- formed bef ore the House met of the
sented their report. He said : With the changes in the committees, I certainly
permission of the Senate I beg to move the should have not have allowed the report to
adoption of this report. I do se in order be read to-day. This haste, I understand,
that the varlous eommittees might meet to- is due heoe fact that there is to be an
morrow and appoint their chairmen. If adjournment. It is quite apparent that
that is done I think I might very well give the government is very anxious to have an
notice this afternoon that when we adjourn adjournment, and It ls equally apparent
to-morrow evening we stand adjourned un- that there is no work ready for parllament,
til two weeks from Tuesday next, to meet and an adjournment would be a convenient
at 8 o'clock in the evening. thing for the government just now, but I

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I do not know why should like to ask why there is no business
this disregard of the usages and rules of the ready for submission to the House imme-
House should necessarily take place in diately. For instance, there is the Crimi-
regard to this report. The whole proceed- nai Code-business connected with the
ing in connection with the striking of these department of the Minister of Justice-
committees, if not irregular, is something which might be very well considered now.
approaching very near to irregularity. The subject is a very important one, re-
Yesterday, the motion was carried wlthout quiring a great deal of patience and at-
any notice, and lt was by accident that I tention from the House, and no better time
received my notice to attend the committee for the transaction of that business eould
this morning. Having appointments out- possibly be selected than the ftrst few weeks
side, however, I was not able to be present, after the opening of the session. Then there
and therefore did not know, until just im- is another important question which must
mediately preceding the meeting of the come before us this session, the Banking
House, what changes had been made on the Bill, and although the Minister of Finance
various committees. I see no necessity for and the Minister ef Trade and Commerce
haste in connection with this business, and are not members of this House, it is pecu-
I think there Is another objection to it. liarly a measure which should be considered
It Is true it may not be unparliamentary to in the Senate before going to the House
make this motion and strike the committees of Commons. In fact, I see a great manY
at the present time, but it is well under- advantages in introducing the Bil. here.
stood that it is a matter of courtesy to the We have more time to discuss it and better
Governor General that no business should opportunities to consult with persons W10
be transacted in the House until the ad- are interested ln banking from outside.
dress in reply to the speech from the These are two important measures which
Throne has been passed. I say that It Is should be introduced at the present time,
net, strictly speaking, an irregular course and I can only express my regret that the
te transact this or any other business Minister of Justice Is not prepared to in-
before the address is passed, because we troduce them Instead of asking the House
have a right to do any business, and we for an adjournment. I do not intend te
assert that right on the opening of parlia- oppose the motion, but I do not think the

ment by the introduction of a Bill pro forma, minister can have any justification what-
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ever for not being prepared to introduce the
Criminal Code Immediately for the con-
sideration of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-As far
as irregularity is concerned, I concur ln
the remarks of the hon. gentleman from
Richmond, but there Is a mode of getting
over that difflculty by declarlng that it shall
not be a 'precedent.' The hon. gentleman
elucidated very strongly the objection that
I took to the course pursued ln the other
House. I make the suggestion, in order
that it may go on record, that hereafter it
is to be understood by this House that this
is not to be considered a 'precedent' for
future action. I concur also in the sug-
gestion which the hon. gentleman made
about introducing measures here. I had
a short conversation with the Minister of
Justice, upon, not only the propriety of in-
troducing the Criminal Code Bill into this
House at a very early date. but if it were
possible, that he should have it printed as
soon as possible, and have it sent to each
member during the vacation in order that
a Bill of so mueli importance may be tho-
roughly consi dered-particularly the new
provisions it is proposed to make. The
minister very courteously said he was mak-
ing some changes as to which It was neces-
sary to consult some persons interested in
certain clauses, but that he would have it
printed and eirculated at the earliest pos-
sible moment. I shall be very glad, for
one, if it can be distrlbuted among all the
memabers, because if we have it at home
during the vacation, there are persons,
such as magistrates, whose duty it is to
administer the laws, with whom one might
have a consultation as to the result of the
proposed amendments. That is the sug-
gestion I made to the hon. gentleman, and
he very courteously said he would do so at
the earliest possible moment.

Hon. >Mr. MILLS-I do not quite agree
with what my hon. friend opposite says as
to the irregularity of the proceedings. I
have already stated my view of that ques-
tion to the House. The very object of ln-
troducing a Bill in each House at the be-
ginning of the session Is for the purpose
of asserting our rights to proceed with
public bufsiness irrespective of the speech
altogether. Otherwise it mlght be assumed

Hon. Mr. MILLER.

that the House was called to deal only with
the subjeets mentioned In the speech from
the Throne. That is not the rule of prac-
tise with regard to the power of either
branch of parliament. I have pointed out
that la England, very often, where the de-
bate on the address Is not concluded on the
same day that it was begun, the ordinary
business of the country is proceeded with,
and I gave instances of various sorts being
submitted In the British House of Com-
mons in 1882 before the address was adopt-
ed, so It is hardly accurate to speak of the
proceeding being irregular.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I dld not call It irre-
gilar.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
says lie did not call it irregular. I think the
expression was used by my lon. friend op-
posite. My hon. friend having spoken be-
fore mue, i was replying to what he said as
well as to the observations addressed to the
loise by the lion. member for Richmond,
-wlo is very confident of his v'iews of the
rules and proceedings of the House, but not
always accurate, in my opinion, and upon
that question of course we will differ. When
muy lion. friend opposite says that this shall
not be drawn into a precedent, I suppose
lie means this early adjournment. I thouglit
in proposing an early adjournment-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
not mean anything of the kind. I meant
the point to which my hon. friend fron
lichmond took objection. I did not say
anything about the adjournment.

lon. Mr. MILLS-Because I was going to
say in either case after the committees have
been constituted, I believe in this House
there lias been an adjournment of a. longer
or shorter period of time. Last session our
aidjoirnment was for a very short period
of time, and then we had a further ad-
journment ; and it seems to me that after
the expression of the opinion of this House
at the last session it would be better if we
had an adjournment for a fortnight, w-hen
the legislative business from the other
1-ouse would be before us in addition to the
business we would he prepared to deal with
ourselves. It would be more convenient
t han to proceed directly until the close of
the session with the business before this
House. The Criminal Code Bill is no doubt
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a very important matter, but that subject
has been discussed on a number of occasions
In this House without any action having
been taken in' the House of Commons.
There are perliaps a few changes, not any
that are at all important, to be made in the
Bill as it was submitted last year. The Bill
Is at the present time In the nrinter's hands.
When it is received from the printer, I In-
tend to discuss it with my colleagues who
are members of the legal profession, with a
view to revision, and then submit it to this
louse as revised. I do not apprehend it

wOuld lead to a great deal of discussion, be-
Cause it has already been discussed in this
House. We gave it very careful consider-
ation last year, and I do not apprehend that
members will dissent very much from the
opinions that we then expressed, and it did
seem to nie to bring that Bill down, as we
might do in a day or two, would hardly jus-
tify us detaining this House for any con-
siderable period when perhaps the consider-
ation of the Bill would eccupy but a very
short period. We would not be facilitating
public business, and we might be inconve-
niencing niembers by keeping them here
from day to day without having, in the first
iL stance, very much business before them
to be transacted. It was with a view of
meeting the conv-nience of members and
'antieipating their wishes that I suggested,
when the committees were struck, this
House might adjourn for a fortnight from
Tuesday to next week.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I think the reasons
given by my hon. friend the Minister of Jus-
tice for pressing this motion, are to me sa-
tisfactory-naquely, appointing the cont-
mittees and organizing them before the
House adjourns-but I may add, as a sort
of contribution to the discussion, following
up what the hon. gentleman opposite said
on the subject, I think It will be found in
the reports of the Senate, that upon one
occasion, when Sir John Abbott was leader
of the louse, and he had been so for a
very short time, he introduced some Bill
before the address was disposed of, objec-
tion was taken to it. I do not know whe-
ther. it went so far as to say it was irre-
gular. but it was stated that it was con-
trary to the customs of this House, and Sir
John Abbott withdrew the measure.

lon. Mr. MILLS--I have looked at the
discussion. and my impression is that the
English practice had not been brought un-
der the attention of the House at that time,
or ink ail probability that rule would not
have been adopted.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
no desire to continue the discussion further
than to take exception, as I should have
done yesterday, to what my hon. friend
calls precedents. The 'non. gentleman re-
ferred to the same thing again to-day. He
did not draw the distinction between the
position that I took yesterday and that
which lie himself elucidated. My objection
wvas as to the practice, that no business
\vas transacted in the lower House before
the address was adopted. My hon. friend's
precedents showed that motions were made.
You can put as many motions as you
please, but no business should be transacted.
The precedents which the hon. gentleman
gave yesterday, were, a good many of them.
not relevant to the question, because some
of them related to privileges of the flouse.
If there were a member .of this House who
had done something that rendered him unfit
to associate with gentlemen, and it was
thought that he should be expelled, it is the
prerogative of any member at any moment
to rise and call the attention of the Speaker
to the fact that there is an unworthy mem-
ber In the House ; that is a question of pri-
vilege, which takes precedence of every-
thing. That is the distinction which I draw.
I take advantage of this opportunity to
direct the attention of the Senate to the
fact, that the precedents which the hon.
gentleman gave were not all relevant to the
position and objection which I took.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I do not wish to
prolong the discussion upon this, what I
may term academie question, but I do flot
wish to seem to subseribe to some vie*ws
which have been expressed wlth referefIce
to the alleged irregularity of the proceedings
taken yesterday in reference to the nomiin-
ation of members to act upon the selection
eommittee. I therefore would make sfim-
ciently freo with the House to read, PeT-

haps at a little length, Bourinot npefn this
particular question, and I fancy it will dis-

abuse all our minds of any difference of
opinion -which we may hold in reference to



[SENATE]

this particular point which, if my recollec-
tion serves me right, has arisen session after
session and yet appears cloudy. I refer to
page 281 of Bouriuot, where there is a short
resurre of the authorities upon this parti-
cular subject as follows

When the speech has been ordered to be taken
Into consideration on a future day, it le the prac-
tice to move the formal resolution providing
for the appointment of the Select Standing Com-
mittees of the louse, and to lay before the
House the report of the librarian and other
papers.

I might say to hon. gentleman that this
was what was done yesterday, and in pur-
suance of that motion the committee of
selection met this morning and have sub-
mitted their report which we are now con-
sidering. I would not wish the House to
infer that the hon. gentleman from Riclh-
mond has taken ant opposite view, as I un-
derstand li' has not. But tile other view
has been rather concurred in by ny lion.
friend fron Hastings, who seenis to be of
the opinion that it was absolutely irregular.
Bourinot proceeds :

It has not been deemed courteous to the Crown
in the Canadian Houses to discuss any matters
of public policy before considering the speech.

Hon. gentleman will observe that there is
a limitation placed upon the consideration
of a subject involving the discussion of pub-
lic policy. I do not think any hon. gentle-
man present will say that the appointment
of the selection committee lnvolves any dis-
cussion of that nature.

In 1878 Mr. Barthe introduced a Bill with re-
ference to insolvency, but withdrew it in defer-
ence to the wishes of the House, until the ad-
dress was adopted. Of course, circumstances
may arise when the 1-ouse may consider it neces-
sary to act otherwise. It is not an unusual
practice in the English Commons to ask ques-
tions, to move addresses for papers, and to pre-
sent petitions while the address ls under con-
sideration, and in a session when the debate
has been prolonged, public Bills have been in-
troduced and discussed on the motion for leave
before the address bas been agreed to.

And with reference to the matter alluded
to by the hon. gentleman from Toronto, I
might say in a note upon page 282 of Bou-
rinot, it seems the Hon. Mr. Abbott, In 1889,
before the address was passed, introduced
no less than three government Bills. They
were not withdrawn by the hon. gentleman
on that occasion, but were placed upon the
order paper for conisideration subsequent to
the address. I do not think that under the

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

-ircumstances, any great violence bas been
done to parliamentary procedure, and I
fancy after this little ventilation wiclh the
point has received, there iay be fouind Io
be no very great differeuce after all amongst
us.

The motion was agreed to.

lon. Mr. PROWSE--The report has not
been read in full and I think that should be
done.

lion. Mr. MILLS-fhe clerk of the louse
st-arted to read the report, and lior. gentle-
men said 'dispense.' and that was the rea-
son it was not read.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE--I did not understand
it that way. I understood the question vas
raised by the lion. gentleman fromi Rich-
mond to dispense with the reading because
it was not the time for reading it, and there
was no necessity for ir. because no motion
had been narle for the suspension of the
rule. I understood that the motion was that
the rule be suspended so that. the report
might be read at the table. I do not think
the hon. gentlenan from Richmond intended
that the reading of the report should be
dispensed with entirely until a motion was
aide to make it reguLar.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The Minister of Just-
ice refers to me when he says that some
hon. gentleman said 'dispense.' I admit
he is correct but It was under these circums-
tances : the motion went up to the chair,
apparently, and the chair was going to read
it, and I reminded the House that the report
should be presented at the table and If read
at all should be read by the clerk, but
having raised the objection, and necessitat-
ing the reading of the report by the clerk,
I was willing to dispense with the further
reading, because a copy had been sent to me
of the alterations made In the various com-
mittees, and I was quite satisfied, as far
as I was personally concerned, with this al-
teration. I gave that information distinct-
ly to the House, and it was theref or for any
other hon. member who did not have the
same opportunity that I had, and who wish
to know what changes were made, to Insist
upon the reading of the report, as he would
have right to do. Had any other hon. gen-
tleman insisted upon the full reading of the
report, of course It would have been read at
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the table. I did not require that, and I
did not as far as I was personally concerned,
wish to put the clerk to the trouble of
reading it. It just shows how unfair this
proceeding is, as far as the bulk of the
House is concerned. The great majority
of the House does not know what changes
have been made in the varlous committees,
and we are asked to take them on faith.
The usual course would be to have the re-
port presented and laid on the table, and
it would appear in the minutes to-morrow,
So that every member could see the
changes. The trouble all results from the
irregularity in the first instance.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
practice in the past has been to read the
names of the members of each committee
to the House and the chairman moved the
adoption. Then objection could be taken as
each committee was being considered. I
think we should adhere to that practice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I expected that would
be so when I heard that cry 'dispense,' and
I did not press the reading of the report.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Even if the report had
been read at the table, without any op-
portunity of examination and comparison
with last year's report, hon. gentlemen
would have no opportunity of judging of
the changes.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-And the report of the
library committee has been read and passed
by the House. Would it not shorten the
matter if the Speaker read the names on
each committee to the House ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

The Speaker read the names of the mem-
bers selected for the different committees,
and the report was adopted by the House
without change.

DISALLOWANCE OF PROVINCIAL
ACTS.

NOTICE OF MdTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL gave
notice-

That an -humble address be presented to Hi
Excellency the Go-vernor General; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid upon the
Table of the Senate, copies of ail orders ln
council disallowing Acta which had been passed
by any of the legislatures of the provinces of
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the Dominion, or by the legislative assmbly of
the North-west Territory, since the irst day or
August, 1896, together with ail correspondence
in relation thereto ; also, copies of any and all
correspondence between the federal and any of
the provincial governments relating to any sug-
gestions of changes or amendments to any local
Act which may have been passed by such local
legislature, and the action taken thereon.

He said : It very often occurs that there
are objectionable features in local Bills that
have been passed, but they are not consid-
ered of sufficient importance to justify the
disallowance of the Act, and suggestions
are made by the Minister of Justice to the
local authorities asking them to change
them. That is why I put in the latter
portion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-How far back does the
motion cover ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
not go beyond the first of August, 1896,
because returns have been laid before the
House previous to that, but if my hon. friend
thinks we should take an early period, I am
willing.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--I do not think so at
all. The returns will be very voluminous.
I have no objection to the notice.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
glad to hear it, because I did not think
the government which owed its existence to
a cry against the disallowance of provincial
Acts, could possibly have a voluminous re-
turn in a matter of this kind.

THE ADDRESS.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day being called-

Resuming the adjourned debate on the con-
sideration of Hie Excellency the Governor Gene-
ral's speech on the opening of the fifth session Of
the eighth parliament.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The hon. senior

member for Halifax, In the course of hia

remarks in regard to the speech from the

Throne, ln reference to the flrst clause Of

the speech, said that the government did
not claim any credit for the prosperitY

which Canada is at present enjoying. That

Is absolutely true. No one can controvert

the statement of the hon. gentleman, but it
is equally true that from far Vancouver to
Cape Breton the press of the Liberal party
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has under double-leaded head-lines, flying
flags and crowing roosters, clalmed all the
credit of that prosperity.

The claim is so absolutely absurd that it
cannot be entertained by any gentlemen who
claim an average share of intelligence in
Canada. The real fact is simply this, that
It ds a time of prosperity amongst all na-
tions the world over. We who have attained
to years of maturity, and perhaps a little
more, know perfectly well that there seems
to be a system of cycles of prosperity and
of depression, which return at well recog-
nized intervals, and it Is my opinion that we
are at present within the scope of one of
these cycles of prosperity. In regard to the
second clause, the hon. gentleman asks what
he evidently thinks to be a very pertinent
and 'unanswerable question : what would
the Conservatives say had the government
sent a contingent and no war had occurred?
In reply to that, I would simply say that no
man, claiming any degree of foresight or of
prescience as a statesman, in Canada or
elsewhere, could fail to see that the prospect
of war was so imminent that It was a wise
thing in Canada and in the mother country
to be prepared for the ultimate issue that
has come upon us, and I, for one, can assure
the 'hon. gentleman that I think I know the
feeling of the Liberal Conservative party
well enough to say that not a man of us
would raise his voice against Canada taking
a most active part under the circumstances.
What was the actual state of matters in re-

that the legislatures of almost ail the other
colonies were in session at the critical time,
and that therefore they were in a position
to receive at once the authorization of their
different legislatures. The hon. gentleman
must think we have very short memories
in this Chamber. It is not so very long ago
that the government of this country at a
period antecedent only by some five days or
something of that kind to the meeting of
parliament, made an appropriation of the
wealth and assets of Canada under an
Order in Council for a sum, which I think I
aim justified in saying would far exceed the
expense of the contingent we are sending
to the war-for what? For the construction
of a tramway from nowhere to nowhere in
the Yukon Territory, and which would cer-
tainly have been carried out had it not been
for the intervention of this House. No, the
reluctance of the government to send a con-
tingent to the assistance of the mother
country must be looked for In other quar-
ters, and other reasons must be assigned for
it-reasons which now are perfectly well
known to every Canadian, and which I do
Dot say anything more about. It is far more
attributable to that than to the want of
sanction of the parliament of Canada. Now
I come to another matter, and if I speak In
somewhat stronger terms than might per-
haps be deemed, I shall say proper, you will
have to excuse me. I shall try and not com-
mit any breach of the rules of the House in
what I have to say. The hon. gentleman

gard to the government's disposition to send took occasion, in the course of his speech o!
a contingent? It seems to me that they did yesterday, to indulge in a piece of most un-
not even, so to speak, tighten the traces of called for and unjustifiable Invective against
the government go-cart until the sharp goad Weil, I have
of an incensed public opinion pierced be- had the pleasure and the privilege-I esteem
tween the interstices of a rather thick it both a pleasure and a privilege, in the
cuticle and compelled them to realize, as did higlicat sense of these terms, to have known
a very misgulded man in days of old, that that lon, gentleman intimately sînce 14,
it was hard for them to kick against the and when Sir Charles Tijpper, then simply
pricks, and so they woke up. They woke Charles Tupper, M.D., had juat completed
up a little too late, it is true, in the order of his curriculum as a medical student. Al
time, and they hastened to retrieve the mis- through the intervening years I have had
take, but only in time to place Canada, the moat intimate associations with that gentie-
first-born, the brightest gem in the British man, and I daim to be lere and now in a
Crown, not where she ought to be, at the better position by far than ever was or ever
head of all the other colonies, but away will be the hon. senior member for Halifax
down at the bottom. What a fall was there! to know something o! the motives which
By the action of the government she for- actuate that gentleman ln liscourse tlrough
feited her place of honour at the front. The life. I do not know wlat prompted the hon.
hon. gentleman laid great stress on the fact gentleman to make the unwarranted attack

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE.
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of yesterday unless it be indeed that, being
in some sort somewhat of a classic, he did
not forget the old Roman adage, 'lhe that
would shoot high must aim at the sun,' and
so, from his low level, so much below the
level of the high mark at which he aimed,
he twanged his little bow and sped lis
vemon pointed shaft at his noble quarry, a
man whose fame as a statesman is world-
wide, and who among Canadian statesmen,
how eminent soe'er they may be, is easily
'the noblest Roman of them all.' He towers
So far in mental equipment, statesmanship
and valuable services to Canada during the
course of a long public life above the medi-
ocrities on the government benches, that it
Is little wonder that the lesser lights in the
Liberal firmament have to resort to the
ignoble course of baseless defamation and
calumnious criticism adopted by the senior
member for Halifax. The hon. gentleman
had two principal counts in lis bill of In-
dictment : first, that Sir Charles Tupper's
action in reference to urging the sending of
a contingent to South Africa was prompted
by a desire to make party capital, and,
secondly, that Sir Charles Tupper was and
always had been an abettor and promoter
of racial and religious animosity.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, I did not say that.

lion. Mr. PRIMROSE-Yes, very mueh
that. I am in the sense of the House.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not say any-
thing of that kind. I said that in the pre-
sent instance, in connection with these
contingents, he had been, but I did not
say always.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I accept the ex-
planation willingly. In that case I must
say that I misunderstood the hon. gentle-
man. How utterly baseless and base as
they are baseless these 'allegations are I
shall try to show. In support of his
first allegation he cited the instance of
the sending of 'Sir Charles Tupper's tel-
egram to the Montreal Star. In regard
to that matter he said, and he iterated
and re-iterated the statement, 'I know
ail about this telegram.' Well there
are two ýf us. I know all about this tele-
gram. Perhaps I know more than the hon.
member from Halfax does, because I have
the facts from the gentleman who sent the

telegram. The telegram was sent by Sir
Charles Tupper on the 5th October last.
It reached the hands of the Premier on
the 12th of October. In the interim be-
tween these two dates, Sir Charles Tupper
saw in an issue of the Globe, the date of
which I do not recollect at the moment,
that the Premier of the country had come
to a decision not to sen*a contingent. Then
and not until then did Sir Charles Tup-
per make his telegram public. I quote
now from an Item ln the Ottawa Citizen
of this morning, purporting to give a re-
port of the speech of the Ion. senior mem-
ber for Halifax.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, a nice report.
I hope the hon. gentleman will not consider
that a report off my speech.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Will the hon.
gentleman raise lis objections te It as I go
along.

He charged Sir Charles Tupper with having
sent his despatch offering to support the gov-
ernment to the Montreal ' Star ' before It reached
the Premier.

Is that incorrect ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I said that.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I shall place
before the House circuimstances as they
occurred, as given to me not many hours
ago by Sir Charles Tupper himself, and
the House will decide which is the best
authority. The hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax sald in his remarks that this was 'not
the way gentlemen did.' There are other
cases in which gentlemen do not act exact-
ly as gentlemen should act, and perhaps It
would be well for the hon. gentleman to
take that to heart. The report continues:

On Its being pointed out that the delay wa
due to the telegraph company, Mr. Power said
be knew what he was talking about, and that
the despatches were handed in together.

Here comes the question, now did the
hon. gentleman from Halifax obtain that

information? I make no charge. I desire

to make no imputation of any kind, but

it is clear to an outsider conversant with

business methods, that It could only be
through an operator lin the Halifax office.

I wlsh to say in the first instance the Pre-
mier got this message on the 12th, and on

inquiry within an hour afterwards, the mes-

sage was handed t hilm, and an expla-
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nation was made that some mistake had
occurred in the Halifax office. Again I
refer to the question-how did the hon.
senior member from Halifax get his in-
formation ? To an outsider, and at the same
time a man who knows something of
business principles, it would seem that there
could be but one source, that is the opera-
tor at Halifax, an4 the hon. gentleman
got this information there, that operator
was violating the oath he took when he
gave that information.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think it only fair to
the operator to say that I did not get the
information from him.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I
gentleman will not be so
us where he did get it ?

suppose the hon.
candid as to tell

Hon. Mr. POWER-No.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-That would be too
much to expect. We have two represen-
tatives from Halifax in parliament, the
senior representative from Halifax a Libe-
ral in this House and the senior representa-
tive from Halifax, a Liberal, in the Lower
House. I hold in my hand a report of what
was said by the Liberal representative from
Halifax in the other House and I shall read
It, and hon. gentlemen can make their se-
lection between Dr. Russell and Senator
Power. It is a case of Halifax versus Hali-
fax. The Doctor, at a very large meeting
In Halifax-I rather think It was In con-
nection with the Provincial Exhibition, but
I am not sure-about the 16th or 17th of
January last, expressed himself In this way :

He personally had taken the stand, in private
conversation nearly a year ago at Ottawa, when
the idea of parliament adopting a resolution up-
holding the claims of the Uitlanders for redress
of their grievances that any expression of opinion
of this kind by Canada should be backed up by
a subsldy or a contingent.

It was not thought then that Kruger would
actually go to war, but the unexpected happen-
ed, and the crisis was upon us. He was glad
Canada was unanimous in backing up her loyalty
In a sub3tantial manner. It was the opportunity
and the privilege of the leader of the oppo-
sition-

Not the leader of the government whose
duty it was.

I would to God it had been the privilege
of the leader of the government. Now,
coming to the second count in the
hon. gentleman's Indictment the racial

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE.

and religious cry, how utterly unwar-
ranted such a charge is ! I am amazed
that the hon. the senior member from Hali-
fax, a citizen of the capital of the province
from which he comes, should have
the temerity to make such a charge, being
cognizant as he must have been of
events which transpired in Halifax some-
where about 1857, when the government o!
the province took the stand that Roman
Catholics were to be excluded from posi-
tions in the government. Sir Charles Tup-
per was the man who set his face like a flint
against any such proposition as that. He
was the man who set lis foot down and said
this shal.1 not be. He was the man that
with giant strokes smote the panels and
burst in the lock of the door of exclusion, so
that it lias never swung upon its hinges
since, and there is now ready access to any
position, however high, for Roman Cathollic
and Protestant alike. To-day, we have an ex-
ample of what I mean, an eminent and shin-
ing example of the result of the action of Sir
Charles Tupper in those days, in the able,
the eminently able and cultured gentleman
who graces the gubernatorial chair of Nova
Seotia to-day, Sir Malachi Daly, a Roman
Catholic. The Morning Chronicle, the beloved
of the senior member for Halifax, took the
ground from 1857 to 1859 Inclusive, that no
Roman Catholic should have a seat in the
government. Sir Charles intervened, and
then, as I say, by lis intervention and as a
result of that manly intervention, the way
wa;s opened for Roman Catholics and Pro-
testants alike to the highest offices In the
gift of the goverament to which their abili-
ties would entitle them. This is the man
who to-day is sa-id to be a bigotted abettor
of religious and race prejudice. Another
charge was made against the Conservative
press by the lon. gentleman, which I repu-
diate in toto, that they in their articles have
persistently and constantly advocated the
keeping up of racial and religious animos-
ity in this Canada of ours. If the hon. gen-
tleman wants any samples of that I would
direct him to La Patrie, La Semaine Rel-
gieuse, Le Soleil and other Liberal papers.
He will find in these no scarcity of material
on which to vent his pent up wrath. In
clause No. 3 of the speech we 'find the fol-
lowing reference to the offer of Lord <Strath-
cona :
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In this connection, it is a matter of pride and
gratification to the people of this Dominion that,
in addition to the contingents sent by the gov-
ernment, another Canadian force is being organ-
Ized and despatched at the personal expense of
the High Commissioner of Canada. This gener-
ous and patriotic action upon the part of Lord
Strathcona reflects high honour on him and on
the Dominion he represents.

Ail honour to him for his large hearted
and prineely anunificence and liberality,
which is only giving us some little idea of
the extent of his patriotism. The next
paragraph in the speech says :

I have been instructed to convey to you Her
Majesty's high appreciation of the loyalty and
patriotism thus displayed, which, following the
preference granted under the present tariff to
articlesa of British manufacture, has had the
happiest effect in cementing and intensifying the
cordial relations subsisting between Canada and
the mother country.

What a colHection-what a juxtaposition!
What under heaven has the tariff to do with

the loyalty and patriotism displayed rby Lord
Strathcona? What under heaven had they
to do one with the other? Nothing ln the

world ; but I have this to say about this pre-
ference for which so much is claimed, that
it undoubtedly Is, and is recognlized to be a
tariff much more in the interests of the
United States than it is of Great Britain, as
is abundantly and incontrovertibly proved

by the fact that the trade between the

United States and Canada Is immensely
greater than that between Great Britain

and Canada. I admit that the trade be-
tween Great Britain and Canada hias in-
creased to some extent, but nothillg like in
the same ratio as the trade between the

United States and Canada, showing that
the tariff gives a very decided advantage to
the United States. Next cornes a Delphian
oracle sentence-

A Bill will be submitted for your approval
making provision for the cost of equipping and
paying the Canadian contingents.

What would any hon, gentleman infer
from that? Would you not Infer that the
total expense of the contingent was to be
borne by this Canada of ours ? Ninety-nine
Canadians out of a hundred would 'take
that impression from it. The proposition,
as I understand It, is that the government
Is prepared to make up the difference as be-
tween the Imperial pay and wliat our troops
have been accustomed to get, and so our
poor boys, after ail, go out to ithis war in

which they
maimed for
mercenaries,
tinues:

may lose
life, under
after all.

their lives or be

a C.O.D. stamp-
The speech con-

The measures which have been taken from
time to time to facilitate the safe transportation
of food stuffs to European markets have re.
sulted In a large increase in the exportation of
several Important articles of produce, and it may
become necessary In the Interest of this very
Important branch of Industry to require a more
careful inspection than las been customary for
the purpose of maintaining that high standard of
excellence heretofore secured and which is abso-
lutely indispensable If the people of Canada are
to Increase their large and profitable trade with
other countries in these commodities.

Who Initiated ithat ? This government?
Echo answers who ? No, they did not. It
was Initiated and well under way be'fore
this government came into power at all, and
they have only been following the lines laid
down In regard to this matter, as in many
other matters, fby the previous government.
The next paragraph refers 'to the post office:

I am glad to observe that the returns from
the Post Office Department afford good ground
for believing that the temporary loss of revenue
caused by the great reduction recently made In
letter postage, will speedily be made good by
the increased correspondence consequent thereon.

I should hope so too, but there has been
a reduction in -the revenue of the post office,
that I do not think is very creditable to the
members of this cabinet. I am informed
that the Minister of Agriculture in the
recent election campaign in :Sherbrooke,
sent free through the mails, under the im-
primature of his stamp as Minister of Agri-
culture, quite a cart load of brochures of
campaign literature to promote the interests
of the Liberal party in that econtest, and
again, on a certain occasion -when Sir
Richard Cartwright made what be consi-
dered a very admirable speech, 1 suppose,
In Massey Hall, Toronto, 'he had his speech
by the thousand scattered throughout the
country, and poor Canadians 'have to ibear
the cost yf it. That Is a way of decreasing
the revenue of the post office that I do not
think is very commendable.

Negotiations are now in progress with several
of our sister colonies in the West Indies which
it is hoped may result in increasing and de"
veloping our trade with those islands, and po-
sibly with certain portions of the adjacent COD-
t!nent of South America.

It seems to me that I hear an echo from

a far distance, years behind us, when In
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another House action was taken by the
Conservative government to make this
business connection with the West Indies,
when it was pronounced by the Liberals to
be perfectly ridiculous to look for such dis-
tant connections as that. Canada, we were
told, would never benefit by it. Why not
culitivate and coddle the market of
50,000,000 to the south of us. Now, here are
the same gentlemen claiming as a great
piece of merit that they are cultivating
trade with the West Indies.

I am happy to observe that the number of
settlers who have taken up lands ln Manitoba
and in the North-west Territorles Is larger than
in any previous year, and affords conclusive evi-
dence of the success .which bas attended the
efforts of my government to promote ilmnigra-
tion.

I do not think so at all. I do not think
there is any reason to conclude that this
immigration Is satisfactory to Canada at
large, and it is less so in the immediate
neighbourhood where these people have
settled than in parts of Canada more dis-
tant. There is one thing against which t
think we ought specially to guard in con-
nection with this matter of Immigration,
and that Is rhat we do not fall in to the
same cardinal mistake and error that the
United States government lhave fallen into,
in promoting in their country the immi-
gration of an uneducated and a poor claes
of immigrants, who at no time and under no
circumstances can be of great advantage
to the country in which they settle.

I am pleased to say that our canal system,
connecting the great lakes with the Atlantic sea-
board, has becn completed so as to allow
vessels having a draft of fourteen feet to pass
from the head of Lake Superior ta the sea. The
vigorous and successful prosecution of these
works by my government bas already attracted
the attention of those interested in western
transportation, and there are good grounds for
the hope that, when the necessary facilities for
the quick and Inexpensive handling of ocean
trafflo are provided, and which are now ln pro-
gress, Canadian ports will control a much larger
share of the traffle of the west.

We have struck something new, lt would
appear. One would imagine, to read that
clause, that we had stumbled upon some new
enterprise, whereas we are well aware that
this maitter was under the management of
the previous government, and was well un-
der way, and that 'the present government
have merely followed in their footsteps ln
completing the work their predecessors bad
begun.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROS3.

Then, we come to the last paragraph, the
allusion to the taking of the next decennial
census, and in conjunction with that, the
better arrangement of the electoral dis-
tricts I hardly know what it means, or
what it implies, but it seems to me a curi-
ous conjunction of two Ideas-that taking
of the next decennial census and a measure
for the better arrangement of the electoral
districts almost immediately before tthe
census is taken I do not see why there is
any necessity for rearranging the constitu-
encies, w'hen the next general census Is s0
very near at hand. The subject to which all
others in the speech are subordinate, and
justly so, Is that of the war la Africa, a
war forced upon Great Britain by the cir-
cumstances, a war to do away with and
abolish the wretchedly cruel slavery of the
native races at the hands of ithe Boers, a
war to place British subjects on a footing
of equality with others, not in the condi-
tion in whieh they were when this war was
initiated, deprived of the rights and privi-
leges of free men, denied representation
and taxed for the principal part of the re-
venues of the country. We all know that
the Uitlanders are very much more numer-
ous than are the Boers. We all know th.t
dhe contributions of the Boers have been
infinitesimal in comparison with the con-
tributions of the Uitlanders to the revenue,
and yet they, being Bri'tlsh subjects, have
been deprived of representation. The abso-
lute necessi.ty that was laid upon Great
Britain to enter upon this war strictly in
lier own interest must be evideut, 'I think,
to every one. I say it was an alibsolute ne-
cessity that Great Britain slould hold
South Africa, l the light of the positioln
vhich Soujlh Africa occupies, being a half-

way house between Greaët Britain and lier
Indian possessions ; so that, in that light,
it would never have done to have allowed
the Boers to control the affairs of that
country. in time, let us hope for the

esítablislment of a goverliment modelled
upon the plan of the British government,
under whose benigu sway every man eau
sit under his own vine and fig-tree, none
dlaring to make him afraid, where every

citizen will enjoy all the privileges and
immînunities possessed by the residents of
the British Islands theinselves ; and, atter
a few years' experience of tItat position, I
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an sanguine enougli to hope that even the India, Australasia and Canada. Let its
Boers themselves will after realizing wlhat enemies predict as they please, the decad-
It is to enjoy the privileges of British citi- ence aid fall of the British Empire, never
zens, be even willing to risk life and limlb 'I its history did it present to the world
ln the defence of that glorious flag which so grand a spectacle of Imperial unity and
has doue so mnucl for the world ln the days strength, on land and sea, as it does at
that are gone, whicli, in whatever part OÎf the present hour. The best and noblest
the world the breezes of Heaven kiss its blaod of the natio is being freely spilled
glorious folds, is the enblein and the fore- in the cause of liberty and civilizatian in a
runner of Christianity, civilization and coml- war forced upon it by injustice, tyranny
merce. and barbarism. It must not be forgotten,

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I seldom take part that England is net the aggressor in this
in the debate on the address ln reply to wicked war, but that she lias been insalt-
the speech from the Throne, and al-though ingly challenged to the conflict, and that
on the present occasion subjects of ain ex- her pawer and prestige are involved l the
ceptional character claim the attention 0f issue. Jealous of her proud position, it eau-
the parliament of Canada, I would follOw "Y not be denied that mnayy of the nations of
usual course, and await the submissioni to Europe, whose liberties sUe lias sa often
-the Senate of the subjects referred to l11 fouglit for and presprved, are exultig taday
Ris Excellency's speech ta express My oplI- aver auy reverse sie suffers nl 'var or lh
ion regarding tiiem, were it naL for the ut- diplornacy, throughaut lier world-wide do-
tack of tUe bon. uiember from Halifax 011 Minions. There, therefore, neer was a
the distinguished leader of the Opposition, time when it m anre ehooved the great col-
an attack, as my han. frIend froii Pictoln onies he bas planted I sht he îniseres,
bas said, alike -bit-ter, uncaled fa, and and urtured and protected la teir infancy
devoid r f 'trutth. But as the n . gente- ta show their gratitude for past a e and
man Las brought me to my feet I feel In- kindness, as well as their appreci'ation of
clined to contribute some general remarks the free institutions besc'wed unon thei,
to the discussion. without distinction of race or creed or col-

The year ttiatt lias just closed bas wit- aur under the gloriaus folds of the British
nessed a new depaiture-a new era in the fiag-the symbol. as lias beeu tmuly said, of
history of this Dominion, which, wliatever Justice and liberty la every quarter of the
may be their serlous aspects, must be view- globe in whlcli it ftutte's to the breeze.
ed with feelings of grattification and pride This spirit of Imperiai Justice and liberty
by every loyal and right-thinking Cana- las nawhere been mare canspicuaus that
dian. We have seen Our country assume i LUis Great Dominion, where we enjoy
the position of au ally of the motherland i ie iuost ubsolute self-government consist-
on the battle field-realizing the vision Of cnt wilî aur allegiauce ta tUe Crown nd
the fathers of confederation of a united we ail feit praud of the promiacut position
empire in war -as well as lu peace, and pre- of Canada lu the cclebratlou of the Queen's
senting to the world an object-lesson, which Jubilce as the premier depeudeucy of the

bas been contemplated, even by the enemies empire lu ail the elemeuts af colonial
of Britain, with surprise and admiration. streugtlî and greatuess. However much we
Whatever, I repeat, may be the sad features nay and do deplore the reverses so far sus-
of the bloody struggle lu South Africa, no taiued by the British forces lu South Africa,
one can doubt that lt has proved the most the blood of tUe heroes wlîo have met nu
potent factor of modern tiies in promoting uîîtiiîuŽiy grave lu the cause of the empire
the unity and future federation of the Bri- wiii oniy stimlate the courage a! the na-
tish Empire. There could be no better hon to pursue udaunted the butter struggle
proof of -the justice, freedom and happiness a stieressfun temilation. But One feel-
of Biltisht rule, wierever its enlightened iug uîust animaLe Bnitas lu every quarter
methods prevail, than the spontaneous offers of the empire, aud Canada. will dO iLs duty
of assistance to the empire, in the hour of aid vundicite its affection and loyaltY lu
need and peril-as exemplified in the wave this great emergeucy, however bampered
of loyalty and patriotismtl that has swept she may be by sînîster and unPatrotc iu-
tyle outlying partions of te enipir--naotaioly, iiuences wthee they sould least e expected

Z>gtesmol shsbe tuysio
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to exist. The patriotie ardour of our peo-
ple cannot be trammelled by the haif-
liearted language of 'permission' to our
volunteers to enlist as soldiers of our gra-
cious Queen, lu the defence of the honour
and integrity of the empire.

Under all the circuistances-to use the
mildest language-it was very regrettable-
it was even very exasperating, that wien
the occasion presented itself of proving by
our acis our loyalty to the motherland,
Canada did not take the lead, which was
her place in the bour of danger as it
vas in the procession of honour, and set

an examle to the other colonies by offering
ail the assistance, both in men and money.
that ber means and resources would justify.
But if this was not done-and we know it
was not done-it wvas not the fault of the
people of Canada. The loyalty of the people
of Canada was unmistakably exhibited from
the beginning of the Transvaal difficulty
it had found emphat'le expression in both
Houses of parliament, and Canadians every
where were clamouring to go to the assist-
ance of the empire in South Africa. Wlose
then was the failt-whose the delinquency,
at that critical moment ? Chiefly-I ai
sorry to say-but the facts are undeniable-
they are matters of record that can not be
blottecd out-the fault-the delinquency-the
recreancy to his high trust and duty, rest-
ed on the Prime Minister of Canada-over-
loaded thougli lie was with the honours of
his Sovereign, through the accident of office
dishonestly obtained ; drilled or inspired-
if lie needed any drilling or inspiration in
that direction. which I doublt-by the dis-
tinguished statesman, who is so well known
as the Tory master of a Liberal administra-
tion-a gentleman who I perceive has lately
becone almost as exhuberant in his profes-
sions of loyalty as lie was very recently in
his tirades of disaffection and liostility, in
the vain endeavour. as at Toronto, to allay
public indignation at his previous unpatria-
tic, If not seditious utterances.

The refusai of the premier in the begin-
ning to respond to the wishes of the people-
bis evident intention not to send any assis-
tance to the Imperial forces in South Africa,
on the pretext that Canada had no quarrel
with the Boers ; that lie lad no legal author-
ity to do so ; that he could not, and wouild
not, take a dollar from the public treasury
for such a purpose, supplemented by the

Hon. Mr. MILLER.

hostile stand taken by the Minister of Pu-
blie Works, with the object of exciting racial
antagonisin. aroused all loyal Canadiaus, and
both these high functionaries saw the 'wis-
dom of averting the gathering storni that
threatened to sweep them to their doom. In
thorougi liarrmony with their inconsistency
on nearly all grave ques-tions of public po-
licy, they clanged their tacties, and called
for volunteers for the Transvaal-or, in Sir
Wilfrid Laurier's own words, they ' permit-
ted ' volunteers for enlistment in the Brl-
tish army in South Africa. But Mr. Tarte
boasted that the Order in Council calling
for volunteers contained a declaration that
the ation of the cabinet was not to be taken
as a precedent, and that not one dollar of
Canadian money was to be spent in main-
taining them at the seat of war.

We miust ail blush to think that such au
Order in Council will reinain forever among
the archives of he Dominlion-an indelibile
disgrace to Canada.

The government and its friends talk as If
the attitude of the Prime Minister and the
Minister of Publie Works was due to their
apprehension of constitutional d-itticulties
that stood In their way, and not to any hos-
tility to the patriotie wave that was
passing over every part of the Queen's
dominions. and whicli frightened them into
a sense of their duty. The excuse of being
tunable to use the public funds without the
sanction of parliament has well been called
a quibble, for the sanie inen did not lesi-
tate, as one of their first acts as a govern-
maent, to draw large sums from the trea-
sury. , with only questionable justification of
their action. If ever there was an unforseen
emergency-when they could rely on the
approval of parliament for putting their
hands as deeply as they pleased into the
pockets of the people-,an emergency clearly
within the scope and mneaning of our con-
stitutional practice-this was certainly such
an unforseen emergency, in which our ho-
nour, and loyalty, and patriotism were ail
involved. They had uothing to fear, and they
kniew it, from the people of Canada to pre-
vent lhem from doing their simple and ma-
nifest duty. Their unpardonable hesitation
and their wortlhless excuses at the critical
moment spoke stronger than words that the
pulse of the governnent did not beat in uni-
son with the great part of the people, and
the thouglit of their delinquency-their evi-
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dent design to check popular entliusiasm, is accurate recollection of the stirring scenes
uow the night-mare of the Liberal party. and incidents of political life in my native

We iust all be proud that when the loyal 1 province during the last half century than
people of the Dominion were 'permitted ' le perhaps eau personally remember, al-
by their rulers to volunteer for service un- though, as a diligent student of history, I
der the flag of the empire In South Africa, amn aware lie is very well informed.
more brave Canadians than could be accept- With regard to any charges of racial or
ed readily offered their services, and if a religious bigotry or intolerance, wherever
dozen contingents had been asked for, in- made against Sir Charles Tupper, I am in
stead of one or two, the patriotism of our a position to say that such charges are des-
people, it was clear, would prove equal tO titute of the slightest foundation in truth.
the demand. That the sturdy men we bave No public uan ln this country to-day has
sent to the seat of war will do honour to a prouder record for liberality and broad-
themselves and their country, we all have mindedness, no man who has figured in the
the most unbounded confidence. public life of Canada during the last half

Althougli events in South Africa have 'lot. century bas been less open to the charge of
so far, afforded us much reason for rejice- religions bigotry or racial prejudice than the
Ing-but Indeed quite contrary-there cau venerable leader of the opposition. His voice
be no doubt that a change will in due course has always been for equal rights to all clas-
of time take place for the better ; and thalt ses and creeds, and favouritism to noue, and
victory in the end will perch on the banners if there is a phase of bis political career to
of the empire, we all firmly believe. Eng- 1 which lie eau look back with unailoyed pride
land's struggle is in a just cause ; she is and pleasure, this is that feature of it. Sir
figliting-in a fight, it must never lie for- Charles Tupper entered public life lu Nova
gotten-for equal riglits to all, against 1 Scotia about the year 1854. In 1857 a dispute
cruel and barbarous tyranny, which should 'arose which separated the Roman Cathoiles
iot be allowed any longer to retard the ci- of that province from the Liberal party and
vilization and enliglitenment of some of the drove theni into the ranks Of the Conserva-
most valuable regions of the dark contineut tive opposition. Immediately a cry of pros-
--wlere white men and black men are now cription was started against them by the
alike victins of Boer oppression and cruelty. Liberal party and their organs. That un-

I do not think it necessary to go further scrupulous organ of the Liberal party to-
Into details or quote dates and public papers day in Nova Scotia, the Halifax Chronicle,
lu order to substantiate my assertions, be- then edited and owned by Mr. William An-
cause I know these figures and documents nand, a tlioroughpaced bigot and proscrip-
are amia to hou gentlemen as they tionist, teemed with the vilest abuse of Ro-
are to myself. and I do not wish to weary mnan Catholics and their religion. A 'no
the Hiouse by reading thiem. popery' howl was started througliout the

I said in mny opening remarks that I wouid province, which raged for years. That fouil
bave followed my usuai course, and not cry brouglit the Liberal party back to power
have spoken in this debate, as I consider it In 1859, with a very slim majority. The Li-
more in accordance with British practice beral organ declared that it would be a long
that the various subjects in the speech from day before any Roman Catholic would again
the Throne should be discussed as they are occupy a seat in the government of Nova
presented to the Senate, with full inform- Scotia. I myself, then a law student, was
ation, during the session of parliament. I present in one of the outlying districts of
admit there are times when a contrary Halifax County at the departmental election
course is quite justifiable. of Annand as Financial Secretary, and I

Had it not been for the unwarranted at- beard him on that occasion, before a purely
tack of the bon. member from Halifax yes- Protestant audience chiefiy composed of
terday on the distinguisbed leader of the illiterate farmers, declare that he hoped
great Conservative party in this country, I never a gain to see a Papist pollute a seat
would have maintained ny customary si- at the conucil board of Nova Secytia.
lence. I am, I regret to say, au older man i These were the sentiments of the Liberal

than the hon. senior member from Halifax, party at that time shortly after Sir Charles

and have f ro-x experience a more full and Tupper appeared In the political arena, and
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with a courage, ability, eloquence and ener-
gy that have alvays distinguished him, bat-
tled against those principles of proscription;
he crushed the head of the viper of reli-
gious bigotry and intolerance under his feet,
and carried the elections of 1863 with au i-ii-
mense majority. It was due to the lierculean
efforts of the young, able and brilliant poli-
tician at that nemorable period that reli-
glous proscription received its deathblow in
Nova Scotia forever. Up to that time, the
respected father of the member froni Hali-
fax, whom I well knew, and of wlhoii I
would only speak with sentiments of tie
highest esteem for his memory, was a
staunch and influential supporter of the
Liberal party, but lie then forsook his
political associates and becaine a supporter
of Dr. Tupper, whom lie followed for the
next ten years when the question of confe-
deration in 1865 broke up all the old party
affiliations in that province. During the pe-
riod of the 'no popery' howl the Halifax
Cironicle teened with the foulest abuse or
the clergy and the rites of the Churcl of
Rome, and everything that its adherents held
dear. I say, and I know whereof I speak, it
was the ability of Sir Charles Tupper, who
was usually then alluded to in the Chronicle
as the hero of the 'red stockings ' govern-
ment, In insulting connection with the foot-
gear of certain dignitaries of the Roman
Catholle Church, that frustrated the Liberal
campaign of religlous intoecrance and sectar-
lan strife, and the effect of it is visible to
this day.

But beyond all this, the public career of
Sir Charles Tupper is full of incidents of
liberality and justice towards Roman Catlh-
olies. Perhaps there was no man in Canada,
when we omit the names of Sir John Mac-
donald and Sir George Cartier, who was bet-
ter entitled to a seat in the first cabinet
of the Dominion than Sir Charles Tup-
per. Why was lie not there ? He was
not there because of racial troubles and
diffleulties, for which lie was not re-
sponsible, but to appease which he volun-
tarily sacrificed his great claims. In order
to overcome this racial and religions ditl-
culty, he, one of the most prominent men
in Canada in connection with the passage
of confederation, sacrificed himself that
an Irishman and a Catholic, as repre-
sentative of the Irish race and Catholle
body, should get a seat In the first cabi-

Hon. Mr. MILLER.

net of the Dominion. It was an instance of
the greatest niagnanimity, when it is re-
menbered that the gen4leman for whom he
gave way had personally no great claim to
the position to which lie was appointed, but
vas simply a very respectable Irish Roman
Catholic-the late Sir Edward Kenny. I re-
peat, that if there is a man in this country
whose record will bear inspection in connec-
tion with racial and religions questions that
person is Sir Charles Tupper, and it is only
fair and manly that this record should stand
hii iiin good stad when lie is slandered and
misrepresented by his opponents at the pre-
sent time. But the last man in Canada to
trump up against him a charge of religious
bigotry or racial prejudice should be an Irish
Roman Catholic, or the son of an Irish Ro-
man Catholie.

What has been the history of Sir Charles
Tupper as an influential Conservative states-
man since confederation, as weli as the bis-
tory of the Liberal-Conservative party in
Canada, in regard to racial and religions
questions in this Dominion ? Need I remind
hon. gentlemen that the Liberal-Conserva-
tive party, all the time they held power in
this country, with the consent and approval,
and often at the instance of the present
leader of the opposition, ga.e due repre-
sentation to the Roman Cathollc min-
ority in the maritime provinces in the
Dominion cabinet. The Hon. Hugh Mac-
donald followed Sir Edward Kenny,
and the Hon. John Costigan and Sir
John Thompson followed Mr. Macdon-
ald, recognizing that that minority was
entitled to representation in the government
of Canada. What has been the conduct of
the Liberal party at any time they have
held power during the last thirty years?
When the Hon. Mr. Mackenzie formed his
cabinet, in 1874, lie gave five seats to the
maritime provinces, but no Roman Catholic
occupied one of them. When the Hon. Mr.
Laurier came to power, he gave four port-
folios to the Atlantic provinces, but no
thought had lie of giving representation te
the powerful Roman Cathollc minority-
fully one-third of the population of these
provinces, nor has he done se to this day.
The Protestant minorIty of Quebec is rela-
tively to numbers much less entitled to re-
presentation In the cabinet, but what Prime
Minister would think of Ignoring it In the
formation of an administration? Let us sup-
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pose that the Protestant minority of Quebec
was fully one-third of the population*of that
province, and any. party had attempted to
form a government without giving it repre-
sentation, how long would any such govern-
ment exist?

More than all this, no Roman Catholie
ever sat on the judicial bench in the mari-
time provinces, until the Liberal-Conserva-
tive party, then largely guided by Sir
Charles Tupper, placed the lamented Judge
McDonald on the Supreme Court bench of
Nova Scotia. Subsequently the Conserva-
tive party placed Sir John Thompson and
Judge Meagher on the same bench. lu
Prince Edward Island, never did a Roman
Catholie sit on the Supreme Court Beach
until the present able and accomplished
Chief Justice was elevated to that position
by a Conservative government. In New
Brunswick, no Roman Catholie OcCuPied- a
seat on the Supreine Court Bench iuntil the
worthy Judge Landry--a French Acadian-
was elevated to that position by a Conser-
vative administration. There was no miore
potent factor in securing these acts of jus-
tice than Sir Charles Tupper. He led the
way and showed what ouglt to be doue in
Nova Scotia and the provinces of New
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island fol-
lowed suit. During the Mackenzie regime,
seven county court judges lad to be ap-
pointed in the province of Nova Scotia ;
there was not a Catholic among them, and
not until a vacancy occurred in the Antigon-
ish district, vas a Roman Catholic appointed
to a county court judgeship-and then by a
Conservative government. It is truc, the
position was offered to one or two men
whom they had no reason to suppose would
accept it, but there were plenty of others to
whom they could have given the coveted

be truthfully affirmed. There is my hon.
friend from Halifax-a man of undoubted
ability, experience and services to lis party.
There are, besides, two able professional
men from the two great Catholic counties
of Antigonish and Inverness-Mr. McIsaac
and Dr. McLellan-who, in respect to ability
and education, are as well fitted for cabinet
rank as some who hold seats in the govern-
ment of to-day. If the same sense of justice
and liberality animated Sir Wilfrid Laurier
as actuated Sir Charles Tupper, when lie
was in power, some one of the gentlemen
I have named would now hold a seat ln the
government of Canada.

I do not stand here as the champion of
Roman Catholie rights ln the provinces of
the east. I make no pretensions to such a
Position-in fact, it is proper, perhaps, that
I should disclaim any such pretensions to-
day-but I am giving utterance now only to
sentiments that might be freely expressed
by any liberal-minded Protestant. It is per-
haps unfortunate that racial, religious or
sectional distinctions have to be taken Into
consideration in the formation of govern-
ments in this country, but until we have
outgrown our present prejudices and the
narrow ideas of our national infancy, this
must be done. It is the condition of our terni
of tutelage as a nation that we cannot ignore
just yet these distinctions ; but I trust the
day is approaching when we will be able to
do so, without destroying the harmony that
should prevail among all classes and all
sections.

I did not intend to occupy the time of the
House as long as I have done. I do not
Purpose to go over the different subjects ln
the speech, which have already been so ably
discussed from the opposition benches by
the hon. senators who ha~ve nioéhl

office, if they lad been actuated by motives Thc prosperity of the country is admntted
of justice and gratitude to their party fol- it is a source of pleasure to every one of us.
lowers. We know the cause of it, at least ln a great

With regard to te cabinet, I do not kiîow ýdegree, is that the hon. gentlemen who noW
whether the hon. member from Halifax is hold the reins of power did not fulfil the
satisfied with the want of representation of
his co-religionists since the advent to power
of Sir WilfrId Laurier, but I have reason
to think that lie is anythIng but happy or
contented. Is it, then, due to want of cabi-
net timber among the minority in the lower
provinces that it has no representative in
the Laurier cabinet? Surely, that canuot

pledges they made to the people by abolish-
ing the protective policy of their predeces-

1 sors, and that, with a few trifling amend-
ments, they have left the tariff of the Con-
servative party nearly as they found it
when Sir Charles Tupper went out of power
in 1896. During the period of the Mac-
kenzie regime the present Minister of Trade
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and Commerce used to freely say that gov-
ernments could do nothing to promote the
prosperity of the people-that the then gov-
ernment was nothing more than 'a tly on
the wheel' in that connection, and this
is pretty much what the Liberal govern-
ment is to-day, only a worse sort of fly.
I think it eau be safely said, however,
that there never was in any British colony
with representative institutions a govern-
ment that made such pledges on ail ques-
tions, and afterwards proved themselves so
faithless in the performance of their pro-
mises, as the party now in power in this
Dominion. And they also have done so
many things that they promised they would
not do. What could be a more striking In-
stance In point than that referred to by
my hon. friend from Marsfield with re-
gard to the appointment to office of mem-
bers of the House of Commons ? What
could bp more indecent than the inconsis-
teniey of the government on that question ?
It has simply been a scandai, the scramble
for office ln the popular branch since the
present goverument came into power. Rest
assured, the electors of this country have
taken stock of ail these things. I could
keep the Senate in session till midnight, if
I could depend on its patience, enumerat-
ing the promises the government have made
and broken, as well as the general incon-
sistencies and tergiversations that have
marked their advent to power. I have
reason to believe that the government in-
tended to go to the country lu January, but
they realized that if they did so, they would
be swept from power. They know that the
electorate is simply waiting-that the
people of Canada are impatiently waiting
-for the opportunity to say to the govern-
ment, as Cromwell said to the Long Parlia-
ment : 'Get you gone ; give place to better
men ; the Lord lias done with you.'

Hon. Mr. DEV ER-After the oratory to
which we have listened it may be regarded
as presumrption on my part to make a few
remarks. But before doing so I wish the
Senate to understand that I stand here as
a friend of the Hon. Sir Charles Tupper,
and I look on Sir Charles Tupper as my
friend, an old acquaintance who did many
things for me and some of my family that
bind me to him for perhaps the balance of
his life. That is as a social citizen of
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Canada, but when I come to speak of Sir
Charles Tupper in the position he has held
since he assumed the leadership of the
Conservative party, then I take issue with
him as a politician and statesman. I have
no intention to say that Sir Charles Tupper
is a bigot ; on the contrary, I believe he is
a liberal-minded man. He is a gentleman,
and a gentleman you will never find to be a
religious bigot. I was much pleased with
the speech of the gentleman who moved
and seconded this address. They spoke in
the most kindly spirit without accusing
any one of disloyalty. Such accusations
are, in my opinion, very harsh and uncalled
for in this Canada of ours, because all
classes are loyal in Canada. My experience
leads me to believe that there is not enough
disloyalty in Canada to kill a mouse. Al
parties have a voice in the government of
the country and they have an interest in the
government of the country, and why should
they be disloyal ? The thing is so absurd
that I am surprised that men who profess
to be statesmen should undertake to raise
such an issue.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Who has
raised it ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The Conservative party
lias raised it. I ask this House and this
country If they can find a single word
ln the Liberal newspapers of Canada that
is calculated to excite bigotry or racial feel-
ing. Is it so with the Conservative press ?
Is there a Conservative paper that Is not
issuing forth in the most unblushing man-
ner almost every day something offensive
and intended to excite race bigotry ? I do
not wish to say anything that might at-
tach it to Sir Charles Tupper. I believe
anything that has been imputed to hlm by
those papers as emanating from him, has
been in mistake, because those who know
him best will not accuse him of religious
bigotry. It is well-known that loyalty is
like religion, it comes by conviction, not by
coercion. Why should parties in this coun-
try be coerced to speak and act as certain
classes speak and act ? Under the British
system of government it is well-known that
freedom of speech and freedom of discus-
sion are looked on as almost a religious duty.
I am very much displeased to see a certain
class of men strain every nerve for poli-
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tical purposes, to brand their opponents in their loud talk. I do not hope that we
with disloyalty and other crimes in this Do- debate our subjects for the benefit of the
minion at present. This may succeed for a country and do to others as we would have
time, but it is poor statesmanship in a others do to us. This calling of hard
country like ours where we desire our people naines generates hatred that true patriots
to remain and encourage others to cone shudder at, because they believe that a
amongst us. There is another considera- house, or a country divided against itself
tion it is well to bear in mind, and that is, will come to grief. We want no hatred In
that under British law, where freedom of this Dominion. We want to be a united
speech and discussion . is authorized, cer- people, to feel that we are all Canadians,
tain men claim all this freedom for them- true to our flag and true to our country,
selves and attempt to dictate to others and whilst those hatreds are fostered for
what they shall say and think in discussing political purposes we will never have that
public questions. Is this not true ? Do true loyalty and confidence In our future
we not find that certain parties in the pre- that people in this new country should have
sent cabinet are assailed and pronounced and will have if we are only guided by such
disloyal because they happen to have indi- statesmen as will put their foot down on
vidual opinions upon political questions? such meanness-because, after ail, if there
Why should not men have that liberty in is anything mean it is exciting religlous
this country that the British governiment bigotry. Gentlemen who are educated never
give to all their subjects, freedom of opin- think of exciting bigotry ; it is only a class
ion and the right to public discussion ? We i of men whom I might call an inferior class
may differ in opinion on details and still i-men who pander to societies and little
unite on one grand object, and in this case cliques. Our present government is a dif-
It is to support the mother country in lier ferent class of men. I say that a certain
difficulties. It has been claimed by some gentleman iaboured to make it appear that
that the government did not act promptly Catholics are not represented. I do not
in offering assistance in sending a contin-d
gent. In St. John I think we were to the peak for any church or denomination, but
front as soon as there was a declaration know that if the Catholics feit aggrieved,
of war against Britain. Our mayor called 1 would have heard it. 1 neyer heard a
a meeting of citizens at which all rallied complaining voice. I believe, on the con-
and a contribution was made and a gua- trary, the Cathollcs are well pleased. They
rantee given to our first contingent, that are not unreasonable. It does not follow
for six months-because at that time we
thought the war was going to be a picnic,
and that no serious fighting would take
place and that our men would be back in
six months-we guaranteed that each one of
them should receive fifty cents a day. That
is what we did as citizens. I mention this
to show that there Is loyalty everywhere
In this country. All our people are loyal.
I do not think it is fair to accuse any one of
disloyalty. It is comtemptible to raise such
a cry against an opponent that you are unfit
to meet in any other way, thus forgetting
what a gerat authority once said of sucI
cheap loyalty. ' Loyalty ! loyalty !' he sald,
' the last refuge of political scoundrels.'
Try those men and where Is their loyalty.
I know many of them have been running
round the country with this loyalty cry
in their mouths, but they would not enlist
to go to the front. Their loyalty consists

that because a few demagogues who want
positions are dissatisfied, that the rest of
the Catholies are.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Does the hon. gentle-
man refer to himself ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I do not want a posi-
tion in the cabinet. If I had desired such a
position, I could have gone into my hon.
friend's cabinet. Let us put down bigotry
and all these petty means of obtaining
notoriety among classes, and let us pull to-
gether. There is plenty of room In Canada
for everybody, except for the disturbers of
the peace, and these are not wanted In Can-
ada, nor in any other country, in the light
of our present civilization. With reference
to the trade and business of the country, It
is hard to please some gentlemen who seem
to think that they ought te own the coun-
try and drive everybody else out Of It,
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only their puppets and those who think and
speak as they think and speak. These gen-
tlemen declare that all prosperity was cre-
ated by them.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-By whom ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-By the hon. gentle-
man's party and their policy ; and yet they
were always floundering in deficits when
they were in office.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-To whom does the
hon. gentleman refer ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The hon. gentleman
and his associatés. They were always
floundering in deficits of three or four mil-
lions, and now their cry is that the duties
are higher, although the government lias
largely taken off the duty on raw material.
They say the manufacturers are the only
persons who receive the benefit, and that
prices are higher, instead of lower, af ter
the duty is taken off the raw material.
That is not very logical. They conceal the
fact that prices of goods have advanced
from 10 to 40 per cent in England and the
United States, especially cordage, iron, &c.,
whilst business of all descriptions is boom.
ing in Canada. May I not say, with a large
measure of gratitude, that much of the lat-
ter is caused by our wise government,
which is looked upon by the people as being
anxious for the peace and prosperity of all
classes in Canada ? I make this statement
In contrast with the declarations I have
heard so often, that this government have
done nothing since they came into power.
I answer: Have they not finished the
canals ? Have they not extended the In-
tercolonial Railway into Montreal ? Have
they not built elevators for grain at
Halifax ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-And at St. John?
And have they not bulIt public improve-
ments, and have they not placed Montreai
to-day on the highway of becoming a great
competitor with New York ?

the estimation of the world, as a rising
nation, not a petty province, such as it had
been under a form of government which
recognized no higher pollcy than that of
putting people against each other lu every
section of the country.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Does the hon. gen-
tieman refer to the Mackenzie government ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-We have the hon.
gentlemen in the right place now, and we
will keep them there.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentle-
man's place would be better on the other
side.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Another hon. gentle-
man had the audacity to say that the gov-
ernment were very slow In sending the con-
tingent. I say that good statesmen should
proceed cautiously in such a matter. The
people can see plainly that, instead of being
a despotic government, taking the people
by the throat and compelling them to do
things without due consideration, they did
as statesmen should do, and waited until
they saw that the country was ripe for the
sending of a contingent to South Africa.
They also waited with patience, notwith-
standing the taunts, and I mlght say, im-
pertinence, of their enemies, until they were
apprised by the mother country of the
proper time and condition under which that
contingent should be sent, and when they
did act, they had a full knowledge of all the
surrounding circumstances, and they had
the country at their back, there being a
general feeling of loyalty all over this coun-
try, so that they had the country to sustain
them in this action, which they had not a
legal right to take, from the best informa-
tion I can get. They felt they had the
confidence of the country, and, as states-
men, they carried the will of the people
into execution. This is the trouble now
witl hon. gentlemen on the other side of
the House. They are sorry that the gov-
ernment did not make a great mistake, and
sorry that they did not act as despots, and

.L1ion. £ivir. . ae LÀatauuiere take the people by the throat, doing what-

ever they elected to do because they felt
Hon. Mr. DEVER--That Is a bitter pili that they were a government and that no-

for some hon. gentlemen. The fact is that body dare oppose them afterwards. The
the government have done everything that f act is that they did the right thing, and
men could do, and have placed Canada, In sent the contingent at the proper time. It

Hon. Mr. DEVER.
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is my opinion that the country Is satisfied,
and my hon. friends know it. They may
hark, and bark, -and talk, but the fact now
Is that they are left behind.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-We have had several
declarations in this House. Some ion. gen-
tlemen took the trouble of speaking very
smoothly and kindly, apparently, suggest-
ing that they were the last people in the
world to have the slightest racial feeling.
As a senator, I must accept that statement.
I am sorry to see this, though ; notwith-
standing that declaration in this House,
they have not shut down their newspapers.
We know very well that the newspapers
would not continue to publish such rubbish
If they had not an audience that were satis-
fied with their editorials. They are not at
all disposed to avail themselves of religlous
or sectional feeling, which seems very fair,
but it would be only reasonable to expect
that they should let their leaders know this.
It is well known that two members of the
government are being assailed almost daily.
And for what reason ? Would they dare
attack other members of the government ?
Mr. Tarte is made the scapegoat.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY--And what about Mr.
Fitzpatrick ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Mr. Tarte is attack-
ed because he is a Frenchman.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-No, but
because he was unwilling and very slow in
acting. That is the reason.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-What else should le
be but a Frenchman ? Could he call him-
self a Scotchman ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I hope
not.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-We have two or three
Scotchmen, but we have no cause te look
UPOn them as disloyal, because they class
themselves as Scotchmen. Mr. Tarte Is
net a Dutchman. It would be a falsehood
for him te state that le was an English-
man. The whole British element Is compos-
ed of aggregations of nationalities. We
have Irish, Scotch and English. We have
India now, and we are going to have South

6

Africa. But that does not disqualifY these
different nationalities from being loyal men.
Why should It disqualify Mr. Tarte ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He ls not disquali-
fied.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It I all very well to
talk, but I do not thlnk there Is any par-
ticular hatred of Mr. Tarte. They think
Mr. Tarte ls unpopular, and that by assail-
ing him they are going to Injure this gov-
ernment. They can not do that. This gov-
ernment stands too well with the people
of this country.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The injury is made
by Mr. Tarte himself.

Hoin. Mr. DEVER-They say that Mr.
Tarte is not all that Canada might expect.
For my part, I do not know much about
Mr. Tarte.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-We can see that.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Better
leave him alone.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is no sign that le
Is not an honourable man, because the lion.
gentleman from Montmagny Is opposed to
him, and even if all that is said against Mr.
Tarte Is correct, does anybody think that
Sir Richard Cartwright, the Minister of Fi-
nance, the Postmaster General, our leaders
In this House and the Hon. Mr. Blair would
sit in a cabinet with a man notorlously dis-
loyal, a man who was bulldozing other mem-
bers of the cabinet into his views and meth-
ods ?

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-He is a Scotch-
man.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I have no objection to
Scotchmen. I look upon these attacks as
an effort to Injure the cabinet-a cabinet
which has the confidence of the country,
because the country believes they are hon-
est men, anxious to promote the well-being
of people of all classes, without distinction
of creed. Therefore, I think it behooves
every man who looks upon our ministers as
men of that class, not to allow false ac-
cusations to go abroad, but to put their veto
on thpm, and to denounce the men who are
making the accusations. I felt It was my
duty to express my views on this occasion.
I am aware that senators have probably
made up their minds, and what I have said
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may not amount to much, but it is better
that we should let the country know that
certain parties who raise these racial feel-
ings are not liked, and are not going to run
this country.

Hon. Mr. KERR moved the adjournment
of the debate.

The motion
adjourned.

was agreed to and the Senate

THE SENATE.

Ottawca, February 9, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERS.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (A) ' An Act for the relief of Edwin
James Cox.'-(Mr. Lougheed).

AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION POSTPONED.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved :

That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it do
stand adjourned until the 27th instant at eight
o'clock in the evening.

He said : It did not occur to me that the
Wednesday following the day on which we

would meet after this adjournment is Ash

Wednesday, and therefore a legal holiday.
With the consent of the House I would ask

to be permitted to substitute Thursday the

first day of March for the date mentioned
in my motion and we could meet at three

o'clock. The only time we will lose will be

Tuesday evening after eight o'clock.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-It appears to i.e
that it is premature to pass a resolution on
this question before the reply to the speech
from the Throne is disposed of, and the gov-
ernment are taking upon themselves rather
an arbitrary proceeding in dictating to the

House how long the debate shall continue.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Of course there would

not be an adjournment until the debate was
concluded.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-According to this
motion the Senate must adjourn, if the mo-

Hon. Mr. DEVER.

tion is carried, to meet in three weeks time,
and that in my opinion is dictating to this
House that we shall not proceed with the
discussion of the speech froni the Throne
later than to-day. We have only had some
four or five speeches made on the address.
I have no intention to speak myself, but the
governmrent assume too much when they
say that sixty or seventy members of this
House must confine their observations to a
short space of time to-day.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I ask leave to have the
motion stand until the debate on the address
is concluded.

The motion was allowed to stand.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Before the orders of
the day are called, I ask permission to
make a personal explanation. On looking

at the report of the speech which I made in

the House the other day, I find that I used

the following language :

It Is a rather singular thing that the despatch
which the hon. leader of the opposition sent
from Nova Scotia to the Premier was published
In the Montreal 'Star' some days before the
Premier recelved It. That is not the way in
which gentlemen deal with each other either la
public or In private life.

Then in reply to another hon. gentleman

I said :

Excuse me, I understand that the despatches
were sent simultaneously. One reached the
Montreal ' Star ' and the other did not reach the
Premier. The leader of the opposition might
have sent the telegram to the Premier first and
afterwards informed the Montreal ' Star.'

And then in reply to the hon. gentleman
from Marshfield I said :

It was addressed to the Montreal ' Star ' by
the hon. leader of the opposition. I know
whereof I speak.

Now, hon. gentlemen if I had not used

these last words I should not trouble the

House with this explanation. It appears that
I d.id not know exactly the whole whereof
I spoke, although I thought I did, and for
that reason I ask to be allowed to explain
and correct. The hon. leader of the opposi-
tion made a speech in Yarmouth, N.S., in
which lie used this language :

I am goIng to tell you a secret, that Is except
that it Is known to the telegraph operator: I
to-day took the responsibility, with full knowl-
edge of what that responsibility means, of tele-
graphing to the Premier of Canada the hope that
he would offer to send to South Africa a body
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of volunteers, and assuring him that such a
project would not only have my support, but I
believed that of the people of all parts of Can-
ada.

I read f rom the Montreal Star of the 6th
of October. Lt became known shortly after-
wards that this despateh had not reached
the Premier of Canada, and some people in
Halifax were uncharitable enough to say
that such a despatch had not been sent to
the Premier. I met a gentleman wio gave
me to understand that he knew from the
best authority-he did not give me the au-
thority. but I gathered from the way lie
spoke that he had it from some one about
the telegraph office--that Sir Charles Tup-
per had sent a despatch to the Premier at
the saie time that he sent the despatch to
the Star ; and he spoke, not in an unfriend-
ly spirit to Sir Charles Tupper, but to show
that the feeling which existed amongst cer-
tain persons in Halifax, that no despateli
lad been sent to Sir Wilfrid Laurier was
not well founded ; and consequently lie was
speaking rather as a friend of Sir Charles
rlupper. I gave the statement as it was
made to me by that gentleman. I have every
reason to believe that lie spoke with author-
ity. Consequently, I spoke in that sense.
Now I find that the despateh does lot ap-
pear in so many words in the Star, but ap-
pears in a. report of the speech ; and I
think that it is only right that I should
miake this explanation. Of course my reflec-
tion ' that is not the way in which gentle-
men deal witl eadh other either in public
or private life,' would not apply if the des-
patch was sent by the correspondent of the
Star, as It would0 now appear. I think il
only right that having found that I lad
made a Mistake I shoald correct that mis-
take. It Is not a matter of very much cou-
sequence. I think that those members of the
Ilouse who have known me for many years'
feel that I would not knowingly and wil-
fllly misrepresent the most bitter political
oPponent I might have; and I make this
explanation. partly for the benefit of hou.
gentlemen who have not been long in the
Senate, and partly in order to put the facts
before the public.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I may say that
was the vlew I tried to put before the bouse
when Ihe hon. gentleman was speaking. I
was in Nova Seotia at the time.

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN THE
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

lon. Mr. PERLEY-I have a matter
whi2h I wish ta bring to the notice of the
Senate before proceeding with the order of
the day. It is now a well-known fact that
the Senate is likely to adjourn for several
days, and I may not be able to bring up the
matter before the estimates are brought
down in the House of Commons. I there-
fore bring the matter of the administration
of justice in the North-west Territories be-
fore the notice of the government as repre-
sented in the Senate. I do not desire any
particular notoriety about this matter, and
(herefore I have not put any notice upon
the order paper ; but I desire to call atten-
tion to the facts as they exist and bring
them to the notice of the government. It 1s
a well-known fact that Eastern Assiniboia
is a very important district. It extends
about 120 miles east and west along the liue
of the Canadian Pacific Railway and from
the international boundary to Saska.tche-
wan. This district is settled almost all over,
and in every section of It there are settle-
ments of farmers or ranchers. It is one of
the most important agricultural districts re-
presented in parliament. It is a district that
lias some large rivers in it. There is the
Souris River and Moose Mountain Creek in
the south. It is also difficult to build bridges
across these streams. Then we have Qu'Ap-
pelle River, White Sand River, together wlth
muany tributaries of these important streams
ail requiring some considerable expenditure
on roads and bridges. The statement I amn
going to make is one which will startle
members, and even the ministers themselves,
and that is, that the gentleman who has re-
presented that district in the House of Com-
mons during the past four sessions who bas
had that distinguished honour, bas never
obtained from the government, lias not seen
fit to give hlm one single dollar for his dis-
trlct-I might go further to say not one dime
lias be received in aid of a public work la
that whole district. The district would be
as well off without any representative what-
ever. I am sure if the government knew the
conditious existing there, they would not
treat us ln that way. Apart from the moneys
whicl he should have obtained for Impor-

tant bridges and roads, it is a large Judiclal
district, and there are only two eourt-houses
in the whole of it,--one at Moosomin and
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the other at Wolseley. In North Eastern As- there. An offender bas to bc taken to Re-
sinibola, Yorkton Is -the terminus of the gina and kept there until the court meets.
Manitoba and North-western Railway. I do when he is brought back to Oxbow. There-
not hesitate to say that it je one of the most fore, it is equally important that a court-
Important towns in the North-west Terri- house should be built in the southern sec-
tories. It is one of the finest grazing districts tion. I do not say where, but in one of the
and the largest number of cattle are ship- principal towns would be a proper point.
ped from that distriet with the exception of Then, we have Whitewood, halfway be-
Calgary. tween Wolseley and Moosomin. It is a very

important part off the western country. AHon. Mr. MILLS-Six thousand head last j large section Js tributary to Whitewood.
year. Cases are tried there, but there is no place

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I am glad that the to hold court but the sehool-house. A court-
hon. Minister of Justice realizes the fact bouse should have been built years ago.
that it is a very large cattle-exporting dis- Then, we have the two Qu'Appelle's and In-
trict. The people In that district having dîn Head, at one of which Places a court-
become satlsfied that the country Is going bouse should be provlded. I say tbat it is,
to be a success, are Investlng their money te my mmd, a gross injustice to the mem-
ln solid structures. We have fine stores and ber reprcsenting the district that sucl a
hotels constructed of brick, finished with ail state of tbings should exist, ecause le bas
the modern Improvements necessary to beea a faitbful supporter of the govera-
carry on the affairs of the town and district, ment, and I do fot tbiak the government
but we have no place to hold court. The have treated hlm as le deservcd. They
surroundings of the court and the manner bave not gîven him a farthing towards aay
of administering justice have much to do public building or te asslst the people in any
with the respect that Is entertained for the way wbatever. There was n lttie revote
law. We have to hold court as circumstan- of moaey that had been voted in the last par-
ces permit. It Is very desirable that there iament for the repairiag of the court-bouse
should be a court-house and fail built at oosomin, but wbat was revoted duriag
that place. We have ln Wolseley a court- the first session of the present parliament.
bouse with two cells where prisoners are That Is ail the money that bas been ex-
locked up. Before we had it, we did not pended la thnt district. I hope, before par-
realize the Importance of it, because prison- liament meets agala, there will be a suffi-
ers were sent to Regina. Except in Wolse- dent sum ln the estimates to provide the
ley and Moosomin, when a person is drunk convenlenees I havedescribed ; if net, It wiU
and disorderly, the question is what are we militate agaiat the government very muci
to do with him? Such offenders have often indeed. I do fot desire to make any pol-
to be let go, whereas if there was a jail or tical capital out of this. If I did, I would
place to confine them in, they would be pun- bave put a notice on the paper, but 1 thought
ished. When a crime of a serious character It my duty to eaU thc attention of thc gov-
is committed, the offender is taken to Re- erament to It in tbîs way, because 1 believe
gina. To bring a prisoner from Yorkton they bave a desire to do falrly to ail dis-
round by railway to Regina and back agaîn tricts, wben matters are brougt properly
to Yorkton to be tried, is very expensive ;to their attention.
therefore I hope that whea the estîmates Hon. Mr. MILLS-The question of esta-
come down, the lion. miaister -%vlll see that llshing further court-bouses ln the- North-
there is a sutlcient sum provIded t h build west Territoles bas Bot esecped My atten.
a good court-bouse at Yorkton. The town tion, nor off many parties i tce North-west
is becomlng a very important centre. Thel Territorles, for they bring the matter under
agala, take the soutbern portion off East my notice. With regard to the court-bouse
Assiniboin, wbere there are haif a dozen very t Yorkton, r teink that the settlement of
important towns. The court is now hesd at the country has made such progreas as te
Oxow. It bas to be held ln the scbool- indieate that point in ail probablity as e
bouse or a public hall, and the same difh- preferable location for h court-ouse ln that
ulty occurs ln the prosecutien off criminals section off the country, and thik there us

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.
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no longer room to doubt that the progress of
the settlement of the country round Edmon-
ton warrants improvements ln that direction
as well as at Yorkton, and so in the direc-
tion of Fort 'Macleod. One of the diffleulties
with regard to the territory is that it is very
extensive and the settlement somewhat
sparse, and to avold mistakes we have to
wait such progress and settlement in the
country, as to know which of the village
communities which have sprung up is likely
to prove the centre of a very considerable
population, and, as fast as the progress of
settlement indicates that, I have no doubt
that the requirements of the public will be
met. Of course, it is not usual, nor can I
now indicate what may be done, in antici-
pation of what may appear in the estimates,
but I am not indifferent, as being connected
with the administration of justice, to some
extent, in the Territories, to the conveni-
ence of the population and the public re-
quirements ln that direction.

DELAYED RETURNS.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should like to call the attention of my hon.
friend to returns which were promised early
in the session of last year ; particularly to
the one referring to the sale of school lands
ln the province of Manitoba and in the
North-west Territories. A partial return was
brought down, and I asked to have it com-
pleted to the latest possible period, which
was promised at that time, but it bas not
yet been brought down.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--Does the hon. gentle-
man remember the exact date when the mo-
tion was carried ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
motion was made early ln the session and
a very voluminous return was brought
down, and I called the attention of the hon.
member to the fact that there was a great
deal of extraneous matter ln it, and that if
he would complete the return which gave
the sales of lands, the amounts collected
and the amounts due ln lnterest up to a
certain period, it would be all that I requir-
ed. My hon. friend will understand I am
anx'ious to have that return for the reason
that the question may possibly come up

again this session. I do not know what the
intention of the government is, of course,
but I judge from what I have been reading
in the Manitoba newspapers and the posi-
tion taken by the public men in that pro-
vince during the last election. Then there
was another returi which was brought
down and I called attention to the fact that
is was a very unsatisfactory return. The
Secretary of State admitted the reasonable-
ness of my objections, and took it back, as
I understood, and referred it to the De-
partment of Railways and Canais, in refer-
ence to dismissals. My hon. friend will re-
member that the return covered a number
of pages and simply said that the men were
dismissed, and my motion was to get the
reason for the dismissals. The last time I
called the attention of the Secretary of
State to this return, he informed me that
I should have it before the next election.
Whether the government intend to have an-
other session or not, I do not know, but so
long as the return is furnished during the
present session I should be satisfied. I should
like to have it at the earliest possible mo-
ment, so that it can be flled with the other
documents. My hon. friend from Marsh-
field calls my attention to the fact that there
were three or four departments from which
there were no return. I should like to have
them complete, and as they were promised,
I presume they will be brought down some
tme or other.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before the orders
of the day are called, I wish to direct the
attention of the hon. leader of the House
again to this question of returns called for
last year with regard to the supply of oil
for the Intercolonial. 'On July 12 last, I
made certain inquiriesàof the government
with regard to this oil question, and mY
hon. friend gave certain answers. To three
of the most Important of those inquiries, he
gave us an answer that they were too vol-
uminous, and could not be brought down
without a motion for a return. Acting on
that suggestion, I moved somewhat later,
for all these papers, and although I made
several applications during the remainder

of the session for these papers, and pressed

the government ail I could to bave thern

brought down, they were not forthcoming.
I called my hon. friend's attention to it
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the other day, and knowing the urgency
with which I regarded this matter during
the last session, I am rather surprised that
we have not the papers by this time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will make inquiries.
As I understand, my hon. friend the leader
of the opposition wants the return as to the
sale of the school lands and the amounts
due, and the dismissals on the Intercolonial
Railway, and the reasons therefore, and the
hon. gentleman from Marshfield desires a
return as to the oil supplied to the Inter-
colonial Railway, with regard to its cost
and so on, of which he gave notice.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not
exclusively on the Intercolonial Railway,
but all the departments. It was the Inter-
colonial Railway return that was incomn-
plete, but there were no returns from some
of the others.

THE ADDRESS.

DEBATE CONCLUDED.

The order of the day being called-

ResuniDg the further adjourned debate on the
consideration of His Excellency the Governor
General's speech on the opening of the fifth ses-
sion of the elghth parliament.

Hon. Mr. KERR--Having participated to
a limited extent in the consideration and
discussion of His Excellency's speech at the
opening of the last parliament, It was not
my intention to occupy the time and atten-
tion of this House with any remarks upon
the similar motion now before the House,
and I should have adhered to that resolu-
tion and perhaps the dictates of prudence
would have caused me to do so were it not
for the fact that dpring the course of the
debate upon this address I have felt it my
duty to refer to a few matters which seem-
ed to me might profitably be presented for
the consideration of the House before this
debate closes. I should like the privilege
of following those hon. senators who have
congratulated the mover and the seconder
of the motion for an address in reply to
His Excellency's gracious speech, and to say
that I very sincerely regret-it is one of
the regrets of my life-that I was not able
to follow the eloquent mover of the address,
the language not being so familiar to me as
my own vernacular. If there is anything I
feel the lack of more than another It Is that

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

I have not the good fortune, to be able to
speak or to have as good a knowledge of
the French language as I would like.
However, I have tried, in some measure. to
remedy that deficiency by affording as
much opportunity as possible for members
of my own family, to acquire a knowledge
of that language, and I am very proud that
they are able not only to understand it but,
in sorne instances, to speak it witn some
accuracy and fluency. The hon. mover of
this address bears an honoured name in his
own province. We had heard of him be-
fore h1e came here. He comes to this House
adding additional lustre to an honourable
namesake in this House, and I might say it
gives me the very greatest possible pleasure
to meet in this chamber, a friend of earlier
days in the other House, the hon. seconder
of the address. He, too, bears an honoured
name in the great province of New Bruns-
wvick, and I trust that hie will be spared for
nany years to give this chamber the benetit

of his counsel and advice in all matters of
state. The speech of His Excellency bris-
thes with important subjects, any one of
which should occupy, to do it anything like
justice, the limits accorded to a speech of
moderate length. I have been spared the
necessity of attempting anything of that
kind by the speeches of the mover and sec-
onder of the address, followed by the able
speeches of the leader of the opposition and
the leader of the Senate, the hon. Minister
of Justice, who, in discussing this address,
lias, as I think every hon. gentleman on both
sides of the House will admit, discussed it
in an able, fair and very wise manner. I
have listened with great interest to other
speeches that have followed, and I need
hardly say, hon. gentlemen, that personally,
I, as a rule, take more interest in a speech
of an hon. senator whose sentiments and
thoughts upon public questions are not en-
tirely in accord with my own, because, I
like to examine them. I like, in the words
of scripture, to prove al] things and to hold
fast that which is good. What prompted
me more particularly to say a few words
and to ask your indulgence for a short time
this afternoon was caused by some remarks
of the hon. senator from Monck. I do not
see him present. He is an old and warm
personal friend of mine. Hon. gentlemen
will recollect his speech on this address.
What I say Is said in all kindness, and it is
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because he is an honourable man and I
highly respect him, that I feel called upon
to give as much attention to his remarks,
as I shall crave the privilege of doing this
afternoon. That hon. senator, on rising,
asked the question-I think he repeated it
twice or thrice-what has the present gov-
ernment done for this country ? That ques-
tion is a very serious one. But without
giving the opportunity to some one who
supposed the government had done some-
thing for this country, he assumed the res-
ponsibility of answering it himself. And
what was his reply ? 'Nothing-absolutely
nothing.' That is a pretty serious position
for any hon. senator to take, but the seri-
ousness of that answer did not rest with the
hon. senator who gave it. I was particular
to observe that his answer seemed to meet
with the sympathy and approbation of a
large number in this House. It occurred to
me, therefore, that I might probably spend
a few minutes, and I shall perhaps occupy
that time in trying to answer that question.
I am doing so upon my own responsibility,
and of my own motion, because If the
answer which he gave to his own question
be true, I do not want to stay here another
hour. No government has a right to hold
power in this country which does nothing
for the country. My position is that while
it was the hon. gentlemen's privilege and
the gates were his to open, they are not
his to close, and I do not propose to allow
the hon. gentleman to ask the question and
answer it himself. I shall, in a feeble way,
endeavour to give an answer to that ques-
tion. I had supposed-and notwithstand-
ing the speech of the bon. senator, I still
suppose and belleve-that this government
has done a great deal for this country, and
i shall be surprised if the majority of sena-
tors are not of that opinion. I am speaking
now not as a supporter of the government,
whIch I am proud to say I am, so far as my
duties as an individual member in this
Chamber will allow me, but I am speaking
as a Canadian who tries to take an intelli-
gent interest in public affaihs. May I ask
bon. gentlemen to follow uie for a few
minutes, and I will mention a few of the
things that I think will be considered
somiething which has been done for this
country. I have merely jotted down the
points that I wished to consider, not in any

particular order, but as they occurred to me
while the hon. gentleman was speaking and
giving his negative answer. This govern-
ment has given this country a great boon
in preferential trade. The consequences of
that preference will tell on this Dominion
as long as the Dominion lasts, and I fear
that we have not yet fully estimated the
great boon that that will eventually-has
already been and will be to this country.
Not merely a boon in direct dollars and
cents. We have got the attention. the
sympathy and the good will, in a larger
degree than we ever had before, of the Bri-
tish government and the British people.
That is one of my answers to my hon.
friend. I have heard it charged this ses-
sion, and I heard it last session, that the
government had not redeemed their pledges
in the matter of protection. I wish to state
here-and I do not do it solely on my own
responsibility, but upon inquiry fron bank-
ers, from monetary institutions, from
wholesale importers and from manufactur-
ers--that on every hand they tell nie that
the tariff works better, and with fewer in-
equalities and more steadily than it did
before it was readjusted by the preseUt
government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-And nearly as
protective.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I am not myself a high
protectionist. I will admit, for the sake
of argument, that protection may be a good
thing, to a limited extent, but I rather sub-
scribe to the doctrine that the fewer arti-
ficial barriers that are placed in the way of
trade the better for the people of any coun-
try. But the present government found a
protective tariff, and if they have not re-
pealed it, it shows their prudence, their
caution, and their wisdom in not wishing
to destroy vested rights and vested inter-
ests. Why blame them for it ?

Hoil. Mr. FERGUSON-It is for their
broken promises we blame them.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I never knew that the
present government promised to ruin any-
body. They have not done it at any rate.
I am looking at the consequences of what
they have done. I do not pretend to know
all their promises. So far as my memory
serves me, they have substantially redeem-
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ed the pledges whieli they gave to the peo- years. I do n
ple of this country at the polls, and on which gant statement
the people endorsed them and sent then a fact. If it is
Into power. Now, there is first the prefer- to be recorded
ential tariff ; second there is the readjust- Hon. Mr. PE
ment of the tariff relieving the burden
where the gall of high protection made the Hon. Mr. K
shoulder sore, and mitigated any severities draw it. I h
which might have existed. All honour to Then I think
them for that. Another point to which to the thanks
I shall invite the attention of the House is for substantia
the great reduction which was made in the school questioi

letter postage between this country and the minds of the

mother country and lu our own Dominion. was an irrita

That lias been attended with the very best work irreparal
results, and the government, particularly dealt with bef

the Postmaster General, are entitled to the present govern
thanks of the people, and are receiving the Hon. Mr. B
thanks of the British public for that wise nent; a is a
and judicious step. Is not that something? Hon. Mr. KE
In regard to ail these things I an told some- remember I u
times that that is nothing-that they could tiai settiemeni
be easily done. Yes, they could be easily ever was a qu
done, but they never were done until the there ever wil
present administration did them. A great any question
many thought it was a very easy thing t opinions settie
discover America, and it vas simple, be-
cause Columbus discovered it first. There i the nature
are a great many of that kind of people concede a iitt
in this honourable Senate. Following the that is what
preferential tariff, and almost next in order, ment of this M
this government sent their talented Prime i t fit th an
Minister as the head of a delegation from
this great colony to Her Majesty's jubilee, Hon. Mr. B
and 1 thiuk it 15 universaiiy conceded that ment at ail.
hie acquitted hnimseH well upon that occa- Hon. Mr. K
sien, and that every Canadian was prend tleman says s
of the noble and dignifiêd and able mauner t sha l invite
lu wbihil lie uplield the dignity and naine et dlaim credit f
this Dominion. 1 do net think it is dis- that they have
paragîng any one In public lite te day te say brought about
that ne other man lu this Dominion enld tween ail thc
have attracted the British public and donc Aili lion. ge
s0 mucli tor tiîis cotony in Great Britain as haim that for
was donc by that delegation, led by tei course whih
hon. Sir WilHrid Laurier. I have mention- struMrenta. l
ed tour things this government have doe. t things betw
My belef is that by these tree things alone- Homr.i
the preterential tarif, the reduction in let- otie n o
ter postage, and the sendng e our Premier a large major
on tihat occasion te the jubile, consider- minion thitk
Ing the resuts that tollowed. iave don that thy have
more te bring this Dominion before flic B e- nal theat s
tish public thace al that was doe an done Wail honet ha
the governments I the rast twenty-hve have any m

Hou. Mr. KERR.I

t wish to make an extrava-
but I believe that that is

not a tact, I do not wish it
as a statement of tact.

RLEY-Have it withdrawn.

ERR-No, I shall not with-
ve mentioned four things.
the government are entitled
of the people of this country
lly settling the Manitoba
n which was distracting the
people of this country and
ting subject calculated to
le inischief as it was being
ore it was taken up by the
ment.

ERNIER-It is not a settle-
urrender.

RR-The hon. gentleman will
sed the expression 'substan-

I do not suppose there
estion yet-I do not suppose
l be la your day or in mine
on which there are opposing
d to the perfect satisfaction

There cannot be. It is not
of things. Both sides must
le for the public good, and
has been done in the settle-
anitoba school question. That
swer to my hon. friend.

iIRNIER-Tiere is no settle-

ERR-I know the hon. gen-
. Another question to which
attention, and for which I

or the present government, is
during their tenure of office,

a better state of feeling be-
provinces of this Dominion.
tlemen think that over ? I
them-that they have, by the
they have pursued, been in-
bringlig about a better state
een the different provinces of
, and if they have, they are
at credit for it, and I believe
ity of the people of this Do-
as I do on this question. I
ny rate, that if I had thought
not one of their aims, they

ve had my support, for if I
ssio in this world, it Is to
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teach the doctrine that man is man's what we have not always had-I empha-
brother. I was early taught a creed which size it-in my opinion four years of wise,
has been a blessing to me through life ; honest, and salutary administration of pub-
in the first place Ito love God, and I say It lie affairs.
with the profoundest veneration and res- Hon. Mr. PROWSE-lonest!
pect, to honour my Queen and to love My
neighbour, and that is the course that 1 Hon. Mr. KERR-Yes, honest; I repeat
want the present government to pursue it, honest administration of our affairs.
and the course which I think they have Now that is a very important matter. Hon.
substantially pursued. But the wave of gentlemen may think that these are only
good will which they have largely been in- the views of a tryo in this House, I admit
strumental in setting In motion has not the charge, but I will yield to no man in
embraced the several provinces only-1 this House, or out of it, in my devotion
claim that by the course they have pursued, to the best interests of this Dominion and
the present government have given sub- my attention to public affairs. Whether
stantial aid to the British government and a Conservative or Liberal administration
the British people in bringlng about a more is in power, that is what we want, a practi-
friendly sentiment between Canada and cal, honest and wise administration, and I
Great Britain and the United States. The claim that for the last four years we have
government is taunted with not getting re- had that. These are only a few of many
ciprocity with the United States, and that answers that I might give to my hon.
much abused word is spoken of as though friend's question. I ask him in ail fair-
it were a disgrace to use It. Why hon. gen- ness, in faIrness to his own intelligence, in
tlemen I am a thorough bellever in reci- fairness to the government, In fairness to
procity. the country, to consider these things, and pro-

Hon. Mr. POWER-And prohibition too. nounce an unblassed judgment upon them.
I want to call the attention of this Senate,

Hon. Mr. KERR-Yes, at the proper time. with emphasis if I cati, to the fact that
I am a thorough bellever in reciprocity and at no period in the history of Canada was
this country never was so prosperous, ex- there a greater degree of happiness and
cept to-day, as when we had reciprocity, prosperity than at the present moment.
but I would not have reciprocity at the But you say the present government is not
expense of any compromise of principle entitled to a particle of credit for tlhat.
or interest which we hold, and we all know I do not know whether they are or not.
that the reason why that question was not If they have acted honestly and done their
settled was that other and more important business weil. that Is all anybody can do ;
questions which the commission or dele- but if you will not give them credit for the
gates properly considered the first ques- good times, I will ask you, If the times
tion to be settled-that Is the Alaskan boun- should become bad, not to charge it to themi.
dary, and that that was a question which I never took any stock in that silly way of
must be first settled as a condition pre- talking, giving the Conservatives or Liberal
cedent to taking up the other questions, administration credit for making good times
and on that I think the Canadian people or making bad times ; but I will go this
endorse their action. Not only has the far that any government, whether Liberal
circle of that wave widened and taken in the or Conservative, can by wise legislation and
whole of our provinces and the United wise administration do a great deal to help
States, but it has also widened and taken in
the British Empire itself, so that in that re-
gard the government Is entitled to the
gratitude of this House, and these are somne
of my answers to the questions propounded
and answered by my hon. friend, who does
not happen to be present. There Is another
point on which I claim credit for the pre-
sent administration. They have given us

good times or to hinder them, and that
is what I claim for the present government.
NÍiat is the state of our country to-day ?
Ask any man who Is in buslness,-do not
confine yourself to a man of one particular
stripe of politics. I have asked men on both

sides, being a professional man and not

understanding the laws and operation of

trade, and I have yet during the last three
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years to find one man who seems to be Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The next election wil
dissatisfied with the present state of things. change your feelings.
Prosperity prevails everywhere except in H
the imagination of some of my hon. friends H
here. This country has, so to speak, reac- the opposition remind me of Raciel weep-
ed clearly the high-water mark of pros- ing for ler chuldren and refusing to be com
perity, and I trust we are all sufficiently forted. Aithougl you have iu a sense lost
grateful for it, because my theory is that your chiîdren fora tire, you have lost office,
while puny men can do a little, it is only and you have lost offices, I almost feci good
an overruling and a wise Providence that natured enougl, not quite, to core to your
can senr us, in all its fulness, the great resdue, but I could net give you 'back office,
blessings of a bountiful harvest, and of or offices, if I would. I do not know, but I
the financial results that flow from it. Why, rather think nlt if I could, ut present.
hon. gentlemen, what is the state of things Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Or any
at present ? At this moment, while we oth.er time.
are assembled in this chamber, there swells
from the broad bosom- of this Dominion awI
epic more sublime thau Odyssey of Homer have at yeart, and 1 arn sure I wish you ail
and sweeter than the Eneid of Virgil, set to Weil. There irs one thing !about it, you will
the sweet music of happiness and peace, it have to make up yourminds to I arafraid:
is sung by the buy hum of the Atlantic you wpli have t act upon that text of scrip-
cities, it is chanted bY the loud histle nf turc which ias been of comfort to bny a
the proud iron horse and the gay boat song wayfaring man and wary seul oun is jour-
of th St. Law-rynce, it is caught up u vol- ney forward-learn i whatever state you
umie and in glory by that province w-bld arc therew-ith to lic content. I would corn-
is growing up to the west of Ontario. and mend thatas a good sentiment-a sentiment
whichi is ultimatcly destincd to be. in 11Y that 1 know has been practised by the Lib-

neatuprd enou gh n quite, to com to you

view, the central province of this Dominion, erai part form egtecu Te ars I f comredand it is r-echoed over byond the Rocky you a offe
Mountains ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I bytccin It sgoig s1 beautiful reading too, and that senti-Mu tains up the osof tc brod Pfic o ot seems to fit exactIy your case. You

That is what I thiuk of Canada to-day. wou d get a great de of cofort fron It.
Thé words corne to me just at the moment, m know for the last eighteen yars it was a
fro 1 t brad y bosom of tis Domino great comfort tE me to lears ti labour and
tpt t wait. I shoud expect that if the present

goveranent continucd to, as the fermer said
Every prospect pleases and on y man is vile, about his sons, behave as well future as

they have in the past, that tey wil have a
Hon. )Mr. PRIMROSE-Libcral man or 'prctty long lease of power. I think we had

Conservative man? better al make up our tnids to that. I
should be glad if I -couid hold out a ray of

Hon. Mr. KERR-Both. Aud everybodY hope, but I ar sorry to say that I cannot
seers te ibe contented except the on. gen- ld out one ray, se that after ail it jut
tiemen opposite. I do net like to ea any conesbamk to this, you will have thercwlth
hou, gentleman iu opposition. I wovld like to lie content. Your tirne will corne. Ail
te have you ail on oe side. I a of a kindly, things corne te those who walt, if they wat
sensitive and sympathetie nature, and the long enough. 1 now corne to the eversha-
obje t of y speech wil be obtained If R ca dowing part of the speech fro the Throne.
get you al to thiek as do, but I a cou- I will le brief upon that point, beaue the
fronted by that other thing that 'a man con- leaders in ths House,and others have made
vinced agaiust hts wll Is of u e sa e opinion very able speeches pon it, and I could not
stii.' I have no doubt that will be verifd hope to add anything that would lnterest or
in what wlll resuit after I have resnmed rny be of profit to you, except ont thing, the
seat. My friends of the opposition, I. ar great credit tnt I am going to give now,
sorry for you If you wilI net le happy. the overshadowiug credit t ths goveri-
Everybody else is happy. ment that they have ben instrumental in

Hon. Mr. KERR.
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sending two noble contingents to the aid of -perhaps It would not be proper-the leader
the ,mother country when she Is in a mighty of the opposition wIll tell me whether it is
struggle with her enemy in South Africa. proper, and if I follow his example, I would
And they are giving their sympathy and ac- not be censurable, but there is no part of
tive aid and support to the raising and send- the administration that I would be more
ing of a third contingent, and I would just happy to defend before the electorate of
like to say in regard to that third contingent, this country than their course in this
raised and equipped and the expense bornematter. I anot as old a parlia-
by a private individual is greater than I can inentarian as some hon. gentlemen, but I
really estimate. I do not know--some hon. daim that I am a deligent student of
gentleman may know, but I know nothing constitutional and monarchical institutions,
in ancient or modern history that will com- the best ln my opinion, that the human
pare with the action of Lord Strathcona ln mmd las been able to evolve fror tle wis-
that matter. donm of ages, and I read that no goverent

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Was lie appointed by is authorized to take suecb an Important step.
the Conservatives or by the Liberals as Higl the expenditure of so large an amount of
Commissioner? nmoney, without th authority of parliament

or the authority of the people cleary and
Hon. Mr. KERR-I corne now to the cru- unrnistakabîy put forth, and 1 contend tliat.

ci-al point of the case. I am told, suppose as soon as that was give, they acted, and
the goverumnent had done fairly well up to i if tliey liad aecd one minute before they
the~ pres-ent, their ýeond'uct lu regard to the 'were satisfied on the point, they would have
sending of the Canadian contingent is cen- acted prernaturely. I arn satsfed that if
surable. By their laches and delays and Sir Jolin Macdonad, of who 1 was a life-
want of alacrity they have not slown the- long admirer, thougi dgfferhng fro hlm la
selves the riglt men in the riglt place. bis political views, had been the leader of te

thon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Tfat is wlere the govemument at that time, that le would not
Liherals have learned to laboureand to wait. have acted enier than the present goveru-

smentidd. I beleve, if my lon. friend, who
Hon. Mr. KERR-I w-as struck wit the las led ti governent of this country, and

boldness of tlie utterance of ty very es- who, for ouglt I know, inay lead it again,
teemed friend tlie senator from Victoria, an had been at the liead of that governmext,
lion. gentleman wliom I liighly esteem, an knowing his prudence, knowlng is caution,
hon. senator witi wom I have ad te Pi- lie would have taken cae not to have acted
vilege of beng acquainted for a great num- h stlly; le would have acted on the advlce
ber hf years. There is one thing about the given by tint great English commoner who
opposition lu this House, they certainly are s

resmy O the responsibilites of office upon is shoul-
friend t from Victoria ws no exception to ders, must think wisely and well, must think
that. gle made t s broad, sweeping state- not onîy for the present, but for the years
ment, that le did not belleve the Premier or that are to coe. I contend that that is the
Mr~. Tarte would have sent these contingents course the present governent lias taken.
unbess they were forced by public opinion. I wist to repeat, that If the Rgit Hon. Sr

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Do you think they John Macdonald, waro perhaps, taken ail n
would? ail, was the greatest Canadan of lis day,

Hon. Mr. KERR-My nnswer to tînt is were at the liead of the governmelit, lie

this : tliey liad no righit to, send a contin- would. not have acted otlierwise. I venturne
gent until public opinion was sufficientl de- to say that If tle lon. gentlemen on tle

veloped to take the place of the authorit other side of tlie House wre l poW at
S at the tIe, tley would not have acted other-

wise than the present government dd en the
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.lC.)-We are way of movng cautlosly and owlY, and

agreed on tliat point, l accordance wltl the opinions Of the B-
Hon. Mr. KERR-Then, wll not argue tisl goverument, wlich tley are bourd to

any more, If we are agreed. I do not know consult. It appears tiet t-e OPPOSItion lu
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this House and a few people in the country
seem to take a different view, but I am glad
to know that in my part of the country the
great bulk of the people, not only Liberals,
but Conservatives, think that the govern-
ment acted as soon as pulic opinion was
sufficiently developed to entitle tnem to act,
and they need have no fear of that night-
mare of which my lion. friend spoke so elo-
quently yesterday. I am a member of the
Liberal party. That nightmare has not
visited me yet. A great deal is endeavoured
to be made out of these despatches. I never
in a court of law, or this higher court of
parliament, shall waste my time and ener-
gies, so to speak, in tweedle-de-dum or
tweedle-de-dee. I shall take the situation
substantially and deal with it. Perhaps the
order of these despatches is very important,
perhaps it is vital to the proper decision of
the question. I do not know whether it is or
not. I have 'had them on my desk, but I
have not felt that that was a crucial point.
The crucial point is, did the government
honestly wait for the development of public
opinion ? We have no reason to think that
they did not. They have acted and shown
that in regard to the militia of this great
Dominion, they were in a state of prepared-
ness that astonished the people of Great
Britain? In many respects they were ahead
of Great Britain itself. But I want to bring
this matter to the attention of the Senate.
The British people, having the weighty re-
sponsibility of this war on their hands, are
thoroughly satisfied, not onily with the loyal-
ty of Canada, about which there can be no
question, and their responding with alacrity
to the call, but they are satisfied witli the
conduct of the government in this whole
matter, and have said so through their Col-
onial Secretary. However much I might
desire to have some lion. gentlemen in this
Chamber satisfied, they will not think me
unkind or uncharitable or Invidious, if I
say that I would prefer to have the British
government and the British people satisfied
witli what the administration of this Domin-
ion have done in this matter, than to have
the endorsation and approval of some of my
hon. friends. I think It is more Important
and the best endorsement they can have.
The British Empire is at war with the Boer
republics in South Africa. We had this
matter belfore us last session, I think in the

Hon. Mr. KERR.

early part of August or the latter part of
July, but I do not suppose any hon. senator
thought then of anything but a happy and
peaceful solution of the trouble. They de-
clared their sympathy with the British gov-
ernment, but still hoped for a peaceful solu-
tion. If there is one person upon the face
of the globe whom I would have liked to
have seen spared this war, It Is Her Majesty
Queen Victoria, in the sixty-third year of
lier reigu, a reign the like of which has
never blessed the world and a reign the
equal of which we can scarcely ever hope
for again. This parliament was prorogued
on August 12, and in about two months and
a half from that date the government had a
contingent ploughing the waters of the At-
lantic going to the assistance of the British
flag. I should have liked-and I am sure
the omission was not intentional-to have
heard the lion. leader of the opposition-
because no one could have done it with bet-
ter grace and more propriety than lie in his
admirable speech, give the Minister of Mili-
tia (Dr. Borden) even a faint expression of
praise, commendation and admiration for
wbat lie has done. In my opinion, lie de-
serves all the pralse that can be given. He
has shown that lie can rise superior to party
politics, because I am advised-and I believe
the information is correct-that of the offi-
cers selected, there was only one qualitica-
tion that guided him, and that was fituess
for the position, quite regardless of what
their political views were. I say in that
matter that the Minister of Militia has
raised a monument to himself which will
last long after this war is over. I am not
blaining the leader of the opposition for not
having referred to the matter, but it would
have been a graceful thing if lie had done so.
Great Britain is at war. Whether any lion.
gentleman had doubts as to the merits of
that war in August last, I do not know. but
subsequent developments have removed en-
tirely sueh doubts, If any existed. My own
impression, after reading carefully the his-
tory of the course of events, is thiat no terms
would have satisfied the Transvaal Republic
except the entire withdrawal of British
authorIty from that part of the country.
As was eloquently said in the House of Com-
mons the other night, there Is something
worse than war, and it would have been a
greater calamity to Great Britain than this
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terrible war, if they had taken one step
backward. I an slow to believe that there
is anything that will justify war, but I con-
sider this war to be a justifiable and a
righteous war, and a war that will result
in a blessing to mankind, improving the un-
fortunate Boers themselves. When that
shot was fired, so to speak, at the British
flag, what did it mean? It meant not only
a shot at the British fiag to menace it, but
it meant a shot at Canada. It meant a shot
at every colony of Britain. It meant a shot
against liberty and equality among mankind.
It is too late in the Christian era for slaves
or even serfs to exist in any part of the
Britishempire. I believe that even that
dark continent will yet be made the home
of teeming happy millions, as the result of
this war. I deplore the state of aff airs. I
have, however, never had the slightest
doubt as to the result of this war. It has
been said by the great Napoleon that Provi-
dence is on the side of the heaviest battalion.
Probably that will be so in this case, but I
believe also that Providence is on the side
of right, and on the side of justice and free-
dom, though we near-sighted mortals may
not see It, and I believe that out of this
great cailamity will come peace, happiness
and prosperity to that dark continent, and
that it will yet be made to bloom and blos-
som as the rose, where every man, no mat-
ter what his creed or colour may be, will be
able to worship his Maker under his own
vine and fig-tree, and have his equal liber-
ties, none daring to make hlm afraid. Al-
though even at this hour the state of mat-
ters looks gloomy, I do not f eel depressed iu
the slightest degree. I deplore, as any right-
thinking Canadian must deplore, the fact
that so many of our noble sons have gone on
to that field, some of them never to return,
but their blood will cement the fabric of the
British Empire, so that it will stand against
the assaults of all the ages. This war
touches us very nearly. We find the son,
and an only son, of the bon. gentleman who
presides over this House with so much dig-
nity and ability, Is ln distant Africa defend-
ing the mother country. We find perhaps
others in this House who have sons there,
and we know some members of the govern-
ment have sons in South Africa. My prayer
is that a kind angel may spread its wings
over them, and, If it be the will of Provi-

dence, bring them back In safety to their
parents. They have done as the Spartan
inother said to ber son when he was start-
ing to war, 'Bear ·this shield back or be
borne back upon It.' That seems to be the
spirit in which our young men have gone to
war. Their faith bas been equal In some in-
stances to that of Abraham, who was pre-
pared to sacrifice his only son, so great was
his faith. I think I see ln the near future
an early and a glordous termination of that
war, and that Great Britain will conquer,
and that the blessings of British institutions
will be early planted In that country. I
think that the poor Boer rifleman feels It
already-tbat the beginnIng of the end Is
coming. His song Is :
But now from snow-swept Canada, from India's

torrid plains,
From lone Australian outposts hither led,

Obeying their commando, as they heard the
bugle's strains,

The men in brown have joined the men In red.

They come to find the colours at Majuba left
and lost,

They come to pay us back the debt they owed;
And I hear new voices lifted, and I see strange

celours t-essed,
'MId the rool-baatje (red coats) singing on the

road.

The poor, unfortunate Boer meets the vic-
torious march of the British and Canadian
heroes, and he says:
The old, old faiths must falter, the old, old

creeds must fail-
I hear it In that distant murmur low-
The old, old order changes and 'tis vain for us

to rail.
The great world does not want ue-we must go.
And veldt, and apruit, and kopje to the stranger

will belong,
No more to trek before him we shall load.
Too well, too well I know It, for I hear It in

t-be song
Of the rool-baatje singing on the road.

I was to-day very seriously impressed
hy the question : Will other nations Inter-
fere in this great struggle before It closes?
I pray not. I hope not, but should that
come, and may a wise Providence avert it,
I should like those who may be ln the slight-
est degree instrumental ln producing that
terrible state of things of other nations inl-
terfering-I should like to remind them of
Great Britain's sea-power :

ln Lhe world there be many natione, and there
gathers round every throne

The strength of earth-born armies, but the Sea
is England's own.
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As she ruled, she still shall rule, from Plymouth
to Esquimalt;

As long as the winds are tameless-as long as
the waves are sait.

This may be our Armageddon-seas may purple
with blood and flame,

As we go to our rest forever, leaving the world
a name.

What matter? there have been none like us, nor
any to tame our pride.

If we fall, we shall fall as they fell, die as our
fathers died.

What better? The seas that bred us shall rock
us to rest at last,

If we sink with the Jack still floating, nailed to
the nation's mast.

Hon. gentlemen, thanking you for your
kind attention, and with these few observa-
tions, I have very great pleasure in support-
ing the address in reply to the gracious
speech with which His Excellency was
pleased to open the fifth session of the
eighth parliament of the Dominion of Can-
ada.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Before the debate closes
I should like to make some observations on
a subject whieb has been very prominent
in this debate, and to correct misstatements
that have been made by honourable gentle-
men who have spoken on that subject, mis-
statements which, I am quite sure, have been
made inadvertently without proper inquiry
into the facts, and they have formed a basis
for a very unfair and unjustifiable charge
against the administration. It is alleged
that the administration has not responded to
the public sentiment of Canada with the
alacrity which the loyalty of the people of
Canada fairly demanded. My lon. friend
from Richmond (Mr. Miller) spoke very
strongly ln denunelation of the administra-
tion. In the early part of his speech I lis-
tened with very great pleasure, as I am sure
every hon. gentleman did, to his eloquent
dissertation on the great advantage of Im-
perial unity. Instead of giving any credit;
to the administration for having favoured
that sentiment, the hon. gentleman, on the
contrary, found fault with the course they
had taken and with, I may say, every act of
the present administration. Now, I claim
that this government Is largely entitled to
credit for the sentiment of Imperial unity.
Imperial federation was started about
fifteen years ago ln Canada and ln England
by a few enthusiastic men on both sides of
the Atlantic. Mr. MeNeill, ln the other
House, was one of the prominent figures in
Canada, with the late D'Alton McCarthy

Hon. Mr. KERR.

and others, and they usually had a banquet
once a year ln which they exchanged com-
pliments with their friends on the other side
of the Atlantic, but nothing whatever came
of it. It died of inanition about three or
four years ago, before the change of gov-
ernment took place. The stimulus which
created new life in the Imperial unity senti-
ment occurred ln the month of June, 1897,
when the Premier of this Country appeared
in the Queen's procession on the occasion of
lier jubilee. The presence there of the
French Canadian Premier gratified the pride
of the British people. They regarded It with
intense gratification that a French Canadian
should be the Premier of so important an
appendage of the British Crown as the Do-
minion of Canada. Another advance was
made in Imperial unity when the present
government passed the law giving a pre-
ference of 25 per cent to all importations of
British goods. I am quite aware that it is
the policy of the opposition to belittle that
offer, but the British public do not so regard
it. They consider it as the only substantial
evidence that has ever been given by any
part of the empire in the direction of Im-
perial unity. That preference stands, and
is there to stay. If a change of government
took place to-morrow, it would not be re-
moved. The only changes that ever will
be made in it will be to increase It from
time to time until free trade wlthin the
empire is reached. That may be a distant
day. It is not for me to foreshadow or
name the tUie. It depends entirely on cir-
cumstances that I need not now discuss, but
no one who is conversant with the British
public sentiment, can question the fact that
a very great stimulus has been given to the
cause of Imperial unity. Then, I maintain
that Canada's attitude in sending 2,000 men
to assist the empire in South Africa has fur-
ther aided in the development of the feeling
in favour of Imperial unity, and so far from
Canada having been backward in raising
and sending out a contingent, I say that the
Dominion took an advance step, far beyond
any other part of the empire. Canada is the
only part of the British Empire that has
taken the responsibility, •through its govern-
ment, of sending a force there without the
authority of parliament. Even in Great Bri-
tain, although the British government are
to-day very strong, commanding a very
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large majority of the House of Commons, before the war began, that it was likely to
and although there was a strong British culminate in the manner it did, nor did
sentiment when it was felt that the war was they in any way appreciate the magnitude
really going to be a very serlous one, yet and strength of the Boer position. When
Lord Salisbury did not undertake to increase Sir Alfred Milner, a month. or two before,
the British forces or take money from the asked for additional troops, the British
public treasury to largely increase the Im- government sent 2,000 men, and when a
perial army without the authority of par- further appeal for more troops was made
liament, and so parliament was called on in September, they ordered 5,000 men to be
October 17, to obtain the sanction of the re- sent from India, showing an absolute want
presentatives of the people for the prosecu- of appreciation of the condition of things in
tion of the war. Before that date, as hon. South Africa, and when the cIrculars of
gentlemen who have read the newspapers October 3 and 5 were sent to the colonies,
and followed the course of events will re-
mnember, it was not believed that the war
would last many months. It was supposed
that -President Kruger wnuld have given
way to the reasonable request for an en-
largement of the franchise.

It was generally thought by those persons
who closely followed the correspondence
during the months of July, August and
September, that some settlement would have
been reaclied, and hon. gentlemen are aware
that there was a division of opinion In an

what did they suggest-only that each col-
ony should be fairly represented, ' but If the
force is to be fully utilized it must be limit-
ed to units which were to form part of
Imperial forces. The apportionment was
as follows :

From Queensland........ .......... 250
Fro New Zealand ............. 200
Froin New South Wales.......... 250
From Victoria...... ............... 250
From South Australia.............. 125
Fro Canada..1................,500

1,575
important element of the British people Those units were to be absorbed into Bri-
who differed from the policy adopted in tish regiments on arrival at the Cape. The
forcing the President of the Transvaal to British government said ln their despatches
agree to the demands made at that time. that 'infantry wlll be accepted,' ignering
That element embraced public men who on the greater suitability of cavalry and artil-
other questions held widely different views; lery. The proposai t receive a certain
several of them were Privy Councillors, proportion of volunteers from the different
among those who criticised and dissented colonies was limlted te a comparatively
from the action taken by Lord Salisbury's sil force. Canada's unit was 500 men,
government were Right Hon. Mr. Bryce, the largest ef any of the colonies. What
Mr. Leonard Courtney, a Liberal-Unionist was our reply te the suggestion for four
Sir Edward Clarke, a leading Conservative; units of 125 men each? We said: No, we
Sir William Harcourt, and while I do not decline te send units; we wil send a regi-
agree with the sentiments expressed by ment. We wili double the number. Instead
those gentlemen, believing as I do that it of 500 mcn we offered 1,000, and as we
was only a matter of time when the crisis wanted te preserve the Identlty of Canada
had to come, and the sooner the better, yet ln the force sent over we insisted on fur-
when such distinguished members of the nishing a Canadian regiment. Finally the
British House of Gemmons opposed the war British geverument agreed, and we sent a
should not those of us who boast of Our regiment-net as originally intended, but
Angle-Saxon or Celtic engin be more toler- with the usual staff offieers. At flrst It wa
ant and considerate in our judgment of the stipulated that only a major was te be sent.
Opinions of Mr. Bourassa and others who We insisted on having a emmanding Offi-
think that the authority of parliament ce, havlng surgens, nurses and chaplains,
should have been ebtained before raising and equipping our contingent as a regliment
troops for service abroad? of the Ue. none of the other colones

Refereuce has been made te the papers te was that dooe. ur view f those fato, houW
whlch I have called the attention of t mis litte justification there Is lu the charges

Biuse. They wll show that the British made for poniticai purposes by the Tory

goverument neyer dreamed, even ten days press that the governinent acted l a haIt-
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hearted way in respondlng to the circular
despateli of October 4. In no other part of
the empire was equal earnestness shown in
promptly sending forward substantial aid to
the British forces in South Africa, and our
action lias been warmly appreciated by Her
Majesty and the Imperial cabinet.

The other colonies sent their volunteers
on the terms of the circular despatch which
has been ln the hands of bon. gentlemen.
They sent units to be absorbed into the
British regiments at the Cape. They were
in a very different position from Canada.
Not only was It necessary to call the Brit-
ish parliament together ln order to secure
the authority to send additional troops to
Africa and to draw on the public treasury,
but in all the Australasian colonies they did
not dare to move until they got the opinion
of the people through their representatives.
Canada was the only part of the empire
that acted through Its government without
parliamentary sanction. My hon. friend op-
posite, the leader of the opposition, read
from the despatches and took the first offer
on the list, the offer from Queensland. It
reads : ' Should hostilities against the Trans-
vaal break out, Queensland offers 250 mount-
ed infantry wlth machine guns.' The reply
of the War Office was : 'Referring to your
telegram, Her Majesty higbly appreciates
your offer, but hopes the occasion will not
arlse.' If hon. gentlemen will trace the
history of Queensland's offer they will find
that public opinion at once arose in Queens-
land and condemned the administration for
having made that offer without the author-
lty of parliament, and we find nothing more
was done in Queensland for some time.
The offer was made in July by the govern-
ment. The next step was an inquiry made
by Queensland on October 10. Al that
period went by, and not a step was taken
towards ralsing a volunteer force or equip-
ping it or making any preparation. On
October 10 they sent an inquiry to know
whether machine guns would be accepted.
(See No. 27 ln correspondence relating to
contingents.) The answer on October 12
was that they would be accepted, on con-
dition that the personnel of each unit did
not exceed the number flxed. (See No. 33 of
correspondence.) The Queensland parlia-
ment met on October 14. They sent a com-
munication to the British government, No.
42 ln this return, as follows:

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Referring to your telegram of October 12 and
our telegram of saine date, motion for parlia-
mentary sanction has been anticlpated by pro-
posed vote of censure, which will probably be
disposed of on Tuesday.

That was the position in Queensland,
which the bon. gentleman commends as
having made a generous offer, and which
it was said was prepared to send a con-
tingent at once to the front. What do we
find ? A vote came up. I do not know how
long the debate lasted, but it ended on Oc-
tober 19, and the motion was only carried
by a majority of 9. The vote stood : yeas,
38; nays, 29. (See No. 56 ln correspond-
ence.) That is what Queensland did. That
government was obliged to get the approval
of parliament before they undertook auy
expenditure of that kind, even for the small
force they proposed to send. That conting-
eut only sailed on November 2, when our
contingent was well under way. Then,
take the case of New South Wales. The
offers were made on July 21, not by the
government of New South Wales, but
just in the same way that the offers of Can-
ada were made, by individuals; but It so
happened that in New South Wales the
offers were made through the government,
and so they appear in the blue-book. It is
well known that offers were made from
Canada in August and September-pro-
bably early in July. These offers were an-
swered with a polite acknowledgment,
stating that they were not required, but if
they should be requlred, they would be
notified. The Colonial Office had a very
vivid recollection of a former occasion
when volunteers were invited from the col-
onies, at the time of the Soudan trouble,
and they did not propose to be placed in
Che position that they were then by prac-
tically getting a snub from the government
of Canada, and so they were exceedingly
cautious in answering those offers from
Canada. For the information of honour.
able gentlemen who are critilcising the cou-
duct of the present governiment, I will quote
Canada's offer :

Governor General the Most Hon. the Marquis of
Lansdowne, G.C.M.G., to the Right Hon.
the Earl of Derby, K.G.

(Received
Telegraphic.

February 12, 1885.-Government ready to sanc-
tion recruiting by Canada for service in Egypt
or elsewhere. Force should be specially en-
rolled from different parts of local battalions
under Imperial Army Discipline Act. Laurie
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preferable to Williams. I would suggest brigade they couid off er a battery If they got con-
of three battalions (five hundred), each from sent, but the British goverument refised it.
marine provinces, Old Canada and North-west.
Laurie might command brigade and Williams Bee Nos. 29 and 50 of the correspondence.
one battalion. Melgund would like to serve as The government so Uttie appreciated the
brigade-major ; entire cost would fall on Im-
perial Exchequer. mantdoftewr v tta le

And hequer day they said they wanted infantry only. O

War Office Course, a few days after that they dscov-
War Ofice: Iered that cavalry or IouIted Infantry was

The offer of the government of New South 1 the most value to the army, one to be on
Wales, which bas been accepted by Her Majesty's
government, was to provide an organized force . the same place as the Boers ln order tbat
fully equipped and ready for immediate service, they might move about as rapidiy as the
and the government of the Dominion will, ao
doubt, fully appreciate the difference between oers did. In New South Wales, before
the two offers as regards the use which could they culd do anything, they had to get a
be made of them by Her Majesty's government, vote of pariament, and the vote was car-
and will not, Lord Hartington feels sure, con-
eider that in declining their patriotic offer for ried by 78 to 10.
the present, any undue preference has been
given to the colony of New South Wales.

before the Canadian parliament, It would
The eontrast between our action in Octo- have been a unanimous vote-there would

ber and the action of the very loyal Tory not have been a single man ln elther House
government on a former, but similar occa- Who would have hesitated for a moment to
sion, is too marked to -need comment. support it, and that is the record of Canada

One of the offers for service in South as conpared with the Australasian colonies,
Africa was from Col. Hughes ; it was sent which have been quoted as showing a mucli
to the War Offlee through His Excellency more loyal spirit than Canada manifested,
the Governor General ; no offers went and whose governments have been lauded te
through the government. A number of the skies for their action as ln marked con-
offers went froin the different provinces trast to the course taken by the government
from indivIduals, and they ail got: the same of Canada. In Queensland, before it was
answer that their services were not re- carried even by 38 to 29, they had a three
quired, because up to the month of Octo- days' debate over it, su you cau, scarcely Say
ber the British gdvernment did not pro- that the feeling ln that colony, at aIl events,
pose to accept any of the offers, not con- was anythlng like the -feeling that prevaiied
sidering such aid was at all necessary. In lu Canada. The New South Wales contîn-
the first place, tbey underestimated the gent were to leave on October 30-1 do not
strength of the Boer position, and, In the know whether they got away on that date.
second place, there was a further strong Iu New Zealand the House was in session on
opinion that there would be no war. Taking September 28, and they sent a proposai tO
New South Wales, as I have said, offers forward a unit. On October 3 they got the
from individuals were made in July. They sane cIrcular which Canada got, and ac-
were simply placed on record. It may be cepted It. There was, I believe, some de-
remembered that there was at Aldershot a bate Iu the House-I do net know whether
small detachment, some 25 men, Lancers there was a dtvson-and the contingent
belonging to New South Wales. On Octo- salled nine days before the Canadian con-
ber 7, they offered their services to the tingent got off. The Canadian contingent
British government as volunteers to join was the second to go, New Zealand'a beflg
one of the British cavalry regiments to go the flrst. Hon. gentlemen will fnd lu No. 60
to South Africa. The premier of New South the date of the sailing. Now, comig to
Wales was communicated with, and what Western Australia, pariament was lu ses-
was his answer ? He would be very glad, sion there lu October, and on October 5 tbey
but he could not give his consent for the passed a resolutIon expressive of IOYaltY and
volunteers then In England without getting devotion, and sent the resolutiol te the Im-
the approval of parliament. I refer hon. perl government. A repy was recelvedon
gentlemen to despatch No. 24, dated Octo- October 6, saying they would aceept a unit.
ber 7. Then, on October 11, before they However, there was another bOdY which
got the authority, they said tbey thought was te be eonoulted-the other Chamber, and

thycudo7rabteyi hygtcn
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that Chamber, I do not know for what cause,
did not paiss the resolution until October 17,
although it had passed the Lower House on
October 15. It passed, however, finally on
the 17th, and their contingent embarked on
November 5, just six days after the Can-
adian contingent. Tasmania offered on Oc-
tober 9 ; the offer was accepted on the 10th,
and the contingent sailed on November 5.
Victoria's offers were from volunteers ln the
first instance, just as Col. Hughes and other
Canadian officers volunteered. The answer
was in the usual formal way, that, If re-
quired. their services would be avalled of.
On July 9, public meetings were held in Vic-
toria, and resolutions were adopted, much
In the same spirit as the resolutions which
were offered in other colonies, expressing
loyalty to the empire, but wlthout making
any specific offer. On October 11, a resolu-
tion was carried in both Houses to agree to
the terms suggested in the circular despatch
and send a contingent, and a contingent sail-
ed on November 5. The Victoria, Tasmania,
New South Wales and West Australia con-
tingents all sailed on November 5. In South
Australia the proposal was only approved in
the House on October 13, the same day that
Canada sent its announcement that we
would forward a contingent. The vote lin

30th. He dld not return until Sunday, the
8th of the following month, so he could not
be seen until Monday, November 9. In the
meantime, under the regulations, Lord Sey-
mour would be the Administrator. Perhaps
hon. gentlemen are aware that very often,
when the Governor is to be absent for only
a few days, the Administrator does not come
to Ottawa to be sworn in, but remains in
Halifax. In this case he came to Quebec,
and Mr. McGee was sent down to swear him,
after which the Administrator returned to
Halifax ; so that practically all that week
there was an interregnum. Hon. gentlemen
may aiso remember that Sir Wilfrid Laurier
had been invited to attend a great banquet at
Chicago to meet President McKinley. There
was to be some celebration there, the open-
ing of some public building, and he had ac-
cepted an invitation to be there on the Sun-
day and the Monday-that would be the Sth,
9th and 10th-in Chicago, where he delivered
a very eloquent speech, as he always does.
That despatch was not seen by any minister,
at all events, before the 5th. :My hon. friend
the Minister of Justice was in British Col-
umbia. The Minister of Militia was also ab-
sent, I think in the lower provinces. Sir
Richard Cartwright was not here. It ls
usual, being senior privy councillor, that the

the legislative assembly stood 18 to 9 ; in the duties, under such circumstances, devolve
legislative council it was a tie, and was only On me. I did not see the despatch before the
carried in South Australia by the casting 5th. It is marked from the Governor Gen-
vote of the president. That contingent sail- eral's Office, addressed to the Administrator,
ed on November 5. I thInk hon. gentlemen
who have made the statement that Canada
has disgraced itself, or that the government
of this country has not creditably performed
its duty, ought to withdraw the charge, be-
cause the Australasian governments were
taken as the standard of loyalty and patriot-
ism in their offers to aid the empire. Now,
what are the facts in reference to this de-
spatch? Some hon. gentlemen more than
hinted that Sir Wilfrld Laurier, when he
gave that Interview to the Globe, was aware
of the despatch to which I have referred.
I have the original despatch here myself,
which any hon. gentleman can see. It Is
addressed to the Administrator. His Excel-
lency the Governor General had left for
New York on the 30th, having accepted an
invitation from Sir Thomas Lipton to attend
the races there, and he had one or two other
Invitations, I belleve, from the governor of
the state of New York. He lef t here on the

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

telegram, October 4, and was marked ' Sent
to the Minister of Militia.' I do not know
when it was sent to the Minister of Militia.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Imperial despatch says it is dated 3rd.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I find it is dated
5.30 p. m.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Ye s ,
on the 3rd of the month.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I suppose It went to the
Administrator ; It was directed to him-at
all events, there was some considerable
delay. It was perhaps a little unfortunate
that the members of the government and
His Excellency should have been absent at
that particular time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
would imply that It was received and sent
to the Minister of Militia.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Minister of Mili-
tia was not in town and the Major-General
was away also.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
a copy, and I should judge that this copy
was made on the fourth, the original having
been received on the third, I do not think it
makes much difference. If the explanation
of the hon. gentleman be correct, and I
have no right to dispute it, it would relieve
the Premier of the responsibility which I
had attached to him.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is no doubt, the
Premier had no knowledge of the despatch
at the interview referred to.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
only thing Is the ministers were all out of
town at a very important time.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We had no reason to
suppose it was an important time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Mlnisters ought to be
here on matters important to this country,
but nobody would suppose they were res-
ponsible for Imperial matters.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Even as late as the end
of September the official reports will show
that the British government did not them-
selves appreciate the importance of the
position, and that despatch is the first in-
timation they gave anybody outside that
they were prepared to receive aid or assist-
ance, and then It was to be more a
sentimental affair, as you can see, this ask-
ing only for units to be absorbed in British
regiments. I found that one of the des-
patches was not printed in that English
return. I do not know why It was omitted,
but as soon as I found its absence I sent
my hon. friend two copies of it. The
despatch was published at the time in the
newspapers. It Is dated at the ,War Office,
October 2. In it, Lord Lansdowne submits
for transmission, through the Colonial
Secretary, instructions to be given to those
colonies that desired to send volunteers.
He says :

The governments of two colonies, Queens-
land and New Zealand, have offered respectively,
&c.

They were the only two that up to that
date had offered through their governments
to furnish any contingent. I have given
you the history of Queensland, and how

they carried out their offer. Lord Lans-
downe says : 'So far there have been no
offers from the governments of any of the
other colonies' That was sent with the
despatch dated October 5.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There seems to
be some distinction there between the
Crown and the self-governlng colonies.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They did not accept aid
from Crown colonies.

Ron. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman will bear in mind I was
quoting from the document laid before the
Imperial parliament. We had nothing be-
fore us that was received by this govern-
ment. That return shows just the contrary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I gave my hon. friend
two copies of it. The day he was absent I
inclosed them in an envelope.

Hon. Sir MACKElNZIE BOWELL-That
was after I had spoken.

Hon. Mr. ·SCOTT-I had not discovered
them before. I supposed that return was
complete or else I could have had them
printed. This was published at the time
in the newspapers. Al the British govern-
ment would aeeept were from Queensland
250, New Zealand 200, New South Wales
250, Victoria 250, South Australia 125 and
Canada 500 men. All the others except
Canada conformed to the proposal and ac-
cepted the conditions. New Zealand offered
to pay the men. The Imperial goverument
said 'No, we think that all should be on
the same plane.' We knew the terms on
which the contingent would be accepted,
and it seemed rather a singular position If
we had said to the Imperial governuent:
'We insist upon the men getting double
the pay of al: the other men who art serv-
ing under the British flag in South Africa.'
Here was an army of 145,.. men ; 143,-
000 were being paid on one basis and
2,000 men on another basis. 'We in-
sist upon our men getting double pay.'
That, of course, would have destroyed
the esprit de corps whieh ought to exist lu
an army. It would have created a splrit of
jealousy. It would have been productive of
anything but satisfactory good feeling be-
tween all parts of the army, and therefore
what we said was, 'We will mare It up
when the men come back.' They go in as



part of the British army. We do not de- man in either Iouse who wouid bject. The
sire that there sbould be any distinction feeling In Canada is loyal. Canada recog-
while they are serving there, but we will nizes the bigb position she holds, and la
increase the pay to the level of the Cana- fot going to do anytbing to demean It If
dian rates paid to the mounted police and hon. gentlemen wiii look at the Vbanks sent
the cavalry regiments and the artillery, by the Imperial government and puhlished
which is double the pay of the Imperiai la the state papers, they wlli see that the
corps. We thought that was the fairest. language used to 'Canada la very different
and most reasonabie view to take of It, and tram that used to other colonies. It l5
was most satisfactory to the Imperial gov- mucl more beartfelt and earnest. There
ernment. When the agitation was got up are several messages from Mr. Chamber-
in Canada that we were doing the shabby lain, messages from the government and
thing in not paying, we telegraphed over to fron the Queen herseif. There Is an air
know if any of the colonies were departing of slncerity ln ail the messages of thanks
from the rule laid down by the War Office that have been cabld to Canada, shcwing
as to the pay, and we were advised that that Canada occuples an exceptIonally
they were not. They were all on the saie good position. Canada's action was prompt.
plane. It would seem rather bumptious on Hou. gentlemen say that we hesitated.
our part to say, 'Oh, well, we will not al- Surely men ouglt to be judged by what
low our men to go there on a shilling a day. tley did and fot by what was said about
We are not satisfied with English pay and them.
wll give Canadian pay.' It seemed des-

Hon. Mr. POWSE-Or w at they say

riniv the stat papers theyin will seeh thath

prevail lu the army there. We propose to
make up to the men, or to their famillies in
this country, the additional amount to
make their pay equal to the Canadian pay.
i thInk I have shown pretty clearly
that Canada does not occupy the position
la which some bon. gentlemen have been
disposed to place ber in order to have
a shot at the present government, but
we have acted really more promptly than
any other part of the empire. Canada is
the only part of the empire where the
government have felt that tbey were
justified In acting on public opinion. I
have shown how the government of one
of the colonies that I have mentioned made
the offer, based on publie opinion, and the
opposition In the legisqIature said they bad
no right to make the offer, and It had to be
debated from day to day, and they had to
send the humlliating answer that they
could not give the Imperial government a
reply at once.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is In strik-
Ing contrast to the conduct of the opposi-
tion in Canada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
ls the best complitment the hon. gentleman
could pay us.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I said from the be-
gnning that I was sure there was not a

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

themnselves.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--Probably some hon.
gentlemen, under irritation, or when they
are prodded, will say things that ought not
fairly to be charged against them.

lon. Mr. PROWSE-Did not the hon.
Premier say to the Globe correspondent ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I betray no secrets of
council, but I say there was not a man In
the council who did not approve of every-
thing that was done, and after the first con-
tingent was sent I had a conversation with
Mr. Tarte, and of his own mere motion he
said : ' Why should we not send another
contingent ?' and we offered our second
contingent before the first contingent had
left Halifax. That offer first came from
Mr. Tarte. He said: ' Why should we not
send a second contingent ? The war is be-
ginning to look serions.' In the early part
of October it did not look serious. Nobody
dreamed that Great Britain would have the
severe task she bas had. With the modern
systein of gunnery and fortifications a very
small number of inen are able to keep a
large army at bay, as we have seen illus-
trated at Ladysmith, Mafeking and Kim-
berley. The Boers have been unable to take
those citadels. It was the same way with
Spion Kop. Part of General Buller's army
made a grand dash at the Boer's guns, but
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the difficulty was that they could not get
men enough in the narrow gorge to meet
the array of rifles facing them, and they
were shot down, and I fear that many more
will be shot down before we can accomplish
very much. The first line will be deci-
mated, the second line will be broken,
and the third line will lose to a large ex-
tent. That is the condition resulting from
the use of modern inventions. If, at the
time of the Crimean War, Sebastopol had
been guarded as the trenches are being
guarded in South Africa now, does any-
body suppose that the French and British
could have taken it ? It would have been
impracticable. At the present time we have
the deadly implements, the lyddite shells.
and the guns that will drop a shell five
miles off, and smokeless powder. In the
early days you could have some notion
where the fire came from, but to-day, with
the smokeless powder, it is ail a clear sky
and therefore we must not be surprised at
the difficulty in overcoming the Boers. I
think that a very great change will be made
in the system that will prevail hereafter.
It may have the effect of preserving to a
great extent the peace of the world where
earth fortifications, such as engineers can
build to-day, are protected by modern guns,
inaking these fortifications impregnable. I
do not see the hon. gentleman from Monck,
and I will not trouble the House with an-
swering his statements. I feel that I am
obliged to eut my observations short and
leave unsaid a great deal that I should like
to have communicated to the House, as I
think It is the desire of members not to
return to-night.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman from Northumberland is
here.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
from Monck charged the government with
suspending the coasting laws and doing a
great deal of harm to shipping. In the
month of October, the grain men of Winni-
peg sent in an application to the govern-
ment to allow United States vessels to take
the wheat from Fort William. It was ai-
leged that Canadian bottoms were short
and the rates were rising, and the grain
would have to go Into the United States
lnless some change took place. The Corn

Exchange of Montreal also sent a remons-
trance. They had sent one last year and
the year before complaining that the grain
of Manitoba was being diverted in conse-
quence of a scarclty of vessels to ship It,
and an Order in Council was passed in Octo-
ber allowing United States vessels to carry
the grain between Canadian ports. The ob-
ject was to divert it from Buffalo to Owen
Sound or Parry Sound.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Which
Order ln Council was ln direct opposition
to the law of the land. The government
had no authority or power to do It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am qulte aware of
that, but there are times when representa-
tions of that sort are made, and they have
to be considered. It was Important that the
Canadian grain, which was said to be super-
ior to the United States grain, should not
be ail diverted to the south, and there mixed
with the inferior grain and the standard
destroyed. However, the evidence was
given, and I have It here under my hand
If It is questloned, that in the month of Oc-
tober the Canadian shippers, feeling that
they had a good thing, doubled their rates.
The rates in October, 1899, were more than
double those of 1898, and I heard, as an
actual fact, that one vessel had paid Uer
whole capital account that year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
glad of it, but that was no justification for
the government vlolating the law.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When I think good can
be accomplished, I do not hesitate to break
the law ; I do not stick at things of that
kind. The grain men of Winnipeg and the
grain men of Montreal were complaining
that the grain was being diverted to foreign
ports.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tiat
has been the complaint for the last ten
years.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I dare say this year
it will stimulate the shippers. It was only
for about six weeks, and it was under great
pressure that it was done, and it is aserted
that ouly two United States vessels-

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-OnlIy one.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That only one car-

ried any grain.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Aud
that shows that the representations which
were made were improper, because there
were sufficient British bottomns to do the
work.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, but the United
States carrying trade was not equal to w'hat
was offered. The demand for iron ore was
so great that vessels refused to take the
grain. Tlhey refused to take a return cargo
of coal in order to save a few hours and
get back for another load of iron ore, which
paid them more than double, and the reason
of It was the great denand for Iron ln the
States.

lon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
wiill forgive the hon. gentleman because the
Premier apologized.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT- probably iwas the sin-
ner, because I made a report in favour ot
it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Dur-
ing the long period I had charge of the Cus-
toms Department, there never was a year
tiat the saine applications were not made,
and we always refused, because it wvas
not legal.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
may have been right, but I think the pres-
sure was greater this year, and it did lot
hurt anybody, because only one vessel load
was taken. Some hon. member lias stated
that we deserved no credit for iaving forced
the canais through. I think we deserved
credit for that. For many years the Couser-
vative party had been allowing the con-
tracts to be carried on as If they iever lu-
tended to finish the canals.

ion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh,
no.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I sent over to the De-
partment of Railways and Canals to know
when the contracts were given out for
the increased depth of the Welland Canal.
I find the Increased depth to 13 feet was
given out when Alex. Mackenzie was Min-
Ister of Public Works.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
were ceontraets glven before Sir Alexander
Mackenzie came into power, and lie cau-
celled them and advertised for others.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The coutracts for the
cutting of the Welland Canal to the depth
of 13 feet ran from April 6 to Angust 31,
1874. To the late Mr. Mackenzie Is due the
credit of Increasing the depth of the canal
system to 14 feet. The contracts for deepen-
ing the Welland Canal to 14 feet were given
out between September 25 and October 29,
1S77. What was the use of deepening the
Welland Canal unless we had a correspond-
ing deepening of the St. Lawrence canais ?
The first contract on the St. Lawrence
canais was on September 24, 1892. That
was fifteen years after. All that time the
Weland Canal was useful only to the
United States vessels. They could go
through with 14 feet drauglht, but few Cana-
dian vessels went through, because they
could not get to Montreal. The contracts
for the Soulanges Canal were given out
froin September, 1891, to May, 1892. When
the change of governnent took place it was
found that more than half the sections on
the Soulanges Canal were at a standstill,
and the government had to take out of the
hands of the contractors about six or seven
sections. Two of those sections belonged to
Mr. Stewart. He maintaIned that the gov-
ernment did not want to go on. The time
had passed for the completion, and it was
argued that In consequence of some case
decided in court that the contractors were
not bound to finish them except at their
leisure, and if I am not mistaken Stewart
stated, either in evidence or ln giving an
explanation of why he had no rushed the
work, that the Minister of Railways and
Canals was not anxious to push It.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Ina
answer to that, 1 eau say-and I say it fromx
my own personal knowledge--that the in-

structions given by the government of the
day, before I left the government, was for
the completion of those canais, at as rapid
a rate as possible. I know those were the
instructions given by Mr. Haggart. What
took place afterwards I do not know.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We had to cancel the
contracts on seven seetions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-4Mr. Osler put the ques-
tIon to Mr. Haggart, 'Well, how did you put
It to him?' and the answer was ' I told him
that if it was any advantage to hlm to go
elowly that lie could do so.'
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Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Here is the best evi- respect to the prosperlty of the country,
dence. I find in the years 1894-5-6 the gov- we aIl know that the Dominion is prOSper-
ernment expenditure was $7,738,000, and In ous and las been prosperous. We have
the years 1897-8-9 the expenditure was $9,- been preachlng that doctrine for a great
455,000, nearly two millions more, expended many years, and I am glad to find the

upon that question, and I deny that charge
altogether.

It being six o'clock, the Senate rose for
recess.

could be continued. Therefore, they ought
to divide the credit between the Conserva-
tive and the Liberal parties. My hon.
friend, the member for Cobourg (Hon. Mr.
Kerr) to-day, as is his custom, seemed to

AFTER RECESS. think that everything was due to the rule
of the present government. He is entitled,

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I regret exceedingly of course, to lis opinion upon that point,

if I have been the instrument by which our but he ought to have some consideration

lion. Speaker has been prevented from leav- for the opinions of other gentlemen whO

ing the city this evening. Had I known may differ from him very materially ln
he desired to leave, I should not have at- respect to this matter. He thinks, and very

tempted to interpose to prevent him. With properly, from his standpoint, that this 1
reference to the speech from the Throne, so the best government that ever ruled the

much has already been said upon this sub- destinies of Canada. That may or may not

Ject that little remains for me upon this be, but in a very short time the electorate

occasion. I take exception to some para- will have an opportunity of deciding that

graphs of the speech, but as a whole, and question, and I mistake very much the

upon very many points, I certainly concur sentiment of the country if they do not

with the sentiments therein expressed. With disapprove of very many acts of the pres-

in the way of -forcing the completion of the Liberal party at last concurring ln that
canals in those years. As it is six o'clock I opinion. The revenue of the country las
will have to bring. my observations to a lnireased also proportlonately wlth the busi-
close. After the explanation I have given 1 ness, a very natural resuit, and 1 only hope
hope that the government will be relleved at that the large expansion of revenue may
least of the charge of showing any dlsloyal- go to decrease our national debt. That
ty to the empire. I think that we deserve would be a source of satisfaction to the
special credit, and had we not been making citizens of this country. Iitherto, unfor-
preparations in advance of the time that cir- tunately, we have fot lad an opportunity
cular letter was received, it would have been of reducing that debt to any appreciable
absolntely impossible to have got together extent, but now, witl a large excess of rev-
the thousand men. There Is no parallel to It enue over expenditure, it is nothing but
in any of the colonies. We did It quickly. rig t to expect that there shah be a si llar
because we knew the people of Canada were reduction ln the aggregate amount of the
behind us ; all political parties approve of it. publi debt, unless the extravagance of the
I think with that acknowledgment the oppo- goverument during the past year las more
sition ought to be reasonably fair and not than offset the increased revenue. The bal-
seek to deprecate our action. We claim no ance sheet at the end of the financial year
credit ; we merely discharged a duty, but wili show ail these facts. and we wîll bc
we ought not to be accused of disloyalty be- able to discover whether the aioint receiv-
cause we did what we thought was our duty ed over and above the expenditure las been
and did it as rapidly as possible. properly applled to reducing the general

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Who debt of the country. With reference to the
charged the government with disloyalty? prevailing prosperity, these gentlemen seem

Hou.Mr.SCOT-1willnotgo ntotheto take credit for everything tliat lias oc-
Hon. Mr. aSCOTT-I will not go n te curred, but in my opinion fats wl prove

newpaper articles. I do not keep a crap due to the National
book.Policy w they have been obliged to

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have continue, knowng it Is the only polly ta-
extracts from a --reat manv newspapers der whic the nroserit of the couuntry
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eut goverument during their four years
tenure of office. lowever, that remains to
be seen. Coiniiig in contact, as I do, with a
great many of the people of this country, I
find there is a wide feeling of dissatisfac-
tion which certainly will nullify the opinion
of the gentlemen on the goverment benches
that we, on this side, are to romain in the
cold shades of opposition for the next eigh-
teen years. It makes very little differeuce
to me whether one party or another is in
power as long as they administer the affairs
of the country in a inanner that will con-
duce to the best interests of the country,
and therefore, in my humble judgment, the
Dominion will be better governed, and hae
been better governed by the Conservative
party than It possibly eau be by the Liberal
party. It is true the Reform government can
expend money to any extent ; that has been
their stock-in-trade, which may possibly
enable tltem to carry a certain nuimiber of
constituencies in the future ; but the great
mass of the people of this country have
been crying out against the extravagant ex-
penditures of the present government. The
day of reckoiung will slortly come, and my
predictions will be verified. The government
also take credit for the construction and
completion of the canals. That is an absurd
proposition. The canais were constructed a
great many years ago, and the work on the
enlargement of the canals which has been
in progress fer years, lias been completedI
this year. This government did not initiate
that policy. The work on the canais was
well advanced when the change of govern-
ment took place, and this government had
to complete the canals when they came into
office, to make them of any use to the coun-
try. With 14 feet of navigation in St. Law-
rence canals, I hope there will be a large in-
crease of trade. The people of the Unitel
States are alarmed at what we are doing In
this country in improving our waterways.
Tlhey fear that we will necessarily absorh
a large portion of the transport trade which
formerly went through United States chan-
nels. Practically that will be the result of
these improveients. The country lias ex-
pended a large amount In the deepening
of the canals. and It ouglt to be a
source of congratulation to the people
of this Dominion to know whether it
lias been a wise expenditure. and that
the deeper waterway Is sufficient to

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

suit tie demands of trade. I am sorry the
goveruinent did not think it necessary or
obligatory to take into consideration the
great project which has been before this
country for several years-I allude to the
Ottawa and Georgian Bay Ganjl. lu My
humble judgment, this canal would do more
for the future general. prosperity of the
country than any undertaking of any kind
that has been accomplished ln the past-
I will not except even the Canadien Pacifie
Railway, although we all know that the
Canadian Pacifie Railway has been the
means of making this country what it is. I
believe, however, that the Georgian Bay Ca-
nal, with all the advantages which it pos-
sesses will be of the greatest utility and
benefit to the country. The whole commun-
ity, with few exceptions, is ln favour of it,
and I did hope that the government would
have made some allusion to this project .l
the speech from the Throne.

The promoters of the project. or some of
them, are in the city, and I believe they in-
tend to have a coaference with the govern-
ment to ascertain if they will give them aid
to carry out the work. It is going to shorten
the distance between the upper lakes and
the seaboard very much, and with the in-
creasing breadth of cultivated land in the
North-west, we will require al the facilities
we can obtain for the purpose of exporting
the great products of the country. I do not
dissent from the plan of the government in
encouraging immigration. I thlnk it is desir-
able, and i hope they will carry it out so
that it will be a material benefit to that sece-
tion of the country. We all know the vast
extent of the North-west. With the land un-
settled it is perfectly useless, and the
sooner the government bring in settlers to
make that land what It ought to be, the bet-
ter it will be for the country. Whether the
immigrants who have recently been brought
into the country are the proper class or not,
it is not for me to say. I have heard then
favorrably spoken of, and I hope they wili
turn out to be the proper class of people. We
cannot expect any great Increase in the im-
migration from the British Isles, and we
must look to foreign eountrles for popula-
tion. Tho government are entitled to great
credit for encouraging increased settlement
in Canada. and I hope they will continue
with their systema of Immigration on a
large sceale. I have touched on the principal
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points in the speech whicli require our cou-
sideration. With respect to the preferential
tariff, it is rather unfortunate that during
this last year, notwithstanding the prefer-
ence to British goods, our imports from the
United States have been largely in excess of
those from the British Islands. I did think
that this preferential tariff would have had
the effect of increasing the trade with Great
Britain and decreasing the trade with the
United States. It may have this effect i
future years. Our trade with the West In-
dies should be encouraged as much as possi-
ble. The only other subject which has been
agitating the public mind for some time le in
reference to the war in South Africa. In my
opinion, the government have not acted in
this matter in the manner which the Im-
portance of the subject demands. They cer-
tainly did not act as speedily as the circum-
stances would seem to require. They have
tried very vIgorously to defend their course.
The Minister of Justice and the Secretary of
State have tried to make us believe that
Canada did more than any other colony In
the empire. It seems extraordinary that one
solitary hour should be lost In finding out
whether any constitutional difficulty could
arise In the matter. It seems to me very
extraordinary that the organ of the Minister
of Public Works declared In his paper in
Montreal at that time that not a dollar and
not a man should be sent to South Africa.
How do they reconcile that with what the
Minister of Justice has stated? By his spe-
cial pleading lie seemed to indicate that
there was this diffleulty, and it required
some time to consider it, shielding himself
Iunder the supposition that in 1885 -Sir John
Macdonald found the same trouble In regard
to the war on the Nile, and could not approve
Of sending a contingent to assist in that war.
The circumstauces are not analogous. The
Milnister of Justice last session delivered a
Masterly speech -in reference to the diffieul-
ties in South Africa. He convinced me at
that time that war was inevitable. Know-
ing as he must have known, that it was sure
tO take place, should he not have made the
nfecessary alterations in the ýMilitia Act, If it
required any alterations, to meet the emer-
gency? That las not been explained. The
Minister of Public Works had determined,
as far as he could, to throw some discredit
Upon the loyal men of this country, accord-

ing to my view. Whether it was done in a
moment of weakness or not, I am not pre-
pared to say. We know that the Minister of
Public Works has a hostile feeling towards
a class of this community who have been
known as men loyal to the backbone, and he
thought, if he could do any injury to that
class of people, lie was doing credit to lis
own countrymen, whereas the contrary was
the fact, because his own people will repu-
diate any feeling that might have existed in
reference to their position as men loyal to
the empire. Therefore, I think he has count-
ed without his lhost, and that the people of
this country will never forget the desire of
that hon. gentleman to make political cap-
ital for the purpose of injurlng the class of
men for whom he had an utter detestation
for many years. I attrIbute it to that cause
and that alone. I may be wrong, but it all
points In that direction. I am told that In
the council it was necessary, before they ar-
rived at a conclusion, to visit Rideau Hall.
Whether that is a fact or not, I do not know.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-That was currently
reported lu the citv.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is absolutely untrue.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I think the Minister
of Justice will corroborate what I say, that
there was a very strong feeling of mistrust
in the minds of the people, when that atti-
tude was taken.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I was on the Pacific
coast at the time, and the whole matter was
arranged before I returned.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I want to avoid any
personality in this matter, I do not want to
say that any man was guilty. But I believe
the Minister of Public Works was the cause
of the trouble. I have a very strong opinion
on the matter, and nothing wIll eradicate
from my mind the impression that he has
caused all the trouble. I do not wish to de-
tract from the Premier, remembering the
position lie took at the Queen's Jubilee. I
think he discharged his duty In au admiable
manner, and I give him credit for what he
did on that occasion to yindicate the honour
of Canada. He did what any man would do
in performing his duties In a digniMed and
satisfactory manner, and therefore it would
be wrong to Impute wrong motives to hIm.
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Something was said as to no allusion being
made to the exertions of the Militia Depart-
ment In sending the contingents. That
may be true, but there is one general feeling
in this country that the Minister of Militia
and his department did ail they could
do for the purpose of accelerating the de-
parture of the volunteers. But at the sanie
time, while we must give Dr. Borden every
possible praise, we are also under a deep
debt of gratitude to those men who came
forward voluntarily and offered themselves,
leaving their homes and firesides for the
purpose of serving their Queen and their
country. Could anything be more patrio-
tic, could anything be more in unison with
the feelings of the people of this country
to show that we are loyal, and that it is a
libel of the worst kind to try by any side
wind to throw discredit on the people of
this country ? I do not think it lies in tif
mouth of any man to say that these men
do not deserve the greatest praise froin us.
Nearly three thousand men have been en-
rolled, but I believe if it were necessary
we could enrol 20,000 men in this country
to serve in any emergency in which Great
Britain might be involved. We are part
and parcel of the empire, and it is our duty
to assist in every possible way in maintain-
ing the integrity of the empire. On many
occasions Britain has rendered aid to us.
They never hesitated about sending troops
to this country when they were needed.
They never asked whether this country
would pay for them, or whether the country
was prepared to receive them, but acted
voluntarily and promptly. I believe that
the people of the country will concur witlh
me In saying that In return we are willing
to assist them in any measure to maintain

hand a force of men sufficient to meet any
emergency that may arise, and I hope it
will have an effeet in this country that we
are necessarily required to maintain a force
sufficient to meet any difficulty that might
occur. It has been rumoured that there
would be an attempted Fenian invasion,
taking advantage of the difficulties in the
Transvaal. I do not know whether it is
true or not, but the government should take
the matter into their serious consideration,
and make arrangements to garrison some of
our principal cities and towns. There is
another iatter of very great importance in
connection with this subject. There is a
question as to whether these men should
be reconipensed in a fair, honest and gen-
erous maînner. My opinion is that they
ouglit to, be liberally recompensed. I do
not know that we can do too much to show
our appreciation of the course they have
pursued. We ought to act promptly in this
matter ; we should not be parsimonious or
seek to restrict them to the pittance allow-
ed by the Imperial government. Every man
should be placed in a position equal to that
whici he occupied before he left. I believe
that the commercial community generally
have guaranteed that upon the return of
these men from the Transvaal they shall
occupy the positions they had when they
left. That is a fair offer, and I hope that
the government will act in the same way.
Speaking of the munificent offer of Lord
Stratheona, I think it deserves every com-
mendation. Not only should there be a vote
of this House and three cheers, as proposed
by the hon. gentleman from Victoria, but
there should be some public substantial
recognition of this generous and noble
action of Lord Strathcona. I hope that the

their rights. We regret the necessity for gevernment will do sonething te Imer-
this war. We ail regret the loss of life and talize fli memery of fis man fer ail fine
the enormous expenditure, but principally te come. I do net know how that euld be
the loss of life. It has eut off the flower done, whether if would le by a life-slzed
of England, but we may depend upon it i (Al painting of fIat dlstinguisîed genfle-
that although it may be disastrous at the man, te le placed ln every public building
present time, the result wIll be useful in the In fli country and ln the halls of fli var-
future. It will show Great Britain that it ions local legisiatures. I do net know fhe
is necessary to maintain a sufficlent force views of fhe gevernment on flils question,
to repel any action that may be taken but if if were put te a vote, I do nef thlnk
against them. Heretofore that fad of peace flere would le one dissentient velce ln fhe
at any price has been acted upon, but it wîole Dominion of Canada in tli carrying
wlll no longer continue in the minds of out of a achene of fis kind for the pur-
the British people. They should keep on POSC' I have mentioncd.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.
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I merely throw out the suggestion, not witho i ih kiowledge of the British gov-
knowing whether it will meet with favour ernment. However, we should do all we
or not. I rose this afternoon for the purpose can to assist Great Britain In any difficultY
of showing my dissent from the course pur- that may arise as long as we are part and
sued by the goveriiment in reference to the parcel of the empire, as I hope we s1all be
organization of the contingent. I do this
as a loyal British subject and as a Cana-
dian. I do not want my loyalty to be im-
pugned. It is the worst stigma a man can
have against his character that he is dis-
loyal to Queen and country. Thank God we
have heard enough to know that all miîen in
this Dominion, with very few exceptions,
are loyal. The speeches we have heard
show me that the French Canadians, some
of whoih have been spoken of as being dis-
loyal, have proved themselves to be, as I
have always believed them to be, as loyal
as any other people in this country. I am
pleased that on second thoughts the minis-
ters came to the conclusion that it was ne-
cessary to provide a second contingent, and
that there was some mode by which they
could act promptly. Certainly it was a
somersault of a very agreeable kind to. me,
and was approved of throughout the coun-
try. If anything should be required in the
future of the same kind, I do not think they
ought to feel themselves under the neces-
sity of applying to parliament. They may;
rest assured that the loyal people of this
country will readily approve of any measure,
that might be undertaken by the govern-
ment for the purpose of assisting the Bri-
Ish government in such an emergency as
they are involved in at the present time. I
thought It was my duty, as a representative
of this .part of the country. to show our
great appreciation of the efforts made by
the people to render the assistance so great-
1

for all time to cou e. I hope to die a
British subject, true and loyal to Br.itish
connection. I hope the -government will
pay the men who have volunteered for ser-
vice in South Africa fairly and liberally,
and do all they can to show their approval
of the course they bave pursued in offering
to fight for the empire. Some of these men
may never return, but thanks to some pri-
vate parties in this country, provision lias
been made in the way of insurance on their
lives which will be some little compensation
to the friends of any who may be killed in
action. The country ought to provide insur-
anee for every man who has gone to fight
for this country. I do not think any man
would dissent from it, and all would unite
in supporting any such measure that may
be introduced by the government. If any
man cornes forward and tries to persuade
the people that our country Is doing wrong
in assisting the empire in this struggle,
that man ought to be served as they served
an agitator in Winnipeg the other day,
when they pelted him with rotten eggs. I
do not wish to Impute any Improper mo-
tives, but the government made a terrible
mistake to have delayed one single moment
In offering assistance to the home govern-
ment. They claim that they required to
know the opinion of the country. They
could have obtained that opinion in three
days. They had it last session when a reso-
lution was passed in this parliament, and
they could not have gone astray in any ac-

Y nede attu prsen tie y Te jritsh tion they could have taken to render as-
governmnent in South Africa. If they sistance in such an emergency. The gov-
Should be successful, as I have no doubt ernment on several occasions tried to make
they will be, the effect will be that South it appear that there was no difference of
Africa, under British rule, wIll become a opinion amongst us-that they were unanli-
prosperous country. It seems to me, as a mous. That may be, but the evidence, to
citizen, to be a most extraordinary thing my mind, is contrary to that. The evidence
that ail these preparations were going on mymd1scnrr ota.Teeiec

thatallthee pepaatins eregoig o was that there was a f eeling by some par-
from year to year in the Transvaal without ties that they would not be justified pn ar-
England being aware of It. I do not wish tae

t ing this expenditure without the aPprovalto criticise the acts of British statesmenmay be a verY well
It would be impertinence on my part to do of a T m b ll ery w
80, but I cannot help feeling that it was a as a rule, but in a case of this extraordin-
Very strange thlng that preparations on a ary character, an extraordinary remedy
scale of such magnitude could be made was needed, and the people would have jus-
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tified the government in doing what was
simply their solemn duty in defence of the
empire.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that when the
Senate adjourns to-day it do stand adjourn-
ed until the lst day of March at 3 o'clock.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should like to ask the leader of the govern-
ment If copies of government bills, to be
introduced in this Senate, particularly of
the Criminal Code, will be circulated to the
mî-embers in advance. I have already stated
the reasons why I think we should have it
done, and I must express some little sur-
prise that the minister, knowing that the
law had not been passed last session and
that it was the intention of the government
to introduce it again, did not have it printed
and laid before this House immediately
after we assembled. Of course we know it
has been the practice in past years, to at-
tribute to the opposition, not so much in
this House as in the other, factious opposi-
tion to measures of the government. There
they were held responsible for the delays
which had taken place in the transaction
of business. Now, we have been here nine
days. No business has been laid before this
House, nor, as far as I know, has any mea-
sure been introduced in the other House,
and for that reason I presume the Minister
of Justice thought lie was justified in asking
the Senate to adjourn for some twenty days.
I hope in future, whatever niieasures are in-
tended to be introduced in the Senate for
our consideration, that we may have them
at the earliest possible moment and then,
while poltical questions are being discuss-
ed in the other House, we eau be considering
the practical work of the session here. My
experience le, and I am sure my hon.
friend's experience must have been aiso,
that measures of importance affecting
either the Criminal Code or the commercial
policy of the country, after having been
duly weighed and considered by the Senate,
have passed the lower House in a much
shorter period than those which were intro-
duced and considered first in the Comions.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

I say that, because my experience has
taught me that that is not only in the in-
terests of the country, but equally impor-
tant that we should have Bills before us
when we meet that they may be thoroughly
considered before sending them to the other
House.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am quite ready to
admit that if we were to do as my hon.
friend suggests, it would be a new depar-
ture, and I am very far from saying it
would not be an improvement, but the
speech which my lion. friend addressed to
us now, lie addressed last year, and I can
remember when my lon. friend sat on this
side of the House, a similar speech used to
be addressed to him by my hon. friend the
Secretary of State.

Hon. Sir MACCKENZIE BOWELL-My
hon. friend was not here, and does not
know.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--My hon. friend is mis-
taken in supposing that it is necessary to
be a member of this House to know what
transpires here. If my hon. friend is under
any such opinion as that, it is a delusion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
not a snare.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am quite ready to ad-
mit that, but it Is the other thing whicl I
have mentioned. With regard to the Cri-
minai Code Bill, I have 'stated already that
the measure has to be considered by myself
and some of my colleagues. A measure of
this sort, no matter how carefully you have
considered it, will, during a period of twelve
months, have some changes proposed by
prosecuting attorneys, judges and other par-
ties who are experienced in its administra-
tion. The measure was very carefully con-
sidered in this House last year-the sub-
ject of the Criminal Code. There may not
be any changes of great importance, so far
as I am able to state at this moment, made
in the Bill as it will be submitted to this
House again. If I had brought it down,
it would be the only measure that would
be brought down at the present moment.
Tiere are one or two other measures that I
purpose bringing before this House, but
they are very short. Last year I introduced
the parole system as applied to certain con-
vicets in penitentiaries. We found, when
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we came to work it out, that it would be volves upon us ln council, by the subject

very desirable to extend that power to per- of these contingents. My bon. friend, hav-
sons confined in the Central Prison and in Ing been for a great many years a member

the jails as well, because at the present of the government, can understand that,

time the only way we can let a young man but I promise him that if I can succeed in

out of jail Is by granting him a pardon, getting a Bill which Is at present ln the

whereas it would be most desirable to ex- printer's bands reconsidered and reprinted

ercise a surveillance over him by granting before the House meets again, I shall be
to him a reprieve by tieket-of-leave. Some- most happy to act upon the suggestion he
times this has occurred during the past six makes, and put It In the bands of members
months, since we have been operating the of this House, and of the other House, aud
law. A number of young men become law- of a large number of the profession who are
less, and they continue their lawlessness un- interested in It.
til they commit some criminal offence and The motion was agreed to.
are tried and convicted. One amongst them
Is a leader ln the wrong-doing, and he gets LIEUT.-COL. HUGHES' SERVICES.
three years ln the penitentiary. The others,
that are supposed to be led by hlim ln the MOTION.

mischief, are sent to the Central Prison. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved:
Now, they are all offenders. There Is a That an humble address be presented to His
want of control over them, and they are Excellency the Governor General ; praying that

His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laidnot naturally of the crimmnal class. With upon the Table of the Senate, copies of all com-
a little care and some supervision they may munications which have passed between the gov-
forni perhaps members of a law-abidlng ernment of Canada and the British government In

reference to the offer of Lieutenant-Colonel
community and become industrious persons, Samuel Hughes, M.P., to raise ln Canada a
that has occasionally occurred. We can military corps for service in South Africa. Alto,

copies of all cominmunications, telegrams andgrant parole to the one who has been sent letters which have paased between the Domin-
to the penitentiary, but we cannot deal wlth ion government, the Major General, or any offt-
the others, except, It may be, by pardon cer or official in the public service, and Lieuten-

' ant-Colonel Samuel Hughes, in reference to the
and yet we do not feel altogether like par- proposal of the latter to raine a corps in Can-
doning, and the one who is in the peniten- ada for service ln South Africa, or in connection

with the appointment of bieutenant-Colonel
tiary 1s let out on parole, and the others Hughes as an officer of the first, second or other
feel It a great hardship that he should be special service battalion ; together with a state-
at large while they are ln prison. So I pro- ment of the action taken -thereon by the govern-

ment or by the Major-General.
pose to amend the law by two or three sen-
tences extending that principle to these He said : My principal reason for movIng
cases. My hon. friend will see that that this resolution is in order that the people of
will not require fifteen minutes' considera- 'Canada may know really what the difficul-
tion, and so It seemed to me, looking at the ties are that have existed between these two-
tact that this House has nothing to do with offeers. A good deal of interest bas been
the consideration of the estimates, and. taken ln the matter, and every one knows
therefore requires less time for disebarge that Colonel Hughes is a very enthusiastie
of the duties devolving upon It than does volunteer, and that he was one of the first
the other Chamber, that I would be suffi- who offered to raise a regiment to aid the
Cliently meeting the wishes of the members Imperial forces ln the war In South Africa.
Of this House by submitting the measures The Interview between the Major-General
proposed to be introduced. Now, so far as and a newspaper reporter has intensifed the
the criminal code Is concerned, I purpose feeling ln the country as to the treatment
discussing that with my colleagues. My which Colonel Hughes recelved. I do not
hon. friend can well understand that after desire to be understood as unding fault with
the assembling of the government at the either one or the other. I know the enthu-
Close of the summer vacation, a very con- siasin of the one, and I have the highest re-
slderable time Is required for dealing with gard and respect for the Mador-General as,
the speclal estimates of the departments, a soldier, but I think in matters o« this klnd,
and on the present occasion we have had where a man has erred through enthusiasm
considerable addition to the work that de- on behalf of bis country, even a little breach
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of military discipline might, if not overlook-
ed, be treated less harshly probably than it
has been treated in this instance. Of course
I cannot give a positive opinion on that ques-
tion, not knowing the facts, but having had
a little difficulty on one occasion with the
former Major-General, in which I was placed
under the ban, ,I have some little sympathy
for Colonel Hughes under the circumstances.
Whether I transgressed to the extent that he
did, I am not prepared to say just now, nor
to defend my own cond'uet at the time, or his
at the present time.

The motion was agreed to.

THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF
REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

THE

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General; praying that
His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be
laid before the Senate :-

1. A copy of the statement of the case sub-
mitted to English counsel for their opinion as
te the competency of the Canadian parliament
to alter, by legislation, the electoral divisions
of the Dominion, except upon the recurring oc-
casions of the decennial proportionate readjust-
ment of the representation provided for by the
British North America Act, 1867, after the tak-
ing of each census.

2. A copy of the opinion so given by such
counsel.

3. A statement of the fees or emoluments paid
or granted to such counsel for such opinion.

4. Copies of all correspondence by the govern-
ment, or any member of the government, or any
person on behalf of the government or any mem-
ber thereof, with said counsel or either of therm
with reference to such statement of case, or the
opinion founded thereon ; with copies of ail mes-
sages, inenioranda or documents made, had,
submitted or taken with reforence to said state-
ment of case and said opinion.

5. The names of the counsel to whon applica-
tion was made for such opinion, the date of such
application, and the names of the parties by
whom the application was made.

He said : I remember calling the attention
of the hon. Minister of Justice to this sub-
ject during the last session of parliament,
and he at the time told us that he had no
knowledge of any opinion having been asked
from eminent counsel in England, and con-
sequently he was not in a position to give
the Information which I now ask for ln this
motion. I have here an extract from an
English paper purporting to give the case
which was submitted to counsel in England.
It ls as follows :

The annexed Bill for altering some of the
electoral divisions for the House of Commons

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

for Canada, leaving unchanged the numbers of
the members representing each province, was
passed by the House of Commons of Canada in
the session of 1899. It has been rejected by the
Senate on the ground that it la not within the
constitutional competence of the parliament of
Canada to legislate altering the electoral divi-
sibns, save on the occasion of the decennial
proportionate readjustment of the representation
obligatory under the British :North America
Act, 1867, after each census.

Your opinion la asked whether it is competent
to the Canadian parliament to legislate as pro-
posed and independently of the decennial read-
justment.

The counsel to whom the case was submitted
were the Hon. Edward Blake, Q.C., M.P., Mr.
R. B. Haldane, Q.C., M.P., Mr. H. H. Asquith,
Q.C., M.P., Mr. Edward Carson, Q.C., M.P., and
Lord Robert Cecil, and their opinion was in the
affirmative.

As we have another BIll changing the elec-
toral division promised in the speech from
the Throne, and I see by the paper to-night,
was to have been introduced to-day, and I
believe of the exact character of the Bill Of
last year, it is well that we should have this
information in our possession before we
deal with the subject again.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My bon. friend hais it
now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
I want is the official statement. I am read-
ing this as the basis on which I make the
motion. I am not In a position to say that
that is a correct version of what was sub-
mitted to counsel. If I were to say that and
point out that It is not in accordance with
the fact, my hon. friend would say that he is
not responsible for a newspaper report.
Hence I should like to have the exact word-
ing of the submission which was made to
these counsel. There can be no possible ob-
jection to that. We are entitled to It, for
I presume these gentlemen dId not give their
opinion on so important a question without
being paid for it, and we are entitled to
know who submitted the question, and under
what form It was submitted. What I want
is the official document, the su.bmisslon -and
the answer, and then we will know better
how to deal with the question when it Is
brought before us.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not officlally sub-
mitted any such question for an opinion. I
never had the slightest douibt in my own
mind as to what our legal and constitutional
rights were. If any Of my other colleagues
have, I will make inquiries, and if we have
any such opinion from the parties I shall be
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ready to bring it down. I isuppose the value
of the opinion will depend upon the emin-
ence of the counsel, and nobody denies that
these are men standing in the very first rank
of lawyers in the United Kingdom. and
their opinion will be, if they have given an
opinion, one the importance of whicli de-
pends upon their rank, and not upon the
party who may have made the inquiry. I
suppose it will have just as much value if
obtained by a private party as though
obtained through an official channel in
Canada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman has put the case very fairly
as far as he went, but it will not depend so
much upon the eminence of the counsel who
gave the opinion as on the submission made
to them. If the submission was a false one,
and they gave an opinion, then the opinion
would be valueless. If the case given to
these gentlemen were strict-ly ln accordance
with the facts, then the opinion would have
been valuable otherwIse it would not. If
this extract which I have read gives the
submission, then it is not correct.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Further, I think
legal gentlemen are agreed that an opinion
that Is not reasoned Is not as valuable as
one that has been reasoned.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
states the fact that a reasoned opinion is
more valuable than one that ls not reasoned
to the party who receives it, and who wants
to forrm a judgment on the propriety of the
opinion. I do not suppose my hon. friend
WIll undertake to sit in judgment upon the
Opinion given by Mr. Asquith, or Mr. Blake,
Or Mr. Haldane, and if they give an opinion
Wlthout the reasoning, it ls not less author-
itative than if it were accompanied by the
reasons. If my hon. friend wanted, as a
lawyer, to judge as to whether the opinion
Was a proper one or not, then he would un-
dertake to examine into the reasons and try
to ascertain whether he could answer It
-atisfactorily to himself or not. If not, he
ulight acquiesce ln It. It might convert him
to their way of thinking, but the value of
the Opinion does not depend upon its being
reasoned.

went carefully into it ; otherwise they
miglit have gone off at ha-If cock, as pro-
fessiornal men are very apt to do, to my
knowledge.

The motion was agreed to.

HILLSBORO RIVER RAILWAY AND
TRAFFIC BRIDGE.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to Hls

Excellency the Governor General; praying that
Hie Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate, a copy of an agreement between the
governiment of Canada and the provincial gov-
ernment of Prince Edward Island in terms of
the Acts of the Parliament of Canada, 62-63 Vie-
toria, Chapter 4; and also, copies of ail corres-
pondence between the government of Canada,
or any member or officiai thereof, and the pro-
vincial govenment of Prince Edward Island
regarding the construction of a railway and gen-
eral traffic bridge over the Hilleborough River
at or near Charlottetown, P.E.I.

The motion was agreed to.

DREDGING OF NEW LONDON
H ARBOUR.

iquar.

Hon Mr. FERGUSON rose te

Inquire if It is the Intention of the government
to dredge the harbour of New London, P.E.I.,
during the coming summer?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will seo
that the answer to this will depend upon
the return to the last motion.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is all the
answer I may expect to get ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is all I can give
until the evidence comes down.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, March 1, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

liou. Mr. FERCGUSON-It depends upon Bill (B) 'An Act to amend the Act to
it just so far as those who received the opin- provide for the conditional liberation cf
4o wIll have evidence that these gentlemen penitentiary convicts.-(Hon. Mr. Mills).
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Bill (C) 'An Act respecting the Supreme
Court of the North-west Territories.'-(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

DISALLOWANCE OF PROVINCIAL
ACTS.

MOTION.
Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid upon the
Table of the Senate, copies of all Orders in
Council disallowing Acts which had leen Passed
by any of the legislatures of the provinceS of
the Dominion, or by the legislative assembly
of the North-west Territory, since the first day
of August, 1896, together with all correspOn-
dence la relation thereto ; also, copies of anY
and all correspondence between the federal
and any of the provincial governments relating
to any suggestions of changes or amendments
to any local Act which may have been passed
by such local legislature, and the action taken
thereon.

He sa&l : My reason for making this
motion 1s because so much discussion bas
taken place on the subject of disallowance
that I think that it is but right to make
public the reasons why any of the Acts
of the provincial legislatures have been
disallowed, or, If any suggestions have
been made by the Minister of Justice,
or by any other member of the govern-
ment as to the amending of provincial
Acts which may be considered to be in con-
travention of the provisions of a federal
Act or an encroachment on the rights of the
Dominion parliament, the reasons for
dIsallowance should be laid before the
House in order that the public may know
what lias been done, and the reasons for
disallowing Acts, or asking for amend-
ments if anything of the kind bas taken
place.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have no objection
whatever to the motion of my hon. friend
opposite. It bas been the practise every few
years to publish the reports of the Minister
of Justice on the subjeet of disallowance.
Of course, the duty devolves upon the Min-
ister of Justice, In this country, as it does
upon the Colonial Secretary, upon the advice
of the Law OffDcers ln England, to deal witb
the subject of provincial legislation within
the Dominion, and where a local legislature
bas exceeded its powers there are three
courses that are adopted. One is the dis-
allowance of the Act; another Is the amend-
ment of the Act in the particulars ln which

it is objectionable; and, third, the Act is
allowed ,to go into operation notwithstanding
itis objectionable features, leaving the law
courts .to determine the question of 'ultra
vires.' I do not think there has been a case
since I have been in the Department of Jus-
tice, nor do I think there was for several
years before, in which the Minister of Jus-
tice advised disallowance without reference
to the local authorities. Where there is
time, the attention of the local authorities
le always called to the objectionable fea-
tures of the legislation, and they are asked
to amend the Act, and where .they consent
to amend It within a period of twelve
months, the power of disallowance is not
exercised. That course has been always the
policy of the department, and it ia, of course,
still adhered to. I have no objection to bring
before the House the information which my
hon. friend seeks by this motion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Of
course my hon. friend will understand that
If the correspondence and Orders in Council
are published in his report there Is no ne-
cessity for brInging them down on this
motion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They are not published
in the report. They are published In a
volume, but they are not published annu-
ally. I shall bring down what my hon.
friend asks for withln the period of time he
mentions.

The motion was agreed to.

A VIOTIM OF A JUDICIAL ERROR.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY rose to-
Draw the attention of the government to

the following extract published in the daily
newspapers of the capital :

AN INNOCENT MAN.
For three years he was imprisoned in the

St. Vincent de Paul. The Minister of Justice
has ordered the liberation from St. Vincent de
Paul Penitentiary of a Greek named Vandel, who
was sentenced three years ago on a charge of
rape. It has been found that Vandel is innocent,
and was the victim of a judicial errur.

And inquired of the government :-
1. Are the facts mentioned hereihabove true ?
2. And If the answer is in the affirmative,

what compensation does the government propose
to offer to this victim of a judicial error ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS--We, of course, depre-
cate the discussion of the exercise of the
power of pardon. I think the practise ln
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England Is, where there je any specific
charge ln any 'prima facie ' case made out
against the advice given, to bring the matter
under the attention of parliament, and the
Home Secretary has an opportunity of then
vindicating bis action ; but it would lead to
very great embarrassment ln the adminis-
tration of justice and in the exercise of the
power of pardon If the subject was made oU
every occasion, or indeed, frequently made,
the subject of parliamentary discussion or
Inquiry. It ls a matter within the executive
discretion and is only a proper subject for
parliamentary lnqulry where there bas been
a great error of judgment on the part of the
minister advising the Crown, or where the
facts given to the public are 'prima facie'
evidence of sudh a case. In this instance no
statement Is made that there was wrong
done ln setting at large a guilty man, but
that an innocent man bas been discharged,
and so this matter would not come within
the rule o! inquiry which is well settled lin
the mother country, and which my hon.
friend puts here. But, I will say this with
regard to the case of Vandel-the facts are
not as stated ln the question. The prisoner
was found guilty of a charge of rape in
March, 1697. The verdict was ln accordance
with the evidence given at the time, and
Was belleved by the jury. The prisoner was
sentenced to ten years in prison for the
offence. It was subsequently established
that the woman who èaid the charge against
Vaandel bad been previously unchaste-in
fact, a notoriously loose character, and that
she had since that, as before, upon the
report of competent officers, been leading a
very Immoral life. These facts and the
report of these officers were laid before the
judge who tried the case, who made a report
to the department. Those reporte are al-
Ways strictly confidential, as my hon. friend
knlowg, and It would, in fact, lead to great
hesitaton on the part of a judge to make a
f1111 and frank report ot his views, if those
Opinions were to be made public, and so, in
England-and the rule bas been followed
here.-the report of the judge has been al-
Ways treated as strictly confidential ; there-
fore, I aRn net st lIberty to state what report
the Jlldge made, but upon the papers that
were laid before me, upon information sub-
mUtted by the police officers, and upon the
report of the judge, I formed an opinion,

8

and that opinion ls that there milght be
great wrong done If this party was longer
kept lu the penitentiary, and so upon the
information placed before me, I thought It
my duty to recommend a pardon. Now,
w1th regard to the second part of the hon.
gentleman's question, there la no obligation,
moral or otherwise, devolving upon the
Dominioi government to give compensation
to a party who has been convicted, even
though wrongly convicted. The court gives
judgment In accordance with the evidence
submitted. The party bas a fair trial. The
trial does not become unfair because the
testimony submitted Is perjured. There is
no disposition on the part of the jury to go
wrong. They must act upon the best evidence
submitted, and then form an honest judg-
ment or conclusion. If, unfortunately, there
have been perçons guilty of perjury, that
does not entitle the accused to compensation,
and that rule bas been recognized again and
again in the mother country.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-It Is another Dreyfus
affair, or like ILt.

THE PACIFIC CABLE.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved-
That an humble address be presented to

Ris Excellency the Governor General ; praying
that His Excellency will cause to be laid before
the Senate, copies of all correspondence not
already brought down, that has taken place
between the Imperial government and Canada,
or between the High Commissioner for Canada
in London and the government of Canada, re-
lating to the proceedings of commissioners
appointed to consider and proceed with the
construction of the Paciflc cable between Canada
and the Australasian Colonies ; together with
any correspondence that may have taken place
relating to concessions asked for by the East-
ern Extension Telegraph Company from the
Australian governments in re telegraphic ex-
tension.

He said : I notice that almost a similar
motion bas been made In the lower House,
and if the papers are brought down there
It will not be necessary to make a special
return here, further than to let us have a
copy of them. I simply make this motion :
any remarks I may have to offer on the
subject of the Palific cable communication
between Canada and Australia, I sball.re-
serve for the next motion in my name on the
paper.

The motion was agreed to.
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THE WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I wish to allude to a
matter which is one of very great interest,
I am sure, to every hon. gentleman present,
and .to the whole population of this country.
When we adjourned early in February, not
to meet again until to-day, there was a very
great deal of anxiety felt at the prospect
of British arms in South Africa at that time.
There was an organization ln South Africa
-a military government pursuing a policy
of aggression upon the British possessions
in the southern portion of the African Con-
tinent. Every one believed that the contest
would be one which ultimately could only
result in one way, but we all felt that a
courageous and active enemy, pursuing a
polcy that was defenaive ln its character,
had the opportunity of Inflicting very se-
rious Injury upon the British forces ln South
Anfrica. The British authorities have, I am
pleased to say, risen equal to the occasion.
I am sure, no one in this House, and no one
ln this country expected anything else. If
we have met with reverses, they have
afforded us an experience by which we may
profit, and which only Increase our deter-
mination. and the determination of the
people et the United Kingdom, to put
forth still more vigorous efforts to se-
cure that triumph which at one time
we supposed could be secured without s0
large an expenditure of money and of life.
To-day, the prospect Is indeed very much
brighter. We know that General Cronje
and his army have surrendered. We
know that within the past few days
Kimberlev has been relieved. The siege
to which it was long subjected has
been raised, and the pleasing news has
reached us within the past few hours that
Ladysmith is also relieved. (Cheers.) And
the force of General White, which has been
shut up there for some months, ls now at
liberty to join with other portions of the
British army to hasten the triumph which
British arms are certain to secure. I am
pleased to say that the people of Canada
have taken a deep interest ln this contest.
We all know, who have given any attention
to the matter, that the British government
have exercised a very great deal of forbear-
ance towar'ds the Boer population of the
Transvaal and of the Orange Free State. In
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no other place in the history ot our country
have the British people been subjected to
such Ignominy, such injustice as they have
been called on to endure at the hands of the
Boer government of the Transvaal. That
endurance, in the estimation of a great many,
was carried further even than it ought to
have been, and before the contest was begun
by the Boers it ought to have been begus
by the British authorities on behalf of thoet
who suffered such wrongs and such injustice
at the hands of the Boer population. How-
ever, that may be,we know that the forbear-
ance has only te.nded to bring Into clearer
light the wrong and injustice that was being
done, and the disabilities tiat demanded
remedy. When the call to arms was made,
every portion of the British Empire respond-
ed. It was not metely the soldiers in the
regular forces that marched at the call of
the British government to put an end to the
wrong that was inflicted upon the British
people In South Africa. The Canadian
people also responded. They took a deep ln-
terest in the conflict, not a greater interest
than their interest In the United Kingdom
and the empire rendered necessary ; but I
believe this, that the result of the conflict
will be to establish an additional bond of
unity between the United Kingdom and the
dependencies of the empire. (Oheers.) I be-
Ileve that the result of this confict bas
tended to make the bonds of union immea-
ureably stronger than at any previous period

in our history. (Hear, hear.) We feel that
the responsibility of empire to some extent
resta upon us, and I have no hesitation ln
saying that the expenditure which will be
made by Canada on behalf of the empire is
as profitable an investment as this country
bas ever made at any period of its existence.
(Cheers.) I am pleased to see the Canadian
people responding with Bc much promptness
to the call of duty in this matter. I am
pleased at the bravery which they have
exhibited in the battle field. (Cheers.) And al-
though some of them have lost their lives
and will be seen on this side et the Atlantic
no more, the influence which their sacrifice
wili exert on the history of this country will
be of no little importance. I regretted to see
that the son of our honoured Speaker was
wounded In that contest, but, I may rejoice
wlth him that his life waa at all events
spared. (Cheers.) And I am sure that we
may all join with our honoured Speaker ln
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hoping that Providence will spare hlm to
return again to this country and receive
from the people of this Dominion that mark
of admiration and gratitude which such
loyal and patriotic services entitled him to.
(Cheers.) I thought that, when the current
was running so strongly in our favour, I
would not be doing my duty to this House
If I falled to caH its attention to the satis-
factory progress attending British arms in
Africa, and to give to our friends on both
sides an opportunity of expressing their
admiration and approval of the pollcy that
la being pursued in that country, and I
trust, as I am sure every hon. gentleman
here does, that there wlli be no settlement
which wIll recognize hereafter a menace to
the paramount authority of British dominion
lu South Africa. (Cheers.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I need
scarcely say that I rejoice, as I am sure most
Canadians will, at the position which the
hon. gentleman bas taken to-day, and they
will re-echo the sentiments which he has
uittered with regard, not only to the dfffcul-
ties which have occurred, but the causes
which led to the war which unfortunately
has been ln progress for several monthe
past. I rejoice more particularly in the
victories which have taken place from the
fact that those who represent this portion
of the British Empire have played se im-
Portant a part in accomplishing that for
whieh they have been fighting so long-the
surrender of a portion at least of the Boer
forces. When the news was fdashed across
the ocean that 'the dashing rush of the
Canadians brought about the final resuIt,'
the surrender of Cronje, it was a matter of
4deep congratulation and rejoicing for every
man who loves his country in this whole
Dominion. When the results which ought
to follow are considered, I am quite sure
that noue of us will regret the part that
Canada has taken in maintaining the
suzerainty of Great Britain ln South Af rica.
The amount of money which has been spent
is but a very small consideration, even were
'we to quadruple it, but, while that ls true,
we cannot but mourn the loss of some of oui
bravest Sons and at the same time, regret
that many of them are now in hospital with
the Wonnds whlch they have received. I
si'ncerely hope with my hon. friend that
those of the Canadians who have been

wounded may recover, and if it is not thelr
good luck, for such I deem it to be, to take
part In the continuance of the war, that
they rmay at least returu to their native
country covered with honours. I deeply
sympathize with hie Honour the Speaker.
When matters of this kind are îbrought home
to one they are felt more keenly. When, I
read that one of the lads who belonged to
the battalion In which I served when the
Fenian Raids ocourred, was wounded, it
made me feel that this war was coming home
to all of us, and I can only hope that our
men will return to Canada ln good health
and that the result of this war may be such
as the leader of the government bas pre-
dicted-that there will be no settlement on
the part of England with a race of people
who know not what liberty la when they
have the power to oppress foreigners, until
they surrender unconditionally. While we
mourn the loss of many of our brave Cana-
dian boys, and regret that so many of them
have been wounded, we rejoice that in lay-
ing down their lives ln defence of the
empire, they have shed a glorious lustre
upon this northern part of the British Empire
whlch history will never efface. In the
language of a French Canadian journal, La
Pre88e, publIshed in Montreal in commenting

I on the surrender of Cronje, and the loss of
life which had occurred among the Cana-
dians in their dashing rush, ' let that confra-
ternity of the last slumber in a distant land
be a guarantee of joint existence on Canadian
soil without the odions suspicions and re-
servations of yesterday.' Of course we can
all understand what that means. That I a
sentiment with which every Canadian, no
matter what his race or creed, should re-
echo, ln sincerlty and truth. I believe, with
the hon. gentleman who has spoken, that the
part which Canada bas played In this un-
fortunate war will do mucb to cement Brit-
ish subjects of all classes and creeds ln
every part of the empire, and that we shall
learn in future to consider ourselves as an
integral part, and not as an offehoot and
hanger on of that empIre-that we are one
and Indivisible, and that we shall in the
future, as at present, be ready on al occa-
sions with all the men and money within
our reach to aid in maintaining the dignity
and power of Great Britain throughout the
world. I say se because I believe that the

i maintenance of British power in the word
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is the maintenance of religious and civil
freedom wherever the British flag floats.
(Cheers.) I cordially reciprocate what bas
been said by my hon. friend and repeat that
I deeply sympathize with those of my fellow
citizens whose sons have fallen tn this war,
and I unite with the leader of the govern-
ment ln expressing the sincere hope that
those who have been wounded may be
spared to return to their families in health
and wlth well merited honours. (Cheers.)

Hon. Mr. MAODONADD (B.C.)-I am sure
that the sympathy we may have felt for His
Honour the Speaker a while ago we can
turn to hearty congratulation, first of ail
that his son bas escaped with a slight wound,
and that he his likely to return to Canada
ln good health. We congratulate hlm on the
bravery shown by his son, fighting ln the
front for the glory of the empire. He, tn com-
mon with his Canadian comrades, fought
bravely and well. They won the admiration
of their general, and of the whole British
Empire, and I offer the Speaker my heartiest
congratulations that things are as they are,
whlch might have been otherwIse. A short
time ago the condition of affaira In South
Africa looked rather dark for the empire.
Of course we had no fear of the result, but
we thoulght It would take a long time and
Involve great waste of biood and treasure;
but to-day we rejolce ln the glorlous victo-
ries of the last few hours-the wonderful
movement of Lord Rolberts, who has shown
great skIll in forcing the surrender of that
brave man Cronje, the Boer general, whose
dauntless courage, we cannot help but ad-
mire. We al] In this country must rejolce,
at what bas been achieved lately by Lord
Roberts, and at the herole defence of Lady-
smith and Kimberley. We hope that the
backbone of the war la broken, and that vie-
tory will be followed by victory until we
triumph in the end. We, of course, feel ex-
tremely proud of our Canadian soldiers. To
them is credited largely the surrender of
Cronje at the last. Their gallant charge
won the admiration of the whole empire.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It would seem hardly
necessary to add anything to what has been
said by the hon. gentlemen who have pre-
eeded me, still the leader of the House
held out an Invitation to all of us to
express the pri.de and gratification which
we all feel as British subjects at the

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEL.

glortous news which has reached us
within the last few days, and to that Invita-
tion I willingly respond. I would desire in
the flrst place, however, to express my
sympathy with His Honour the Speaker,
whose son was wounded, and my gratifica-
tion to hear that the wound may not be
serlous. We all i am sure join ln the hope
that he may live to win for himself publie
distinction as a brave and gallaint soldier
and that he may return here in safety to
rejoice the hearts of those to whom he le
dear and to recelve the hearty and cordial
welcome which I am sure will be ac-
corded to him by bis Canadian fellow sub-
Jects. There is no do:1bt that since the war
lu South Africa commenced that for a long
time past there has been a feeling of great
depression and anxiety prevailing, not only
in England, but throughout the wbole Brit-
ish Empire, and ln no part of the empire to
a greater degree than in Canada. The diffi-
culties whlch the British troops met wlth
arose from the peculiar nature of the country,
treachery on the part of guides, and the
sptes by whom they were surrounded, who
very often revealed the movements to the
enemy while they were In progress. Al
these and other difficulties they had to
contend with, and to fight repeatedly at
great diaadvantage before tley won the bril-
liant successes of which we now seo greatly
rejoice. For although it bas been sald, that a
great empire was fIghting a comparatively
small population, yet the Boers occupied
such favourable positions for defending their
lines, and the obstacles whlch the peculiar
nature of the country Interposed to the
attacks of our forces were so great, that
we ean only rejoice *mt w1hile we had to
mourn the loss of so many brave men there
was not a greater loss of life on the
part of our troops. But while we ail felt
anxious, our hearts were warmed again
and again by the accounts recelved of
the splendid gallantry aUd self devotion of
the troops la the v iIous actions which took
place. They were ready to follow their offi-
cers anywhere, and showed that the morale
of British soldiers at ail events had not
degenerated, and it ls a proud thing for us
Canadians to feel that we can rejoice at our
own men showiag the same gallantry and
the same pluck. While I am a Canadian,
and yield to no one in my attachinent to
ny own country, I have always felt that
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the very proudest heritage one could have
was to be, not only a CanadLan, but a Brit-
Ish Canadian, and that ail the glorious
traditions of the British Empire were as
much ours and belonged as much to us as
to those born ln the British Isles. We have
this additional source of pride now, that we
Inherit not merely the traditions of the

Intercolonial Railway ? And If any, where did
it come from ?

He said : It will be remembered by hon.
gentlemen that thlis is a notice I placed On
the paper before the adjournment, and I
had not the information which I now PO-
sess. During the adjournment I visited
New Brunswick and the city of St. John,
where I to-k-r +.he o otunitu nf exramininge

patin which uanadians have itlen u h ad
the little share. but that henceforth Canada the grain elevatoir and the wharfs and
can look back with pride and satisfaction to other accommodation there, and 1 dare BaY
the noble part which ber sons have borne I am ln qulte as good a position to answer
in fighting the battles of the empire. I am these questions es any member of the gov-
sure we all rejoice to know that these ser- ernment would be. 1 might say tbat I did
vices have been so graciously appreciate' desire to drop this question, but the hon.
by Her Majesty, by Lord Roberts, and also, senior member for Halifax (Mr. Power) 19
I notice with great pleasure, by one who veny anxious that I should ask It for the pur-
honoured Canada by ber presence some Pose of exposlng the wasteful expendîture of
years ago, Pnincess Louise. I heartly join pe money on buildings, wharfs and eleva-
in the congratulations to which we have
listened, and hope that we are only at the
commencement of still greater and more
glorious successes. (Cheers.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, March 2, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine of proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (D) 'An Act respecting the Royal
Trust Company.'-(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

GRAIN AND CATTLM SHIPMENTS
FROM ST. JOHN, N.B.

INQUIRY.

The notice of Inquiry being read

By the Hon. Mr. PERLEY :
That he will ask the government how many

train-loads of cattie bas been shipped from Mont-
treal via the Drummond County Railway and the
Intercolonial Railway, to St. John, N.B. Also,
how many bushels of wheat have been shipped
Over the Drummond County Railway from Mont-real, via Intercolonial Railway, to St. John,
N.B.? Also, how many vessels have loaded .at-tle and grain at the government terminus of
the Intercolonial Railway at St. John, N.B.?
And also, how many bushels of grain lu In the
elevator for shipment at the terminus of the

tors in St. John, N.4. ; and I might say that,
after having examined the situation, I am of
the opinion that the government have made
a very great mistake in building the ele-
vator where It has been erected and going
to the expense of constructing the wharfs
and all business in connection with the
same, that they had a very much better
property at Reid's Point, or down near the
exhibition grounds, where they had been
exporting large quantities of hay for the
Transvaal. It Is a very nice harbour and
there Is a large area of wharfage, several
acres almost entirely unoccupled, on whleb
the elevator could have been built, and
they would have room for cattle sheds and
the varlous other warehouses incidentaj to
the trade that might be carried on in that
way. To my mind it lu a wasteful and ex-
travagant expenditure of money, and one
which will never redound to the credit of
Canada or benefit the treasury ln the sUght-
est degree. There Is not sufficlent room for
cattle sheds. At the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way terminus at Carleton they have large
elevators and* commodious warehouses for
the accommodation of trade, where frelght
ca be Joaded ln shlps. I saw maggfdint
vessels fdoating in the harbour beig loaded
with cattle and cheese and varIouS articles
of produce going to the old country, and I
am sure If the government had takeIL the
same interest In expandIng the facilities
there for loading ships and carrying on the
trade of tie country, a very mauh greater

benefit would have been done to St. John
than that whieh is done by building the
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wharfs and elevator in the <present locaiity.
I am not disposed to say anything further
in reference to this motion, and would have
dropped it aitogether 'had it not been for the
desire of the hon. senior member for Halifax
to have the matter ventilated.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I know it Is out of
order for me to say anything on this ques-
tion, but the hon. gentleman who has just
epoken evidently Is not familiar with the
subject. He says the government ought
to have taken some other site for the eleva-
tor than the present one. Why, the former
government bought that site and paid several
prices too much for it. That is why the
present government took hold of it and tried
to make something out of a very bad bar-
gain that was entered into by the friends
of the hon. gentleman. ,They have built an
elevator on it which Is a credit, not onIly to
St. John, but to the Dominion, and they
have built it at a very reasonable price, and
why he should, coming fresh from St. John,
talk as he has, I cannot understand. He
must be actuated by some small feeling,
because the people of St. John almost uni-
versally, In fact, I mlght say universally,
are In favour of the construction of that
elevator where it le to-day. As for
the wharfs, they are at present being con-
structed, and no one who knows anything
about the question can expect grain to be
placed in the elevator yet. It wIll take at
least nine or twelve months longer to make
the position for shIps sufflelently deep, so
that the largest vessels that trade between
Canada and England, can fdnd accommoda-
tion there.

a native of New Brunswick, should be the
fdrst to belittle the improvement projected
in that province, and whleh were due to
that province from former governments, for
the last fifteen years, though they did not
seem to thInk It worth while to make
them, notwithstanding the fact that they
had advanced our tariff in many cases two
or three hundred per cent hlgher than It
was before the province came Into the union.
It is very etrange that the hon. gentleman
should speak as he has done. The people of
St. John are not behind the age. If the hon.
gentleman's Information was correct the
people would petition and set forth their
grievance, but I am not aware of any mer-
chant or number of merchants of any con-
sequence in St. John who are not in full
unison with the work which the present
government are doing at the Port of St.
John.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I do not rise to discues
this question, but I must take exception to
the last remark which the hon. gentleman
from St. John bas made, that there Is entire
unanimity of opinion with regard to the
usefulness of the work which has been re-
ferred to by my hon. friend from Assinibola.
I have heard very great difference of opinion
expressed wlth regard to the value of this
work, and so far as my own opinion goes, I
concur with a great deal that has been sald
by the hon. member from Assiniboa. The
government have In the city of St. John a
large and valuable wharf property ; they
have large wharf accommodation, ample for
the shipment of ail the products of the mari-
time provinces.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-That is exactly what Hon. Mr. DEVER-It Is not half sufficient;
I am showing. the hon. gentleman Is entirely mistaken.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The hon. gentleman
took advantage of the situation, thinklng he
was speaking in the presence of people who
dId not know anything about It. The city
of St. John, not the Dominion government,
spent nearly a million dollars in building
wharfs, &c., on city property, and the gov-
ernment of Canada bas nothing to do with
them. They are on the Carleton side of the
harbour. The present Dominion govern-
ment has undertaken to do for St. John
that whleh should have been done for the
city twelve or fifteen years ago. I am
surprised that the bon. gentleman, who ls

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Its capaclty has never
been overtaxed yet. There has always been
ample room there for all the vessels that
could find business there. The export trade
from the west, as the hon. gentleman from
Assinibola (Hon. Mr. Perley) has said, le
done on the opposite side of the harbour, at
Carleton. I venture to express the opinion,
as I have already expressed it-I expressed
it last session and the session before-that
It would be found Impracticable for the
Intercolonial Rallway to compete for this
trade, and that the building of the elevator
on the other side of the harbour, and the

118



[MARCH 2, 1900] 119

spending of some hundreds of thousands of
dollars In the purchase and improvement
of the property there will be found te be
useless for that purpose. I think a fair
statement of the case la this : that the ac-
commodations there at the present time are
sufficient for the local trade-that the ex-
port of grain cannot be done by the I.C.R.
'n the way in which It is proposed, and
therefore any expenditure for that purpose
W1ll be found to be practically useless.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-That is child's talk.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not prepared te
discuss the merits Of this question to-day.
I supposed that my hon. friend, ln giving
notice of inquiry, wanted Information. I
had that information before the House rose
ln my desk here, but the hon. gentleman was
not present to ask the question, and it was
allowed to stand over. I did not wish to
submit the answems te these questions ln
absence of the bon. member, and he bas
brought it forward to-day. It seems te me
the more proper course in this matter would
have been to have allowed his question to
be put and if he entertained the views which
he has expressed, te have put te the House
a resolution affirming what his views were
with regard to the propriety of this ex-
penditure, and then we could have discussed
it. He would have had an opportunity of
getting information from the Minister of
Railways and Canals, who ls largely res-
Ponsible, primarily, for this expenditure, and
I do not know why the hon. minister should
desire to waste public money at the harbour
Of St. John. I understand that the harbour
is not as deep as is required to accommo-
date seagoing vessels that might come there
for the purpose of obtalning cargo, and that
im-provement in the harbour was required,
and ls to some extent at all events made.
Now, this property, if I understand it right-
lY, was purchased from Mr. Justice Mc-
Leod.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is known as the
Harris job.

Hou. Mr. PERLEY-No, it was bought
from McLeod.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is on the Harris
property.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was purchased by
our predecessors in office.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Only part of it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The portion obtained
from Judge McLeod and others was ac-
quired since the present government came
into office, but It was acquired, not from
political friends, but from political oppo-
nents-men who could do the government
no good, and te whom the government was
under no obligation, and certainly if there
was an error at all it was an error of judg-
ment. I am not prepared to accept the state-
ment of the hon. member from Assinibola
(Hon. Mr. Perley) with regard to the pro-
priety of the work which has been under-
taken. I have more confidence in the Judg-
ment of the minister who la responsible for
this construction, who is interested in the
progress of his province, which my hon.
friend is not any longer, and certainly net
to the sane extent, even though he were a
resident, and who no doubt is most anxious
to undertake those publie works which will
contribute most largely te the commercial
prosperity of the province in which be lives,
and in which, as every bon. gentleman
knows, be has a large influence and enjoys,
perhaps to a greater extent than any gentle-
man who ever represented any portion of
that province In parliament, the confidence
of the entire population. That being so, I
am not prepared to accept the statement of
my hon. friend from Assinibola (Hon. Mr.
Perley), even though it be supported by the
hon. member from Westmoreland (Hon. Mr.
Wood) who bas the Hibernian quality of
always being against the present administra-
tion.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-That la hardly fair.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It would not be fair to
eay anything else.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I think if you will look
back you will find I have supported yOU
where you were right.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I remember my hon.
friend's position on the Drummond CountY
Railway and on a number of other matters,
and It did net seem to me, even when cogent
arguments were presented to hlm, that he
was prepared in any degree to modify bi3
view as te the impropriety of the course that
the government had taken, and se if my
hou. friend would mention a single instance
in which he bas coincided with the govern-
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ment in any publie work or undertaking, I
would be prepared to modify the general
statement which I have made. As my hon.
friend (Hon. Mr. Perley) says that he bas
the information and no longer requires it,
I do not know that It is necessary te say
anythIng further on that subject, but If my
friend really desires It, I shall read the an-
swers whlch have been placed in my hand te
these questions. They are all of a negative
character, and I do not know that they will
afford the hon. gentleman a great deal of
information. They are as follows :

No train-loads of cattie were shipped from
Montreal to St. John, N.B., via Drummond and
Intercolonial Railways from June 30, 1898, UP
to the present time.

No wheat has been shipped from Montreal via
the Intercolonial Railway over the Drummond
County Railway to St. John, N.B., from June
30, 1898, up to the present time.

No vessels have loaded cattle or grain at
the government terminus of the Intercelonial
Railway at St. John, N.B., from June 30, 1898,
up to tle present time.

The terminus is not yet ready for business;
there is no grain in the elevator.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
information le certainly of the character
which the hon. gentleman described it-
negative in every particular, but that is not
what I desire to discuss. I must confess
that I was a little amused at the
castigation that the hon. gentleman gave
my -hon. friend from Westmoreland (Mr.
Wood) for what he termed his parti-
sanshlp. I was remInded of the old adage
that people very often Judge others by
themselves. Remembering the last nearly
;thirty years that the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice and I have been sitting opposite each
other, I thlnk he has described bis own po-
litical character as well as anybody could.
That is, he bas always been against the gov-
ernment whenever a question arose affect-
ing the government. I remember on one or
tWo occasions when the hon. gentleman
made a very constitutional and argumenta-
tive speech on a question with respect to
which he approved of the action of the gov-
ernment, but just before he closed, like 'he
balky cow, he kicked over the pail of milk,
an'd declared that we were ail wrong. How-
ever, it would be just as well in future for
the hon. gentleman not te take any one to
task for partisan observations. If it pleases
hlm I do not thInk It hurts my hon. friend.
I think there Is a little confusion ln this

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

matter, and perhaps the hon. Secretary of
State might give us some information. I
should like to know when this property was
purchased. I am under the impression that
my hon. friend is net altogether correct in
the statement he has made in reference te
the purchase of the Harris property. I had
something to do with that. I am not going
to discuss the question as to whether it
was a job, or whether we paid too much or
too little, or what circumstances may have
led te the purchase. I can tell my hon.
friend that in that purchase we purchased
no wharf property, neither did the property
which was purchased extend te the harbour
at any point. What has been acquired since
that time was for the purpose of building
these wharfs, and they had to make an
additional purchase in order to reach the
barbour. I am sure my hon. friend will
remember that, If he wi-ll only tax his
memory for a moment. It may be an ex-
tension of the Harris property for aught 1
know. If my memory serves me rightly-
and I speak subject te correction because
I did not impress it on my mind at the
time-it was a purchase of a property ex-
tending to the wharf and a part of the
fore shore, and I am net sure that Mr. Mc-
Leod and Mr. Pugsly may net have been
interested, and one or two others. The
whole question at issue ls not se much who
purchased the property, as whether the ex-
penditure of money in the manner in which
it bas been expended will be of any benefit
even te the city of St. John. I take excep-
tion te the statements made by the hon.
gentleman who bas just spoken in refer-
ence te what bas been done for St. John by
previous governments. That la a question
upon which one migbt speak for some time.
I know that St. John, like very many sea-
ports, has made great claims. I know what
was done when I was ln the government
towards improving the trade of St. John. The
present Minister of Railways complimented
me upon it, adding that It would redound
te the credit of 'the government of which I
was a member at the time, and that they
would always be thankful for it. That
gentleman bas, It Is said, much influence in
that province and stands well with bis
fellow-citizens. We know he is hovering
around at fthe present moment te try to get
a seat at the next election, fearing te go
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back to hie present constituency. Whether
he occupies that prominent ,position in the
minds of the people of hie province, as indi-
cated by the Minister of Justice, I am
not going to dispute. That will be better
told when they have another appeal to the
people. We will then have a reply to the
statement made by the hon. gentleman from
Assiniboia (Hon. Mr. Perley) as to whether
the expenditure oif that money has been in
the interest of the country and whether it
wIl ever pay even a moiety of the interest
w1hich will be required ·to be paid on the
debt incurred, but we cannot answer that
at the present moment. I can understand
very well the statement of my hon. friend
that It le not reasonable to suppose that you
can have grain in an elevator until the ele-
vator le prepared to receive it. Net until
then will we be able te tell. There le plenty
of water in St. John harbour If you go to the
Proper places. There may not be water
enofugh where this elevator le located.

'Ron. Mr. MILLS-The government of
Wihich the hon. gentleman was a member
certainly purchased the Harris property for
some purpose or other.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Cer-
4tainly.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And the otner property
was purchased for a similar purpose, and
'both governmenta muet have thought it was
useful for the purpose for which It was pur-
-chased.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
late government purchased it for a specifle
purpose, to enlarge the station accommoda-
tion Ii the clty of St. John. Anybody who
hIas Visited St. John knows very well that
right alongside of the station buildings on
the Harris property were wooden buildings,
right alongside of the valuable property of
the Intercolonial Railway. It was cramped
for room and the danger was that If ever a
fire took place in the foundry or works of
the Harris property, it would destroy the
Intereolonial Railway building. I visited St.
Jo"n long before I had anything te do with
the Railways and Canals Department, and
when I came home I told my colleagues
that the position f the station et St. John
Was very dangerous, because of being so

ose to these wooden buildings, and that

if the trade of the Intercolonial Railway
increased they would require more room,
but it does not follow because more room
was required for the accommodation Of the
station in St. John, jthat cherefore YOu
should have bought more property in order
to build wharfs. The two things are te-
tally distinct. It may have been, in the
opinion of the Minister of Railways, necel-
sary to purchase the property, but the one
had nothing te do with the other because
the object for which the late government
purchased the Harris property had been
accomplished.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In
what way ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-They purchased to
widen the track, but the great bulk of the
property le the property the elevator ls now
on.

Hon. Sir MACKEN7IE BOWDLjL-But
that is not on the harbour.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I beg pardon It tu.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
not been there since it was built. I learn
now, for the frst time, that the elevator
has been built upon the property purchased
by the late government. I admit there was
more property purchased at that time than
was then actually required. It was pur-
chased simply because it lay in a block and
it would be useless for anything else and
might be of use to the government for
warehouses or anything of that kind. But
that le not on the seaboard at all, nor on
the shores of the harbour. It la some dis-
tance from it. Have you not now to build
some tramway or railway from the elevator
to the wharfs in order to carry the grain?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-A slulce overhead.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
not going to argue the question. Al I de-
sired to set right was that the late govern-
ment did net purchase 'that property to
which my hon. friend le referring for the
building of the wharf, because we did not

go te the shore at all, and It was ai' add-
tional purchase made for the purpose
which have been indicated. Whether it la

te be a benefit or not, time alone will tell.
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Hon. Mr. DEVER-I am out of order, as
are ail hon. gentlemen who have spoken
on this question, but I claim I have
a right to give an explanation to this
House, because I have great respect
for the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken, and naturally people will conceive
that his statement is correct, and when it
is in opposition to mine, I feel 'that I am
Justified in perhaps contradicting him, be-
cause evidently he is not as familiar with
the circumstances as I am. He started off
by saying that this was not the property
purchased by the former government. I beg
-to say that It l.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Where
the wharf is ?

'Hon. Mr. DEVER-The w'harf Is a cir-
cumstance of the purchase of the other pro-
perty, which has been well known from that
time until now as the ' Harris job property '
for which two members of parliament re-
presenting St. John never could get their
election since, from the fact that it was
known that they had allowed about three
prices too much for It. I was asked how much
it was worth. I said if you lad come to me
before it was purchased I would have stated
the value, but I did not propose to give an
estimate -then. I knew what I would give
for it, and I think I am just as good a judge
of property In the city of St. John as any
one else. They paid some sixty or eighty
thousand dollars for it, and it was not worth
thirty. The railroad passes on through
towards the harbour, and thus It would
appear, after consideration by the present
government, they came to the conclusion
that, having pald so much for the property,
they had better utilize it, and extend the
conveyance of the grain from the elevator
to the wharf. To obtain wharfage accom-
modation ln connection with this elevator
they had to engage with certain friends of
a former government, who by some means
or other anticipated that government would
certainly require these lots-

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Give us the names.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-They are friends of
mine and I do not want to say anything
about it. It is not necissary to name them.
Some of them are judges in the Supreme
Court, but they supported the government

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

and would again if they had a chance. They
paid a certain amount for this property.
I was about to purchase it myself, and I
know what It was worth to a dollar. At
ail events, they got possession of It, and
spent money on it, and when the present
government wanted to get connections with
the wharf, these men asked a certain price,
a very large price, but the government
said: 'We cannot give you the price ; we
will have to expropriate and arbitrate,'
which they did.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-And the arbitrators
awarded more than the parties asked for It?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Yes, but the govern-
ment was not bound to give that to them,
owing to a condition. The other is a piece
of railway which was debated in this
House last session, which took a certain
direction to come into the St. John
depot, and was rather in the way of
connections with the elevator and wharf,
and the consequence was they had to
remove this railway in another direction
at the expense of the government. The
wharf property was simply taken at what
the arbitrators said it was worth and the
government are now improving it by proper
engineering skill. It is on the eastern side
of the harbour, a shipping facility for the
eastern portion of the city of St. John, and
it has no connection with the western side,
or the side which is occupied by the Cana-
dian Pacifle Railway.

Hon. Mr. POIRIELt-Will ships be able
to come alongside ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-No, only half way.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-With reference to the
harbour of St. John, I wish people who
know nothing about it would keep quiet.
It is one of the first harbours on the coast
of North America. There is nothing to
compete with it, only the harbour of Port-
land in the state of Maine.

An hon. MEMBER-What about Halifax ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I am not golng to say
anything about Halifax. St. John is a har-
bour that is open the year round. That is
well known to everybody who will tell the
simple truth about it. As to the improve-
ments that are going on at St. John, any-
body that would visit them and state the
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facts founded on good judgment would say
that there is not one dollar being laid out
there which Is not being spent most cau-
tiously, and after due and proper considera-
tion by tue best authoriues we have on
wharf and elevator construction. In fact,
there is no complaint of jobbery and no
honest man can make such a complaint.
These things are well known to the people
of St. John, who, If they saw anything go-
lng on which was wrong, we would soon
bear trom them. There le no opposition In
St. John to anything that bas been done for
,the lasc two or three years. What bas been
done has been a necessity to make the In-
tercolonial Railway what it was Intended
te be, a road for the benefit of Canada, and
in its former position It was simply a road
from Halifax termInating In the woods. It
did not carry out the Idea we had at con-
federation, whieh was tbat it should be a
commercial road, and how could it be a
commercial road until It got Into a com-
mercial city like Montreal ? I am sure we
should be ail proud to think we have gentle-
men with such clear insight that when
they got into power they went immediately
to Work to have that road placed in a posi-
tien that it will bring shipments to our
Atlantic seaports, and will, In my opinion,
yet be extended to Winnipeg nnd become
a national road. That is what we shoubl
expect, and I hope people will not be so
narrow minded and prejudiced against gen-
tlemen who happen to be capable of look-
inlg at this ùîing In an expansive and
commercial light, but that they will appre-
elate what is being doue for Canada. The
Intercolonial Railway is being made a pay-
ing work, and Canada in future will not
be losing 75 or 100 thousand dollars a year
as she bas been in the past. If the govern-
ment had not made improvements it would
be a losing game for all time to come, and
as soon as the improvements can be utilized,
't ts my opinion and the opinion of clever
men lu this country, that the Intercolonial
will not only be paying its workIng ex-
penses, but will be paylng a handsome mar-
gin, and that is the reason we are so aux-
loue in St. John that these improvements
Should be completed, and why we are so
grateful that we had a government which,
n"Stead of allowing that public work whIch
cost fifty millions, to be worthless to this

Canada of ours, are making it Self-sus-
taining.

THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE
REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before-
the House adjourns I should like to call the
attention of the Minister of Justice to a
return laid before the House yesterday, in
answer to a motion of mine, with regard to
the submission to eminent counsel lu Eng-
land of the question as to the powers of the
parliament to deal with the Redistribution
Bill. I notice that there are two defects In
this return. First, there is no answer to the
question as to the amount of fees or emolu-
ments granted to the counsel for their
opinion. Of course, if It was paid for by
the Sohlictor General himself, I would not
press it, because I wouild consider it a
private matter. Then, It seems to me, the
Solicitor General bas gone out of his way,
In answering the question put to him by the
Minister of Justice, to comment upon the
arguments made by my hon. friend from
Marshfield. If this came from any other one
than a high dignitary like the Solicitor
General, I sehould be inclined to use strong
language. He says :

I have seen it stated that the opinion Is not
reasoned, and is not as valuable as one that
bas been reasoned.

Then he comments upon that as follows:
Those who think that counsel of such eminence

as Blake, Haldane, Asquith, Carson and Robert
Ceeil give lightly opinions on an Important ques-
tion such as that involved in the case submitted
to them, know little of the ethics of the English
Bar.

When this question comes up for dis-
cussion I think that evidence can be pro-
duced to show that my hon. friend from
Marshfield (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) was correct
in the statement that he made, and the evid-
ence will be produced of some of the parties
from whom he asked this opinion. Why the
Solicitor General should take upon himself
to inform this House that the gentlemen
who made a statement of that kind In this
House know very littie of the ethies Of the
English Bar, I cannot very well understand.
If he bad made that statement to the Min-
later of Justice hlmself, that would be a
matter between themselves, but for the

Solicitor General, a member of the other

House, to take us to task and tell us we
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know nothing about that of which we speak,
is going just a little beyond his province.
In future if they would answer the questions
asked without throwing out insinuations as
to the Ignorance of those who ask them, It
would be more in consonance with the digni-
ty of this House and the position of the
Solicitor General. I mention this for the
purpose of calling attention to the fact that
that remark of the Solicitor General has
nothing whatever to do with the question
I put on the paper, and that the portion of
the answer which is important, at least from
my standpoint, on which the country should
be informed, more particularly as the ques-
tion asked of English counsel, was asked
without the consent or knowledge of the
Minister of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say to hon. gen-
tleman that the Solicitor General had a per-
fect right to ask for the opinion of anybody
he thought proper upon that question, and
he did ask it on his own responsibility as
an eminent lawyer, as he is himself, of men
of eminence at the English Bar. I agree
with the view expressed by the Solicitor
General with regard to the character of the
opinion. I am perfectly sure of this, t hat
noone of eminenee at any bar would state
the law Inaccurately in an unreasoned opi-
nion which he would state correctly on a
reasoned opinion. The object of getting the
reasoning Is to satisfy the mind of the per-
son to whom It is addressed that the opinion
Is sound. A man who expects a reasoned
opinion Is one who wants to judge of the
soundness In point of law of the opinion
which he seeks, but so far as the statement
of the law is concerned, whether it Is stated
in a reasoned opinion or stated badly, I do
not for a moment suppose that any gentle-
man of eminence at the English Bar would
give a different opinion In the one case from
that whieh he would express in the other.
In both cases he states the law as he un-
derstands It. Now, when an important ques-
tion was referred to the law officers of the
Crown ln England from the government of
this country, that is the one relating to the
Jesults' Estates Act. I remember saying to
the Prime Minister myself on that occasion,
(because he consulted me with regard to it)
that the opinion would be far more satis-
factorily given by the law officers of the
Crown if it were a reasoned opinion-that

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL

is, more satisfactory, I mean, to the public
at large-who would see the process by
which the law officers of the Crown arrived
at the conclusions which they expressed,
but they did not give a reasoned opinion.
They gave just the bald statement of their
conclusions in law, and yet I do not think
that any member of that government
thought that he recelved an opinion from the
law officers of the Crown of a different
character from what It would lave been if
it had been a reaîoned opinion. I think my
hon. friend will not question that, and so
whatever he may think of the manner ln
which the opinion is expressed, I think that
the Solicitor General is accurate ln saying
that the ethical considerations - which gov-
ern gentlemen of the Bar on the other side
of the Atlantic are of such a character that
they would not give a legal opinion which
Is not a reasoned one differing wholly in
point of conclusion from that which would
be expressed in a reasoned opinion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-About
the expense ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This opinion was sought
by the Solicitor General for his own satis-
faction, and whatever expense was incurred
was incurred by him. There was no bill
submitted by hlm to the government for
counsel's fees ln the case.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
the hon. gentleman is not aware whether it
la to be paid for or not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not aware. My
Impression-I will not say that I am accur-
ate-is the Solicitor General said to me that
he paid for the opinion hlmself, but I am
not sure.

Hon. Sir MACKIENZIE BOWELL-I am
quite in accord with my hon. frIend in the
way he has put the question. The point Is
this: was the case submitted to the judges
accurately stated upon the facts and upon
the law. The question submitted by the SoU-
citor General la not In accordance with the
facta as they exist, nor Is it in accordance
with the sentiments expressed by myself
and others who supported that resolution,
nor is the question put to these eminent
counsel true in so far as it relates to the
resolution which was passed by thia House.
Had there been any person there to point
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out to these gentlemen that the manner lu
which the case "vas placed before them was
not accurate, they might have given a differ-
ent opinion. I do not say that the opinion
is incorrect, because the opinion là in accord
with the resolution which wa.s passed.
There is nothing lin that resolution that de-
clares that the parliament of Canada have
not the power, under the constitution, to
legislate ; on the contrary, t1hat is the
point on which I think we have reason to
complain of the Solicitor General who sub-
mitted it to the law officers of the Crown.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The position which the
hon. gentleman took himself (although I
think he went very close to the Une) and
Which some other hon. gentlemen took, was
the census not having been taken since the
last readjustment took place, there ought
not to be a readjustment. That la not a
legal question at aU ; that Is a question of
poalcy.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-That la
the positim I took

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But there were gehtle-
mlaen in this House who argued that we had
lot the power to readjust the seata of mem-
bers of the House of Commone, except after
the census, and that the readjustment being
o>nce done, it was final for a period of ten
yerS. I did not agree with that view, and
that I think Is the legal question.

"On- Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
18 the legal question, but he has attributed,
to the Senate that which they did not do.
That is what I contend.

lon. Mr. MILIM-It does not matter whe-
ther It la attributed to the Senate or to a

an Outside. Io the legal proposition cor-
reetly etated, and if it la, then the answer

ho tbat proposition is a pertinent answer.
Hon. Mr. BERNIER-The intention lin ask-

hi this question of the eminent lawyers li
n was to obtain a condemnation of the

enate's action. That la plain. There la no
&e tr-ying to quibble about it. That was

the Intention. I do not remember If any
hon. gentleman took the position that It was
beyond the power of parliament to legislate
Il the way it was intended ; but the
PO5it'on taken by th- È%hate as a body 'was
lot that parlláment had not the power to

tnbt that it *as tiot lú clcordàhee

wlth the spirit of our institutions to do it at
that time. I personally took the ground
that parliament had the power, and I dis-
tinctly stated It, and the hon. leader of the
opposition took the same position, and more
particularly referred to the statement I had
made, thereby making it clear that the
Senate did take the position that parliament
had the power to legislate in the matter,
but that It was not a proper policy to do it
at that time, and when this question was
put to counsel in England in the way it
had been put, it was with the intention of
misleading the people of Canada.

Hon. Sir MAýJ-KENZIE BOWELL-The
statement made by my hon. friend I think
was etrongly contended for by my hon.
friend from Marshfield. He took a more
extreme view than I did upon this question
of power, and he fortified that by opinions
which he had received from eminent law-
yers. Those opinions he had on his desk,
and I read them with a great deai of care ;
though being a layman they did not change
my opinion. My hon. friend from Manitoba
haS put it plainly. He says that It la a.
question of law, and had the question been
put-has the parliament of Canada power to
alter, change and amend the different con-
stituenciès, and they had sald yes, then it
would have been right ; but that ls not what
the Solicitor Genera stated. What he said
was this : The Bill bas been rejected by the
Senate on the ground that it is not within
the constitutional competency of the parlia-
ment of Canada to legislate to alter the elec-
torai divisions, save on the occasion of the
decennial census. Now, that is not a correct
statement of facto, as my hon. friend will
see on reading the resolution which I moved,
and the remarks which I made. The resolu-
tion was in fact voted for by a number of
gentlemen lin this House for the reason it
was so guarded-because they would not
commit themselves to the statement that
parliament has not the power-my hon.
frlend from de Boucherville voted against
it, beeause he thonght it inferentially Ilu-
plied that; my hon. friend beside me voted
for It because he thought It was Sufficiently
gtarded, and other hon, gentlemen yOted
for it on the same ground. Te Solcitor
GeneraI did not submit a coerIet statement

f tie p«oition M< the Senate, and that is

what I object to.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understand the hon.

gentleman's position now. Of course I can
express no opinion on that at present, be-
.cause I laid the papers on the Table without
having read them ; but that does not alter
in the slightest degree the legal features of
the case. It does not matter whether the
view of the Senate was accurately or ln-
.accurately represented. The question ts
this : bas the Parliament of Canada power,
except immediately after the decennial cen-
sus, to legislate on the redistribution of
seatw. The opinion there expressed ls that
the Parliament of Canada bas s'uch power.
It does not matter who may have stated it,
or who may not have stated it. The Solci-
tor Generail may have been mistaken as to
the position which the Senate took. It -s an
.accurate representation of the position taken
by some members of the Senate, but it la a
matter of no consequence as to what posi-
tion this or that senator took. The im-
portant thing la, bas the Parliament of Can-
ada the power to reconsider the question
of the redistribution of seats except imme-
diately after the census, and does that Act
tie the bande of parliament until the census
la taken again ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
la no dispute on that point either in the other
House or in this. What necessity la there
for asking it except for the purpose of de-
ceiving the people ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It certainly was not
asked for the purpose of decelving. It was
asked because some hon. gentlemen in Jthis
House questioned the power of parliament
to pass the Bill. The bon. gentleman admit
himself that the hon. gentleman from
Marshield (Hou. Mr. Ferguson) took that
position, if I remember correctly the hon.
gentleman from Calgary took that position,
and other bon. gentlemen also, and I think
they were ail wrong.

Hon. Sir MACKEENZIE BOWELL-The
Senate did not do it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-LIt does not matter to
me whether John Tiompson or Joe Smiti
or any one else took the position. The ques-
tion la a question of law, and the answer
la a legal answer, and the opinion of these
eminent coansel la that tie parliament ot'
Canada has the power, and It would be
monstrous, ln my opinion, if it had not.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEIL.

It would be an extraordinary position of
things. Take for instance*a condition of
affairs which might exist In the province of
Quebec. You might have a few members
given to the entire French population, and
two-tbirds of the representation of the pro-
vince of Quebec given to the English. Does
any member of the Senate say that if suci
a measure existed it would not be the duty
of this parliament to remedy the wrong and
correct -the injustice ? I have no doubt on
the matter, and the position taken by the
hon. gentlemen who are on this side of the
House, and who represent the Liberal party
in the other House, Is that a great wrong
was done waen the boundaries of counties
were obliterated and the gerrymander Bill
was carried, and that Is a wrong that ought
to be remedied and that a full and fair re-
presentation cannot be had in the House of
Commons until that la remedied, and that
the remedy ought to take place at rhe earl-
lest possible period without any reference
to the question of taking the census. Thait
is, and always has been, our position and
'thatposition ls upheld by the opinion which
my hon. friend bas ln bis bands.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Was not this opinion
asked for and retained apparently on the
ground that the Senate, as a body, bad re-
sisted that position ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-And objected to the
measure on that ground solely ? Because
if the Senate as a body did not do so,
surely the opinions of individuai members
would not be a justification for this sub-
mission.

Hon. Mr. MlILLS-My bon. friend would
be perfectly right if there was an attempt
to fasten that opinion on the Senate.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-it
does so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If it did, it wàs a
mistaken view, but let me say this-it does
not måtter whether that opinion was attri-
buted to the Senate or somebody else, so far
as the merit of tthe answer Is concerned.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No
one says that. Supposing I were to put to
a la-wyer or to a police magistrate this
question: my hon. friend the Minister of
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Justice stole a horse, did he break the law ?
That would imply that he had stolen a
horse ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If 1
were tu put the question this way: Would
It be a contravention of the criminal law to
steal a horse ? it would be right enough.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If my hon. friend will
look at the speech he made last year, he
Will see that he came as near saying the
Senate had not the power-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I dld
not say anything of the kind.

HOn. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman did
'lot go so far : he looked in the ditch, but he
Would not jump.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
never was a question that I brought before
the House that I considered more carefully
than that. I did not take that position.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend agrees
*Wit!h us a te the law, but he complains that
the Solicîitor General was in error as to wiat
he considered the opinion of ithe Senate was.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-he
tated a positive untruth ; that Is what I

c0maplain of.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This discusuion bas
been Very Interesting although slightly out
Of order. I could understand if the Minister
Of Justice, or any responsible member of the
government bad asked for this opinion, bis
action would 'be a fair subject of criticism ;
but what appears to bave taken place fs
thlis: The Solicîtor General happened to be
In England about the time this resolution
Wag adopted here, and asked for an opinion,
and if the connitry Is not asked to pay for
the opinion, I do net see what objection
could be raised.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-He had no right to
attribute a wrong position to the Senate.

Hon. MMr. MILLS-The Solicitor General
had left this country before the matter was
discusse in the Senate. My hon. friend
wil rememaber that not merely the papers in
Lgland, but the vast majority of the news-
Paper press in thfs country assumed that
the Senate had rejected the measure on the
ground that -the statement was on that

question, and what is more, there is no
doubt whatever the Solicitor GeneraI took
the question as being in accordance with
what was represented In the telegrams
from this side of the Atlantic as the views
of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-We will give the hon.
gentleman the benefit of the doubt.

Hon. Sir MAOKEN2IE BOWELL-,1
would make a suggestion that, as head of
the Department of Justice, the bon. gentle-
man should Instruct his subordinates not to
put statements before eminent counsel
witihout knowing the facts. Then the gov-
ernment will not be held responsible for
tbem.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The government cannot
be held responsible; there were no Instruc-
tions.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If the
hon. gentleman repudiates the action of the
Solicitor General, I bave nothing more to
say.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Solicitor General
had the right to act on bis own behalf, as
any hon. gentleman here might.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Cer-
tainly, if he paid for the opinion himself.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottatca, Monday, March 5, 1900.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
Q'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

JAPANESE IMMIGRATION TO CANADA.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) rose to
Call the attention of the government to the

question of Asiatic immigration to the Dominion
of Canada and more particularly to that portion
of it from Japan; and inquire if the government,
when oonsidering the subjeet of imposing anl
additional tax on Chinese, wili at the ame time
give consideration to the question of taxingE
Japanese coming to Canada in a similar manner?

He said : This belng a question only, it 1s
not my Intention to make any lengthy re-
marks. Some hon. gentlemen may remember
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that a poli tax was placed by parliament
some years ago on Ohinamen entering the
Dominion-out of deference to the wishes
of the workingman. At the time this was
done the labouring class of Japan lad not
commenced to come to the Dominion, and
in no way entered into competition with
white labour, but in the last seven years that
condition of things has changed. As many
Japanese as Chinamen come into the country.
In my opinion, and from my own observa-
tion, the Japanese are fully as objectionable
as the Chinese are, and constitute a very
undesirable class of immigrant, who ought
to be subject to the same restrictione as the
Chinese are. Being Asiatices as much as
Chinamen are, but having shown pugnacity,
and superior fighting qualities to the Chi-
nese, the one country being weak and badly
governed, and the other stronger, and better
governed, -le no valid reason for discrimina-
tion In taxation, which would display a
certain amount of cowardice In oppressing
the weak, who cannot retaliate, and favour-
Ing the strong, who could retaliate in certain
ways. The Prime Minister of the Dominion
bas, I believe, Informed the government of
British Columbia that some legiulation on the
Ohinese question will 'be introduced this
session. If this Is the case, the advisability
of taxing Japanese the same as Chinamen
will, I hope, be considered by the govern-
ment. At the same time I would not approve
of increasing the tax on Chinese. The pres-
ent tax exercises a moderate, but sufficient
restriction on that clasm. I wish merely to
ask the government whether they wlUl con-
aider the question of taxing Japanese coming
into Canada in the same way as Chinese are
taxed.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Has the hon. gentle-
man any objection to including Galicians
and Doukhobors with the Chinese and
Japanese ? We are paying an immense sum
of money to import those two races into
this country, tnd I think they are just as
bad immigrants as the Chinese or the Japan-
ese. I would much rather have a couple of
hundred Chinese or Japanese as washermen.
They never get drunk and never interfere
In polities in any way. It la true tliey do
not stay in the country. The reason is you
do not let them bring their wives witih
them. A man bas to pay the same tax on
Is wife as on himself to get ber into the

Hon. Mr. MACDONMAD (B.C.)

country, and he bas not the money to do
that. I do not know that I have much in-
fluence with the present government, but I
hope they will not adopt the policy that the
hon. gentleman from Victoria has requested
them to pursue. He la very well versed with
the seriptures and should know that the sec-
ond prophecy, made In the time of Noah,
was that the children of Japhet shoula
dwell together in the tents of Shem. I un-
derstand Japhet to be the ancestor of the
Caucasian race and Shem of the Obinese
tnd Japanese, and the hon. gentleman ls
proceeding against common sense and the
Seriptures.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I confess to some sur-
prise at the question put by my ion. friend
from British Columbia. I supposed that my
bon. friend was greatly in favour of British
connection and unity of the empire. Now,
on this question, as to the relation of other
Dations to Canada, we are under obligations,
unless we clah1 the right to set the Imperia]
authority at deflance, to conform ourselves
to the treaty obligations of the mother coun-
try, and whatever my hon. friend may
think, and whatever others on the Pacifie
coast may think, it would not be In the inter-
ests of this country to adopt hostile legis-
lation towards the Japanese. Their trade
and commerce are of very considerable im-
portance to us. They come here and enter
into active competition with white labour.
There can be no doubt about that. In some
cases they engage In labour that it is very
difficult to get white men to perform. But
whatever may be the evil arising from that,
to make Japan an enemy of England in-
stead of ler ally, and to make ber hostile
to this country in respect of commerce
would, in my opinion, not be good policy. I
think that is the general feeling of the vast
majorlty of the people of this country on
both sides of politics, so that I ean hardly
think my hon. friend is serious in asking us
whether we are going to leglslate in such
a way as to exclude the Japanese from this
country. A Chinaman is In a somewhat dit-
ferent position. My hon. friends opposite,
when In power, legislated in the direction
of imposing a tax on Ohinamen coming into
the country to the extent of fifty dollars per
bead. I understand that most Oiinemen
who come to this side of the Pacifie do not
pay that tax directly themselves, but the
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parties who import them charge it against our legislation, successfully prevent China-
their wages. So far the tax fias not been men from crossing the Pacific Ocean and
a deterrent. The subject, I may say, Is landing at Vancouver, we would make an
under the attention of the government at appreciable difference in the revenues of the
the present time. About two thousand Canadian Pacifie Railway steamers. All
Chinainen, sometimes two or three hundred these are matters that require serlous con-
more, sometimes one hundred or two hun- sideration both by the government and by
dred less, come across the Pacifie and land the two Houses of parliament when we deal
at Victoria or Vancouver every year. Those with this question. I know how strong the
Chinamen, to a very large extent, remain feeling is in British Columbia against China-
in this country. I suppose some of these in men, and it may be very important that
British Columbia leave and some of those legislation should be had ; but I at the same
vho cone in take their plaes, but I appre- time cannot close my eyes to the fact that
hend that the Chinese population of Canada that legislation may not be wholly advant-
Will be found to-day very nearly what it ageous. There may be disadvantages con-
vas ten or twelve years ago. Most of them nected with It as well.

find their way eastward, and seek an oppor-
tullity of crossing the border. They are Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The hon.
contraband gods landed in Canada that i gentleman is quite right in two matters he
capable of ambulating across our border bas mentioned-that the Chinese have not
into the United States. That I think has increased in the country during the last ten
been the condition of things almost since or twelve years. They keep coming and
the time when Chinamen first began to co1c going, as the hon. gentleman says. With
to this country. I do not suppose that if we regard to' the consumption of wheat and
were to sueceed I excluding them w-c would flour, I believe the Chinese do use wheat
produce any appreciable difference nl the four to some extent, and there is a large
cOmmerce of this counry at tihe moment. trade between this country and Japan-
It is said by some, and my hon. friend per- larger than that with China--in wheat. Tle
haps will know what foundation there is for Jpanese, with their usual energy and
the stateieut that the Chinamen who have thrift, are now importing wheat and grind-
cole to this side of the Pacifie to some ex- ing their own flour so as to have the profit
tent become habituated to the use of wheat of manufacturing four amongst themselves.
and wheat four instead of rice and rice With regard to Chinamen coming in whose
four, and that when they go back to China tax is paid by their masters, that makes no
they consume wheat, especially the softer difference whatever ; the deduction is made
varieties that are grown on this side of the from their wages. The danger is that
Ocean, and that if there were less restrictlon Japanese cone in free, paying nothing to
in the way of immigration there would he the revenue, and cause the same difficulty

gradually a large increase in the consump- and compete with white labour as the Chli-
tion Of North American wheat and wheat nese do, and I thought it my duty to bring
four in China. I believe the Canadian Pa- the matter before the goverument knowlng
eific Railway steamers carry a good deal at I do about bc Japnese cming I
of flour to China now, for consumptIon in
that couIntry. What the actual amount is beause they drink a good deal and gamble,
each Year I have not looked up and cannot and are not at ail desirable immigrants.
Say, but I was told by a gentleman of pro-
minence connected with the Canadian Pa- THE LATE CLERK 0F THE SENATE.
efie Railway that there is a growing con- MOTION.
sumption of wheat in China, largely the re- Hon. Mr. MILLS-Before the Orders Of
salt of Chinamen having been on Mhis side the Day are calied 1 wlsh 10 make a motion
cf the Pacifie. Then there is a further con- whIch I thlnk wlîl mccl wlth the generai
sideration. I belleve that the amount con- econded
trIbuted by Chinamen as passengers to the aypmbaton f the leade oe p
Canadian Pacifie Railway steamers is be- sîth eO:
tween one-fourth and haif a million of dol-

That n view ow the long and faithful servicesyar, and I suppose If we couMd, by M L e ie th e Clerk of

appMr.obatio of th evn s.Imvscne
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the Senate, he be continued an honorary officer
of this House, and allowed the entrée of the
Senate and a seat at the Table on occasions of
ceremony.

This motion is exactly the same as that
adopted some years ago upon the retirement
of Mr. Langevin's predecessor.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
second the motion with a great deal of plea-
sure, and I do so because of the long serv-
ices of Mr. Langevin, not only lu this Cham-
ber, but as Under Secretary of State and
other capacities during the last 35 or 40
years. Everybody who knows that gentle-
man knows that he has been most conscien-
tious in the performance of his duties : whe-
ther he has met with the approval of all
is entirely outside the question and could
not be expected. Those with whom he has
been associated in the department of the
Secretary of State, as well as those of us
In this Chamber, know that he has been most
conscientious and falthful In the perform-
ance of the duties which have fallen to his
lot so far as in him lies, and in following
the precedent set in 1884 in the retirement of
Mr. Lemoine, I think we are only taking a
step which Is due to an old and faithful
officer.

The motion was agreed to.

TICKET OF LEAVE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (B) 'An Act to amend an Act to
provide for the conditional liberation of
penitentiary convicts.'

He sald : A Bill to provide for the con-
ditional liberation of penitentlary convicts
was introduced by me in this House last
year. It was carried through parliament
and is now acted upon in the administration
of our penitentiarles. Under it those who
have committed offences for the first time,
after being confined for a portion of the
time for whlch they are sentenced,
and having been industrious and having
conducted themselves properly, and being
so reported by the officers of the penitentiary,
we have granted tickets of leave, or license
of parole, to such conviets and permitted
them to go at large under a certain degree
of surveillance. A good many during the
pat four or five months have been dis-

Hon. MT. MILLS.

charged from the penitentiary and are en-
gaged ln the ordinary pursuits of labour in
different parts of the country. So far as I
know at the present time there is but one
of those who have been discharged who has
shown a disposition to return to criminal
pursuits. That party has been arrested and
will (be tried for the offence, and if convicted
will be obliged to serve the time for which
he is sentenced in the penitentiary, together
with that portion of his prior term that has
not expired. On the whole, I think the
measure is working very satisfactorily here,
as it is In the United Kingdom and in most
of the states of the American Union where
it has been trled. There are a good many
young men who are sentenced for crime
to the penitentiaries who are not naturally
of the criminal class, men who have gone
astray perhaps from the want of proper
control or proper training, from bad asso-
ciation, and who continue In their lives or
pursuits of lawlessness until they are
brought up before some judge or adminis-
trator of justice and sentenced to imprison-
ment ln the jails, the central prison, or the
penitentiary, or some reformatory. Last
year the -Bill which I Introduced to this
House provided for the discharge on parole
of convicts confined in the penitentiary. It
did not extend to the jails, and -it was not
extended to the central prison, and so at
the present time we eau only shorten the
sentence of those confined In the jails or
central prison by an absolute pardon. Some-
times we find this to be the case : two or
three young men commit some theft or other
depredation. They may be mere boys. The
leader amongst them is sentenced for over
two years and therefore goes to the pen-
tentiary. The others are sentenced for a
shorter period of time and are sent to the
central prison or to the common jal. Some-
times, upon representations being made and
full inquiry had Into the cases from the
police in the district, or from the judge who
tried the case, or both, we find it necessary,
after the party has been ln the penitentiary
for a time, to grant him a parole. He is the
chief offender. We think it is ln his lnterest
that he should be let out under the surveil-
lance that le exercised over him, but we
have no power under the law to release the
less serious offender who le confined ln
the central prison or ln the ja, and the
only way that we can discharge him is by
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an absolute pardon, and so we lose ail control
over him. There is a great advantage in the
surveillance that is exereised. It has a
deterring influence. It prevents a yeung
Man going back to his old haunts and asso-
clating with his old companions. He has
got into diffleulty before and appreciates his
liberty, and therefore he avoids associating
with them lest he should again get into
trouble. When he bas been for the balance
of his term of sentence, whatever it may
be, enjoying his liberty under surveillance,
new habits may be formed and the risk of
reverting again to criminal pursuits may be
gone altogether. Men are in a very large
degree the creatures of habit. L remember
reading an account of a man who lived In
Edinburgh who had adopted the practice of
touching every verandah post along the
street as he passed, and it became so con-
firmed a habit with hlm that if he missed
One he turned about and went back to touch
it before he went on with his journey, even
though he might be In a hurry. In the same
way boys, who get ln the habit of doing
wrong and associating together, are influ-
en-ced by that association, and the result of
the action of each is the combined result of
the disposition to do wrong of ail put toge-
ther, and ln that respect our experience cor-
respoiids with the experience of other coun-
tries, that the discharge under survelflaUce
has a good effect upon those who are enjoy-
ing their liberty upon condition. In or-
der to carry out this policy fairly, If
We find it safe to discharge on parole
the more serious offenders, I think
We shall find it equally safe to dis-
charge upon parole those who are less
serious offenders who have not been sent to
the penitentiary, but have been confined for
a time ln the jail or sent to the central
Prison. And this is my object in introdue-
Ing this very short measure. It practically
consists of one section, which will read as
a part of the Act and so we simply carry
Out the principle of the law adopted last
Year and which so far has worked very
satisfactorily.

Hlon. Mr. OLEMOW-In my opinion there
asltogether too much sympathy extended

towards the criminal of this country. The
percentage of criminals in Canada le very
Si8all as compared to the entire population,
and while we may be deuirous et doing some

good to the criminal class, we at the same
time should take care that we do not dii-
regard the rights and privileges of the great
masses of the eommunity. I can very easily
understand that if this Bill is carried out
in Its present form it will result in almost
a complete exodus from the differnt jails
and reformatories of this country, and ln a
very short time we .will have the country
deluged with ticket of leave men. It will re-
quire a very great deal of consideration on
the part of the Minister of Justice to main-
tain a proper regard to the feelings I have
indicated, and to show at any rate that
whatever is done will be done ln the best
interests of the country, and upon the best
evidence that can be produced. I can
very easily understand that from a humane
sentiment the Minister of Justice wishes to
procure this legislation, but I think we
should go a little further and ascertain whe-
ther it is likely to have the desired effect.
In my opinion, if we send a criminal to a
jail or reformatory for a limited time with-
out glving him a sufficient opportunity for
reform, when he comes out the last state of
that man will be worse than the flrst. We
know from experience that hardened crimi-
nals generally look to the consequence of
their acts. If they find that they can get
relief through the aid of their friends, by
petitions or otherwise, the result will be that
a great many people will be turned loose
upon society. If you merely confine a young
man to a jail or prison for a limited time, he
will return to bis old haunts and the pro-
bability la that he will resume his former
career. If the evidence is sufficient to justi-
fy the decision of the judge, let the decision
be such that it is impossible to modify it
except for very cogent reasons, but ln this
case the Minister of Justice will be encir-
cled, to a very great extent, by people who
are desirous of getting parties liberated
froi jail after a very few montha' Inear-
ceration. I do not believe in that policy at
all. When criminals know that excessive
punishment wil be inflicted for crime they
will be -less likely to commit crime.

Now, for Instance, garotting was a yery
prevalent crime here some time ago; the very
moment the law was. changed and the lshu
was substituted for Imprisonment au a pun-
lishment, that crime ceased. In Cases Where
capital punishment bas been done away
with, crime bas increased consideralbly. AD
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these matters ought to 'be taken into con- The second surprise was the publication of a
sideration before coming to a decision to letter given by the Minister of Justice to Mannor his relatives -stating why the pardon was
make a wholesale change of this nature. It granted. This letter Aid. W. D. Morris pro-
is desirable that the facts should be looked duced iu the clty council.The third surprise was a statement from the
Into. The sending of a criminal to jiInto. ~ M Th edn faciia oja.Ii Minister of Justdce that bis letter to Mann had
should be looked upon as a punishment, as been given on the understanding that it was

flot to be made public, nor used except to aida severe punishment, not merely as a tera- M nn to get a situation here or elsewhere.
porary residence in a certain place. It The fourLh surprise is the discovery just made
should be continuous .for the terni of the that the pardon f Mann was due to the actionof Aid. W. D. Morris, who had written a private
sentence. I am brougbt to this conclusion letter to the Minister of Justice, signed 'Chair-
by a most remarkable circumstance that man of the (civic) Investigation Committee,'znakiug certa'u statements.
took 'place in bthis city recently. ATh letter which the Minister o Justice gave
man in the em-ploy of 'the city council was to Mann recîtiug reasous for the pardon seemed

peculiar euough. Iu effect It said that the Min-
tried and convicted on the charge of steal- ister had looked into the evidence and foud
ing money from his employers. Application Mann to be little worse than some other people,

tealso that the civic administration was unwar-
was made to the Minister of Justice for erantably loose; s the Department of Justice
release of this young man. The Minister decided to let Maun off. It was a bit bard ta
of Justice, under the circumstances, acting understand the logic of this letter of the minis-ier. Imagine a citizen murdered by a gang of
upon what he considered, I suppose, was roughs; oue thug caught, convicted and sea-
right, was induced 'to liberate the prisoner. teuccd to be hauged; then the Minister of Jus-

tice pardoning the -murderer ou the ground that
I shall read the report that has been circul- the murderer was uot much worse than others
ated respecting this case. It will give a of tie gang who ba] not been convicted. Most

prety god nsi-t ito bat naybe oneof us would fancy thiat a ruling o! that kiud by
pretty good insigt into what may be donet put Our
if the Minister of Justice will listen to (lie throats to undesirable risk. It would look as
sedutive applications made for one purposeis art with consider-

sedutiv appicaionsnuae fo on puroseable margin of safety, would only have to secure
or another. I shall state the case as it was a Qufficient number of associates to render It liko-
reported in the papers a few days ago. It ly that some would escape the police. If hm-Sself caught, he might hope to be pardoued be-
is very pertinent to this bill and shows cause not much worse than bis chums who got
that a great deal of good judgment and away, or because the administration of law wasnot strict enough to prevent them onmitting
discrimination will be required In carrying murder.
out this law in the future should it ibe placed Or, taking the exact offence which Mann com-

sniitted, any clerk lu auy business house ln this
on the statute book. I take the opportunity city might hope to be pretty safe lu stealing
of saying that I acquit the Minister of money If be could persuade aIl the other clerks
Justice of consciously doing a wrong act. lu the place to steal tao. With a sufficientnumber, some wosild be likelIy to escape prose-
He has been sadly imposed on by a member cution or conviction: then the others might be
of this community whose character is any- pardoned becaise tbey were posslbly not muni

worse, and because the business firm's adminis-
thing but what it ougbt to be. If the Min- tratiou must have been loose when s0 man
ister had taken the trouble to look into ýthe clerks were able to steal.The above seeme somewhat of a parallel to the
matter he would not have acted upon this mînîster's vlew of the Mann case. The Jour-
man's representations without corroborative nal' nevertheless did nnt comment on the par-

evidnce No redncesliold ie pace ondon, suppcsisig It to ho granted for adequateevidence. No credence should be placed oncame out,
the allegations of this man who has ibeen gîven by the Minuster o! Justice to Mann, it
'the cause of trouble in this city for som seemed best to make no omment. the let-
considerable time. I a very sorry that Ier the minister said that he had looked toconsderbletim. 1am vry orr tht 1the evidence on which Mann was convîcted, the
am obliged to bring up a local matter in supposition was natural that be meant merely
this way. I would not have thought of evidence given court, upon whch the min-

thisway I ouldnotbav thoglu ofIster was mucli more likely to place a correct
doing it but for the fact that this bill is legal interpretatQa than a newspaper could.

befoe u an ths cse urnslis a But the revelation now that AId. Morris had
now before us and this case furnishesMinister o Justice, and
illustration of what may occur in the future the nature of Aid. Morris' communication, wiih
if proper safeguards are not provided : as just come to llght. seem to have a verymaterial bearlng on the position. The nature

The aseof 111eMau, te cvic ler co-asd contents cf tbe Morris "om-munication, to beThe case of Ollie Mann, the civic clerk con- ,ras usilnthtteMIItro
victed of embezzlement, sent to penitentiary, and plai, alse a supicon hat t Mine o
soon pardoned by the Minister of Justice, hasthan that gven court. It
assumed a remarkable aspect, or rather series of gives to the matter an aspect which justifies
aspects. criticlsm.

The first surprise the public recelved was the Aid. Morris, It appears, sent to the Minister -if
pardon.roon. hJustice, li support of his aim for the pardon

grated This leteLldEWM. oriWpo
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of Mann, simply a copy of Auditor Neff's report
on civic finances, accompanied by a number of
Aid. Morris' own views of what the report meant.
No court testimony was quoted or inclosed by
Ald. Morris. Is it possible that the Minister of
Justice swallowed the private letter of Ald. Mor-
ris, without reference to other quarters ? Ia
at Possible Mann's pardon was based chiefly by
the minister upon the opinions of Ald. Morris?
It looks like it, from the fact that the minister's
letter to Mann regarding the pardon embodies
in part much the same words as Ald. Morris'
rrior letter to the minister. The suspicion ls
decidedly unpleasant that action by the Depart-
nment of Justice in Canada can be influenced ln
this one-sided and secret way.

Of course, there is this to be said, that Ald.
Morris signed the letter as chairman of the civic
investigation comnittee. The minister had per-
baps a right to assume that Ald. Morris spoke
for the city council of Ottawa. Inasmuch as
the council and investigation commIttee had no
kncowledge of Ald. Morris' action, it Is difficult
to see a justification for the signature the alder-
mian used. As he was asking the pardon of
a criminal who had stoien civic money, he should
either have acted with the knowledge of the
council, or should have been careful to specify
tr the rnijister that he did so purely as a pri-
vate individual-particularly as he called in
question the characters of other persons.

Really is not the whole business something
quite out of the ordinary? And very different
from wbat the public has a right to expect from
either the Department of Justice or any self-
respecting public representative.

This Is, I belleve, the whole truth, or
pretty nearly so. as contained in the letter,
Of Alderman Morris written on his own
responsibility, without the consent of the
city council. I look upon it as obtaining
a letter on falise pretenses, and I think
this Man ought to be indicted for such an
action. If the Criminal Code does not pro-
Vide a punishment for it, provision should
be made to meet such cases. He had n0
More right to send that letter as elanatilg
from the city council, whose servant he was.
than I had. Therefore, it was reprehensible
on1 the part of Alderman Morris and mis-
leading to the Minister of Justice. I be-
lieve If the minister had known him, as I
know him, he would never have granted this
Pardon or accepted the statements of Aider-
'ian Morris without having them supported.
A great wrong has been done. What was the
result of this? Immediately after the return
Of Mann to the city, the first thing he did
'as to combine with this man Morris for

the Purpose of trying to convict other men
who had been employed with him in the
city service. He did not show any contri-
t'on for his offence but actually went to
Work deliberately with this man Morris for
the purpose of doing further evil to the
peoPle for whom he certainly should have

had a different feeling. It is reprehensible
on the part of Alderman ýMorris, and i't
shows how difficult It will be to carry out
these pardons uniess all the points of evi-
dence are so studied as to be beyond ail
contradiction. I believe this man has been
for some time trying his best to malign res-
pectable citizens of Ottawa to an extent
unequalled in the annals of any country.
He adopted this step, not that he cared
whether the prisoner was released or not,
but that Mann would be an instrument to
enable him to accomplish an object he had
in view for a long 'time. As far as the young
man is concerned, he very naturally told the
Minister that he was anxious to get em-
ployment-that he did not swant to remain
here, and that he wanted some kind of
certificate 'to show that, as far as the Min-
ister was concerned, he had no objection.
The Minister very kindly gave it to him.
He indited the letter in this way I believe
" To whom it may concern." It was taking
advanitage of the Minister's kindness, and
they have done a great wrong. It is only
right that this subject should come up in
the Senate at this time, particularly when
this measure is before us, because if it
becomes Law there will be many persons
appealing ito the Minister for the clemency
that may be extended to them by this Act,
and the Minister of Justice will have a great
deal of trouble to discover in the future
whether advantage has been 'taken of his
good nature. lit is essential, when these
men are liberated for sufficient cause, that
the sentence should be a deterrent to them
and to all similar cases in the future. Crim-
inals take every care to inquire into the
character of the punishment to be inflicted
on them should they be convicted, and in
my judgment it should be perfectly under-
stood that there will be no mitigation of the
punishment except for good and sufficient
cause. I am very sorry that it is necessary
to bring this matter up, but it may have a
bearing on the discussion of the measure
before us. I have no desire to interfere with
the Minister of Justice. He knows and has
opportunties of knowing, better than I
have, what has been the effect Of these
liberations in other countries, and probably
he will give us statistics to show that this
legislation is desirable. Another fact Is

worthy of attention, and tbat is these pris-
oners are sent to the reformatories and
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penitentiarles at great cost to the country.
'The majorlty of the convicts are better
cared for and better fed at the expense of
the country than In their own homes. lit
coste more, I believe, to support such men
In the penitentiaries than most working men
have te pay for the support ot themselves
and families. That Is decidedly wrong. They
should, of course, be properly fed and taken
care of, but when we find that In many jails
of this country the prisoners are provided
for at the cost of six or elght cents a day, and
the cost of maintaining convicts is far above
this figure, I do not see any justification for
it. There must be extravagance somewhere,
or they are better taken care of than they
should be. I know that the cost of support-
ing a man in a shanty, with all the expense
of transportation, is fLfteen cents to elghteen
cents per day. If that is the case, why
should it cost s0 much money to maintain
these prisoners In the way they are main-
tained? iI wish someone had taken up this
matter who is better qualified to discusa it
than I am. I simply state my views and it
is for the House to decide, because it is a
very important question. If we pass this
bill as it Is now, in a very short time jails
will be emptied, and criminals will return
to their old haunts, and instead of its being
a benefit, it may be the reverse tto the com-
munity generally. I acquit the Minister of
Justice of any consclous wrong-doing in the
case of \Mann. He was imposed upon by
parties who were interested in getting this
prisoner released. I have nothing to say
about the young man. lie committed a
grave crime, for which he was punished. He
should have been allowed to remain In the
penitentiary for a sufficient time to reform,
so that 'wlen he came out le would be a
better citizen and better able to do his duty
here or elseewhere.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The arguments and il-
lustrations that my bon. friend from Ottawa
las brought against this Bill have really
no applicability. The hon. gentleman has
introduced into the discussion a matter
that has been a source of agitation between
members of the city council, rather from
personal motives than anything else. I do
not propose to go into a discussion of the
question whether Mann was properly re-
leased or not. It bas no applicability te this
Bill. He was not released on ticket of leave,

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

but was pardoned, and I believe there were
sufficlent reasons for his pardon. The re-
ports* were ail favourable and the grounds
upon which he was enlarged, although not
made public, are, I belleve, sufflcient to
justify the course of the Minister of
Justice. My hon. friend is very much
disturbed lest this country should be
inundated with convicts under the preseut
systen of enlarging. Up to the present
time, I think I am quite within the record
when I say that of ail the criminals of the
whole Dominnion-and they must number in
the penitentiaries between two and three
thousand-the number at present enlarged
under license would not be more, probably,
than forty or fifty. That average would be
greater than the average that would extend
over the whole year, for the reason that
those whose cases might fairly be thought
worthy of favourable consideration were
considered when the Act came in force. The
convicts in the penitentiaries that would
probably be enlarged under this Bill would
not probably exceed five of six per cent of
the whole number, a very small fraction.
This Bill simply extends te those who are
confined lu jails and special prisons-I be-
lieve there is only one special prison lu the
country,-the Central prison.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELLr-And
the Reformatory at Penetanguishene.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Bill is simply en-
larging a principle which las already been
acquiesced in by the House, and which las
been found to work satisfactorily wherever
tried in the United States, England and
Germany. As a rule. the parties who have
been enlarged by these tickets of leave have
reformed. They have come under happier
auspices ; they have repented of their of-
fences and have become good members of
society. It is very much better that that
encouragement should be given to t1ìem--
that a stimulus to better behaviour should
be offered, and the experience of ail coun-
tries ls that the systemi has worked well,
and therefore it Is one that ought to be
extended to Canada. But the proportion of
those who can avail themselves of this pri-
vilege is very limited. It is only when the
authorities are amply satisfied that It is in
the best interests, not only of the culprit,
but of society, from the evidence they have
Sgiven during the term of their Imprison-
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ment that they have reformed their lives,
that confidence may be reposed in allowing
thIem to be at large. Mr. Mann's case, as I
have said, is not one that is relevant to the
question, and it is exceedingly unfortunate
that it has been introduced In this debate.
The prominence it has received is due en-
tirely to the bickering of certain members
Of the city council. Mr. Mann, no doubt,
has behaved very badly indeed in giving
Up this letter of the Minister of Justice to
Ald. Morris to be used as a mode of stab-
bing at somebody else in the city council.
The letter was given because it was sup-
POsed that Mann was gaing to seek employ-
ment elsewhere. It was a general letter, not
addressed to any one in particular, indicat-
ing that his conduet was such as to create
the belief that hereafter he would be worthy
the confidence of those by whom he miglit
he emîployed.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I said so.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The lion. gentleman
knows that it was very improperly used by
Mr. Morris. Mann acted very improperly in
giving it up. It was never intended for any
such purpose, but the feeling in the city
coutteil was so strong that Mr. Morris was
able to get it for Mann for the purpose of
inlaking an attack on certain other persons
employed in the office of the City Treasurer.
The whole thing is exceedingly discreditable
to those who have made au improper use of
this letter, but it has no possible bearing on
this case. Mann was pardoned on grounds
that were considered amply sutficient to
justify the action taken by the Minister of
Justice.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--l am
fnot opposed to the principle of this Bill. so
far as it relates to the extension. If there is
anY class of prisoners to whon it should
apply. it is to those who have comnitted
minor crimes. The objection would be to
apply it to cases whera criminals have been
incarcerated for greater and more serious
crimes ; hence I think that the position
taken by the Minister of Justice in extend-
ing it to the ordinary jails and reform:a-
tories and Centrai prison is not objection-
able, because the character of prisoners in
these Institutions is very often of that kind
that has been graphically described by the
Iminister himself, 'who have been led Into
crime without being really hardened cri-

minals. The hardeued criminels are gene-
rally those who go through two or three
prisons. My hon. friend says the case cited
by the hon. gentleman from Rideau Divt-
sion is not applicable, because in that case
an absolute pardon was granteil and not a
ticket of leave. So far, logically, the hon.
gentleman is correct, but I do not think it
was at all out of place that my hon. friend
from Rideau (Hon. Mr. Clemow) sbould call
attention to so grave a charge as is made In
the article he has just read. Unless the Min-
ister of Justice was Imposed upon In this
case, it is difficult to understand how he
gave a letter of recommendation to the pri-
soner, which, as the paper says, was for the
purpose of enabling him to get a situation
with other people. Unless the minister
from the evidence, was convinced that there
was no criminal act on the part of Mann,
I might humbly express the opinion that the
letter ought not to have been given, and
while I agree with the hon. Secretary of
State that in the divulging of that letter by
Ald. Morris lie may have committed a gross
breach of confidence. the great error to my
mind was In the Minister of Justice giving
such a letter-that is if the letter is of the
character indicated in that publislied article,
which of course I cannot vouch for, because
1 have not seen it. It must present itself
to the mind of every one that when a cri-
minal bas been convicted by the courts aud
sent to jail, there must have been good
eridence that he had transgressed the laws
of the country and In this case I believe it
was one of flagrant embezzlement of city
f unds. The clerk who embezzles his mas-
ter's ;noney cannot be held less guilty, it
strikes me, than those who may nave in-
duced him to do it, and this article says
that he was pardoned by the Minister of
Justice for the reason that he was no worse
than others, which seems to me scarcely a
good reason for granting a pardon.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-I can
scarcely eonceive it possible that the Min-
Ister of Justice would write such a letter,
or grant a pardon for such a reason, but If

lie did grant a pardon for the reasons In-

dicated in the article read by the hon. Sena-

tor from Rideau (Hon. Mr. Clemow), then I
hesitate not to say that, in my opinion, the
Minister of Justice dld poitively wrong. I
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do think that It is within the province
of any one sitting in this House or the other
House, to call the attention of the public to
the reasons which may have been given by
a Minister of Justice for granting a pardon
or a ticket of leave. It is well that the
public should know, if that power which is
placed in the hands of the minister be
abused, in order that there may be publicity
of an act of that kind. It would do much
to deter him from repeating the mistake.
To say abuse would simply that that would
be an intentional act on the part of the
minister, but if It is done through error and
by the misrepresentation of those with whom
he has been in communication, why then
the crime, if sucli I may term it, or the
wrong done by the Minister of Justice Is
not as great if it were done designedly. So
that any publicity that is given to a case of
that kind, or any comment that may be
made upon it, is quite within the province
of any member of parliainent, as it gives
the minister an opportunity of making such
explanations as may satisfy the public. That
article must lead any one reading it, knowing
nothing of the facts, to but one conclusion,
namely that the minister bad been imposed
upon, and consequently that he had given a
letter recommending a man who had been
convicted of a crime, to enable him to go
away and get a situation with others where
he might repeat the crime. I must express
the opinion again that I can scarcely think
It possible that the hon. gentleman gave such
an opinion. I think the hon. Minister of
Justice, who has been attacked, ought to be
thankful to the hon. gentleman from Rideau
(Mr. Clemow) for bringing the matter be-
fore this body, in order that lie can set him-
self right and disabuse the minds of the peo-
ple who have read it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know that I
can agree with everythIng which my hon.
friend the leader of the opposition has said
respecting this matter. It is most undesir-
able that the perogative of the Crown that
is exercised in respect to pardon should be
made a matter of parliamentary discussion
If it can be avoided. It is perhaps of ail the
duties that a minister has to discharge the
most delicate, and that being so, the fact of
constant parliamentary discussion of the
exercise of the power of prerogative must
lead to the practice of abstaining from ad-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

vising its exercise altogether. For if a public
man is to run the gauntlet of constant
criticism and misrepresentation on the part
of the press for the advice he gives His
Excellency with regard to a matter of this
sort, I think the effect would be that he
would say that the responsibility rested with
the judge who sentenced the party to the jail
for a limited period of time, and that he de-
clined to advise any interference on behaif
of the Sovereign. The practise in England,
as I mentioned here the other day, is that
unless there is something coming to the
knowledge of the minister in connection
with the matter, in which he thInks there
was an error of judgment or a failure of
justice, that subject is not made a matter
of parliamentary discussion, but is left en-
tirely with the Secretary of State or the
home department. In this matter, in order
that the House might form a judgment with
regard to the propriety of advising the
pardon of Mann or not, let me say that it
would be necessary to have al] the papers
before each member of the House that was
before me when I was called upon to dis-
charge that duty. There is, for instance,
the report of the judge, to which my hon.
friend did not refer, but to which very great
importance is always attached. And yet
that is not a communication that I can bring
down to parliament, because It is always
confidential, as the report of my deputy is
which I am called upon to present to His
Excellency, and if we were to permit the
report of the judges to be brought down to
parliament and made the subject of adverse
criticism, as they would be if they were made
the subject of critisism at all, the deterring
effeet upon the judge would be like the de-
terring effect that would practically reach
the minister : the judge would give you the
baldest possible report and abstain from
anything which would expose him to ad-
verse criticism in either House of parliament.
Then there is another consideration. Some-
times prisoners have their sentences com-
muted simply because the surgeon of the
institution says that some great critical
calamity will overtake them if they are kept
there, that a man is in danger of dying un-
less he is discharged. My hon. friend will
remember a case in the city of Quebec where
the Minister of Justice discharged a party
and pardoned him, not because he merited
pardon himself, but simply because practi-
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cally the sentence pronounced upon him and
the punishment would become the punish-
ment of death, instead of being a confine-
ment for a certain period of time, and in ail
these cases the minister, upon such a report
being made, has to assume the responsibility
Of giving advice. There was such a report
in this case, as my lion. friend would have
seen if lie had called upon me, as I would
have shown him the papers. With regard
tO the letter I gave Mr. Mann, and which
Was most improperly used, I may say, in
the first place, that the letter was asked by
the young man's mother from me because
she said lier son was discontented here, felt
that he ought to go away, and lie wanted to
join Lord Strathcona's Horse. He had gone
to Colonel Steele and told him that he
wished to join the force. I believe lie
was rather an efficient member of the
force here, lad had a good deal of
drill. w-as a good horseman, and Colonel
Steele was disposed to accept his offer,
but lie said to Colonel Steele, 'I .can-
lot join the force without telling you.
that I was a convict sentenced to the pe-
litentiary and have been released.' Colonel
Steele wanted to know something about the
circumstances. I do not know Colonel Steele
Personally. I had never met him and had
no0 acquaintance with him, and I said to Mrs.
Mann, 'I will write a letter to your son and
lie can caIl for It at five o'clock in the after-
nloon.' I dictated the letter to my secretary
after he came there, and it was handed to
hlim. It was addressed 'To whom it may
concern,' simply because I did not know
Colonel Steele. It was not intended to
reach any other party, and that was tho-
roughly understood by the young man's
mother when I told lier I would give lier
that communication. It was to be used for one
purpose, namely to obtain employment. It
Was to enable him to join the force, where
he might be efficient, and to go to another
country where, if lie desired to remain, lie
Would have an opportunity of beginning life
again. Those are the circunstances. There
flay have been an error of judgment, but I

lid not think so, and I do not think so yet. I
Wished to give him an opportunity in lif e, If
lie desired it, without doing anybody wrong
and without concealing anything, I didn't go
lnto a discussion of the case. I did not say
how far the report of the surgeon had In-
fluenced me In the conclusions I had reached.

I did not say how far the communication of
the judge had influenced me. I assumed
the responsibility of these matters, but I did
state that the business of the office of the
treasurer had been very loosely conducted,
that it had been open to a number of per-
sons, as well as to this young man, to take
money from the till, that the practice had
been to put in their I O U's for the money
taken out, but whether the I O U's correctly
represented that sum or not was not known,
and there was a great deal connected with
the case, without saying whether any one
intended to be dishonest or not, which
showed a very great deal of looseness. My
hon. friend from Rideau (Hon. Mr. Clemow)
thinks that everybody ought to be in the
penitentiary who has been sentenced to go
there. I do not take that view. There are
some young men who are a good deal better
out, as long as they axe under surveillance,
because they are removed from the most
liardened class, the wicked and lawless clasS
of people, the old offenders in the peniten-
tiary. One man wrote to me a few days
ago, and I have his letter in my possession
at presenit., in which lie says 'I was dis-
charged from the penitentiary. I have been
four times employed since my dlscharge. I
have been four times dismissed from the
service of those in whose employment I was,
not because I did any wrong, but simply be-
cause it was known that I had been in the
penitentiary.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is that
the Holden case ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, it is another case,
which occurred very recently. This man
wrote to me asking if it was possible that
some employment could be found for him-
could I find some one who would give him
employment, knowing the fact that lie had
been in the penitentiary, because lie said the
moment it became known it seemed to be a
barrier against his obtaining employment or
the opportunity of earning an honest living.
I dare say that there is a good deal of that
feeling. It is natural that it should be s0,
because men do not know how far they may
trust one who has been a violator of the law.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It does not strike me
that the lion. gentleman from Rideau (Hon.
Mr. Clemow) is deserving of censure for
having called attention to Mann's casge, be-
cause attention had already been directed
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to the cSse in the prme, and it was desirable.
that the minister should have an opportunity
of making the explanation which he has
made. There were some things which the
hon. gentleman from Rideau said which I
agreed with, and I think that bis observa-
tions deserve the consideration of the Min-
ister of Justice and of all those who are
engaged In the work of administerIng jus-
tice in this country. One point the hon.
gentleman made was that criminals were
too well treated, and I think there Is a good
deal of force in that. In some places-I
do not speak of the penitentiaries-in the
jails and other local prisons the prisoners
are too well treated. They have nothing to
do, and they are well fed and lodged, and
better off than honest men who earn their
living outside. I know that in Halifax It
was rather a common thIng for a man who
had been doIng odd jobs during the summer,
earning enough money to get liquor and en-
joy himself, when the weather began to get
cold to commit some offence which would
send hlm to the city prison for ninety days.
He boarded there for ninety days, until the
weather became sultable, and then went
out. But, fortunately, a new governor was
appointed, prisoners had to work harder,
and since the change boarding at Rockhead
prison has not been as comfortable nor as
fashionable as before. I think they should
get enough food. but it should be very
plain, and they should be made to work.
I have often thought that the prisoners in
jails and lock-ups might be utilized to im-
prove the condition of the roads and streets
In their vicinity, and further, that would
exhibit them to the public, which would
have a deterrent effect. There were one
or two points in the Bill to which I thought
it desirable to direct the attention of the
Minister of Justice. The first clause reads

The provisions of chapter 49 of the statutes of
1899, Intituled 'An Act to provide for the con-
citional liberation of Penitentiary Convicts,' shall
apply to ail persons convicted of any offence and
being under sentence of imprisonnent in any
jail or other public or reformatory prison.

I agree with the hon. leader of the oppo-
sition that if this tieket of leave system is
to apply to grave offenders who are con-
fined in the penitentiary, the reason for ap-
plying it to persons guilty of trivial offences
is still greater ; but I have some doubts-and
I trust the minister will consider the point-
as to the speedy release of the lad who

Hon. Mr. POWER.

is confined in a reformatory. A boy is
sent to a reformatory for the purpose of
being reformed rather than being punished,
and if he is let out after a very short time,
the reforming process Is eut short, and I
trust that even though the Minister of Jus-
tice may have the power to release a lad
from a refoimatory, that that power shail be
raLrely exercised. The better way is for the
lad to stay In the reformatory a sufficient
tIme to enable them to aecomplish some-
thing ln the way of reforming him. I should
be glad to see the word "reformatory "
struck out of the clause. The power to
let boys out of reformatories Is a power
which should be used with great caution.
As to the form of the Bill, it should state
that the form of the ticket of leave which
is embodied in the original statute should
be modified so as to include the other pri-
sons. The form In the statute applies only
to the penitentiaries. I do not know that it
is absolutely necessary, but It is perhaps
better on the whole that this Bill should
state that the form be altered to meet that.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The hon. gentleman's
objection to including reformatories does not
appear to me to have force, because any
case of that kind would be dealt with on
Its merits, in the same way as the case of a
convict in a penitentiary. The Minister of
Justice would not think of allowing a lad to
go If the circumstances of the case were
such that it appeared to him, In his judg-
ment, it was better for the lad to remain
where he was.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We would not let him
out except on the advice of the officer la
charge of the institution.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-This Bili is framed by
those who have taken great interest In pri-
sons, and the treatment of crime ; and I
think the retentiOn Of this power with regard
to those confined in other places besides the
penitentiaries, if properly exercised, will be
of great benefit, and it ought not to be strick-
en from the Bill.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I should like to make a
few observations upon this Bill. I have
listened with very much interest and profit
to the discussion. I an thoroughly satis-
fied that the Bill which passed into law
last session was legislation In the right di-
rection. I am equally satisfied in my own
annd that the proposed legislation now be-
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fore this House ls also a furtber step in tTie
right direction, and I can only say that I
an entirely ln accord with the bon. gentle-
Man from York (Hon. Mr. Allan) that if this
conditional release can be applied to con-
victs In the penitentiary, much more should
It be applicable to persons incarcerated in
Jails, central prisons and reformatories for
minor offences. Until the Act of last ses-
SiOn, there was this state of things existing.
Au application would be made for executive
clemency, and the Minister of Juspce, ln

iany cases, while he felt, I have no doubt,
that he could not advIse executive clemency
Which meant unconditional pardon, would
like to have some compromise between these
two. I have had an experlence of pro-
Secuting criminals for many years, and
I know from conversations with judges
presiding at trials, and with others
competent to pronounce an opinion, that
they entirely approve of the legislation
enacted last session, and the extension tiat
is now proposed by this Bill. Many judges,
especally in cases of minor offences and
minlor offenders, think it better where ln the
exercise of a wise and sound discretion they
ean do so, to allow a person charged with
and even convicted of an off ence, to go upon
suspended sentence. The effect of that Is
'fore salutary, in the opinion of the judge
Who so disposes of the case, than imprison-
ment. The very consciousness of the sen-
tence hanging over a prisoner has a very
salutary effct upon his future conduct.
NOW, I suppose the object cf all punisli-
ment is to deter others from committing
offences, and what I consider evein more
important than that, the reformation of the
Party imrediately eoncerned. The peui-
tentiary, no doubt, is a very good place to
Punish a convict, but I question whether
too long au inprisonment is the best way
to reform a criminal. It is said that evil
comlunications corrupt good manners. I
think evil communications may make bad

anauners even worse, and I have always felt
that it would be well If, after Imprisonment
for a time, convicts should be allowed to go
at large conditionally, knowing that they
are. not pardoned, knowing that they are
StilIl liable to be rearrested and imprisoned.
I believe a consciousness of that will be very
salutary upon the walk and conversation of
the person so conditionally liberated. I am
glad that there seems to be such urnanlmlty

of sentiment in favour of the legislation nOw
proposed, and I have no doubt that the
operation of this Act in the future will be
such as its most sanguine supporters expect
of it. I am sure that whoever happens to
be the Minister of Justice for the lime being
will exercise a wise and sound discretion.
It is not a fair argument against the prin-
eiple of any measure to argue from a case
that bas been a partial fallure or mistake.
but only from a number of cases ln which
the law bas had a beneficial operation. I
shall have the greatest satisfaction in sup-
porting the Bill. I am sure that it will meet
with the hearty concurrence of the public.
I have been prosecutor ln many cases in
which prisoners are now undergoIng sent-
ence In the penitentiary, and while I could
not recommend, or the presiding judge could
not see his way clear, ln his report to the
Minister of Justice, to reconmend uncondi-
tional pardon, I have no doubt that ln a
great many cases they would be very glad
of the opportunity to recommend that a
conditional pardon be granted, such as will
be effected by the license proposed with the
conditions endorsed. I think it is better to
err on the side of mercy than on the side of
vengeance. 'To err is human, to forgive
divine,' and at any rate we will show by
the course we are taking that we still have
some hope for the reformation of offenders,
and that we desire to give them an oppor-
tunity to show that they can work out their
future course and live down the disgrace
under which they must be for a length of
tine. I theref>re cordially support the Bill.

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

SUPREME COURT OF THE NORTII-
WEST TERITORIES BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. M. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (C) 'An Act respecting the Su-
preme Court of the Nortb-west Territories.'
le said : At the present time there Is no

Chief Justice of the Supreme Court Of the
North-west Territories.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Do
you call it ' Supreme Court' ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why ?
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is the title. My some opinion expressed lu varlous quarters
hon. friend called it that. in the Territaries that tbey should have a

1 resident judge. and with that 1 do flot dis-
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C)-It is the agree, yet the volume of litigation through-

same in British Columbia. ont the Territories at the present ture can

Hou Mr -'IILS-I ismerly or he ar-easily. in IUy judgrnent, be performed by theHon. Mr. MILLS-It is mnerely for the par- presduut n1umber of judges. With the Bill aspose of enabling us to name one of the jud- ut present drafted, I most heartily concur,
ges as Chief Justice. At the present time and aw very pleased to give ry support to
there is no such party, and there are nve it. With reference, however, to the other
judges now; but except as to difference of suggestion, 1 am at variance witb the Min-
seniority, they are all on a footing of equal- ister of Justice on that question.
ity. They are puisne judges. When we go ln- 1
to cormittee on the Bill I shall make some Hou. Mr. did fot say that we
small verbal alterations. From the repre- ought to have au additional judge. but I
sentations that have been made to me, and propose to areud the Bil in this way. that
the rapid growth of settlements in the the Suprerne Court shah consistof the Chef
country. I think that we ought to have the Justice and fot more than five puisne
power of appointing one more judge, if ne- j so that the court will be properiy
cessary. There are now five judges, and if eolstituîed with even a smaller nunber
we inake one of them Chief Justice there than fou judges. My hon. friend knows
will be four puisne judges. What I propose that the pres(nt iimb of five judges bas
to say is this : The Supreme Court shall con- exNted in the Territories for fourteen years,
sist of the Chief Justice and not more than and tiiot the Territorles have perhaps treb-
five puisne judges, so that we need not ap- led in population since that time. and whe-
point the five judges unless experience shows ther the ptesent judges eau do ah the busi-
that it is necessary. nesq, I an fot prepared to say. Ail 1 cau

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I should like to say is that I have no inclination to appoint
express my satifaction with ih~e- y nore ha are required.

amendment of the North-west Territories
Act. There has been for some years an ex-
pression in this direction on behalf of the
bar of the Territories as well as the samie
feeling on behalf of the judges. I might
also say that the benchers of the North-
west Territories have recently taken some
action in memorializing the government to
create the office of Chief Justice. In the
appointient of Chief Justice, I hope the
goverument will see their way to appoint
the present Senior Judge of the Territories.
the Hon. Justice Richardson, who has ably
presided for many years as senior judge of
the North-west Territories, in fact since
the organization of the present court. I
may say there are no two opinions ln the
Territories ln regard to the advisability of
appointing that judge to the position which
it is now proposed to create. With refer-
ence to the appointment of an additional
judge to the Territorles, I may say I am at
variance wlth the hou. Minister of Justice ?
Five justices are quite sufficient for tie vol-
ume of business that Is now being trans-
acted throughout the Territories. and while
I am aware of the fact that there has been

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Sir MAOIKENZIE BOWELL-Wil
it not be time enough. when the Minister of
Justice is convinced that it is necessary, to
take the power to do it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS--That is all I am doing.
My hon. friend will see that if it were found
necessary to reorganize the districts withî
regard to the Territories, we would be
obliged to ask for further legislation. We
could not appoint five judges without the
authority of parliame'it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I should like to
point out that if you now pass legislation
providing that the court shall consist of six
judges, instead of five as at present, it is
needless to say how at once the greatest
amount of importunity will be brought to
bear on the government to appoint the sixth
judge, and I might say that legislation in
the direction indicated would be equivalenf,
in fact, to the appointment of au additiònal
judge. Although the population has very
conslderably increased since the organ-
ization of the court in 1886, yet, as a mem-
ber of the legal profession, I am compelled
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to say that the volume of litigation has Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It Is
fallen off very considerably. a supposition out there.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-A good'
job for the country.

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

THE POLITICAL CRISIS IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C)-Before the
House adjourns, I wish to say a few words!
to the members of the government about
the condition of affairs in British Columbia.
It is a most unfortunate condition. The
Lieutenant Governor seems to be going from
bad to worse. Hon. gentlemen know how a
year ago he dismlssed his government be-
fore the elections were over, and now he has
dismissed another government. The Pre-
Mier assured him that he could form a gov-
Ornment with five majority, but was not
listened to. The Lieutenant Governor has
called on another man to form a government
and no member of the legislature will have
anything to do with him, and the new Pre-
mier is calling in outside parties. The legis-
lature is at a deadlock. I think the Lieuten-
ant Governor should be recalled. I should be
Sorry to say anything against him person-
ally, having known him for many years, and
having been associated with him a long time
In this House, but the public interest de-
lmands that something should be done. I
find in the Frce Pres8 to-day the following :

Ex-PremJer Semlin and other members of theBritish Columbia legislature claim to have as-surance from Ottawa that Governor McInnes willbe recalled in consequence of his mistake ininaking Joseph Martin premier.

Perhaps that would not be a good cause,
but taking the whole thing in connection
With that, whether there is any truth in this
I do not know, but I do hope the government
Will either recall him or point out what hc
should do. because evidently public affairs
are in a very bad condition in the province
at present. No money has been voted. If
Mr. Martin and his colleagues can sit and
draw their salaries for four or five months,
they rwill not eall the House together at all.
This is a very bad condition of things.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend knows
tbaît we have, under the British North Amer-
ica Act, In all provinces, or are supposed to
have, parliamentary government.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It has been a supposi-
tion in many cases. Whether the Governor
has done rightly or not, I am expressing nO
opinion at the present time, because, having
parliamentary government, he is at present
forming a cabinet that must, if it continues
to carry on the government of the country,
enjoy the confidence of a majority of the
electorate. They must have a majority of
the eleotorate behind them, or else as a
government they cannot exist. In the pro-
vince of Quebec, not long since, there was a
government dismissed, there was a dissolu-
tion of parliament, there was a new govern-
ment formed, and that administration was
allowed-and I think my hon. friend was in
office then-to carry on the government for
several months wlthout a legislature at all.
The legislature was dissolved and no appeal
was made to the country. That was a most
extraordinary course to adopt, and i do not
know that the government of British Col-
umbia bas any intention of taking any
course so unusual as was adopted at that
time; but in my opinion, and I am expressing
it here as my individual opinion-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What case was that
-in Que-bec?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Lieutenant Governor
Angers dismissed the government of Mr.
Mercier, at the same time dissolving the
legislature of Quebec, but did not go to the
country for four months afterwards, wholly
contrary to anything known in British hist-
ory. It Is an Instance standing by itself.
There is no doubt of this, tbat the Gov-
ernor who dismisses his ministers and ap-
peals to the country takes his life In his
hands. The responsibility is with him. The
result will be determined by 4the people Of
the province.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I am happy that the
minister bas limited the time to four
months. That Is receding from the first PO-
sition the hon. gentleman bas taken.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I said four months.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The minister sald
four months when he saw he was going to
be committed.

Hon. Mr. iMILLS-I said It ait ûrst.

141



[SENATE]

Hon Mr. LA.NDRY-The facts ln the
Quebec case are these: The Mercier govern-
ment was under an inquiry-does the hon.
minister deny that ? When the inquiry was
over, the ministry was turied out, having
lost the confidence of the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor. A new mninistry was called in, and
tbe first act of the new ministry was an
appeal to the people. I defy the hon. min-
ister to prove the contrary.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I state the facts as
they are. It Is true that Governor Angers
Issued a commission, 'but ln issuing that
commission he assumed the functions of the
power tha«t had the appropriation of money,
and so far his act was unconstitutional. He
dismissed a government, which he had
a right to do, but took his ife in
his hands when he did so, but he did
it on the eve of the period of time
within which the British North Amer-
ica Act says that parlament shall be
called. The parliament of every province
shall be called within twelve months from
the close of the previous session. Before
the twelve months had quite expired he dis-
solved the legislature and made it impos-
sible for him to call the legislature within
twelve months, as the constitution required.
Then, instead of, under these circumstances,
making the proclamation of dissolution and
the proclamation calling a new legislature,
one instrument, as is always done else-
where, he dissolved the legislature and
waited four months without 'a parliament
at ail, so that these men who carried on
the government for these four months-and
they could have carried it on for twelve
months under the same -theory-were not re-
presented in the constituencies, were not
members of any house, had no legislature
or parliament behind thein, and might have
been defaulters and retired from the
country and there would have been no
control over them. My hon. friend had bet-
ter not undertake to defend the indefensible,
and I point out that instance as one that
Governors in other provinces had better
not make a precedent of.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think my hon.
friend had better not persist in bis state-
ment. He ought to know one thing, which
he seems to forget entirely, that a royal
commission had been appointed, and that the

Hon. Mr. MIILS.

Governor at the time could not deal with the
case of Mr. Mercier before the judgment of
the royal commission was given. The judg-
ment of the royal commission was only
given on the eve of the expiratioi of the
twelve months alluded to by the hon. min-
ister. No use trying to put the fault
on the shoulders of the Lieutenant Governor
of the province at the time. He was bound
by the constitution and by common sense
to wait for -the result of that royal commis-
sion, and that the royal commission took so
long to render its decision was the fault of
one of the judges, who Is one of the hon-
ourable minister's own friends.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I think
the hon. gentleman will agree to this, If
this chaos is to last much longer it will be
an injury to the province, and should be
put an end to. No one can recall the
Lieutenant Governor but his masters, the
government here. The matter should be
taken hold of by the government here and
not allowed to run for any length of time.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to ask the hon.
gentleman from Stadacona (Mr. Landry) if
the Lieutenant Governor of Quebec imme-
diately Issued the writs for a new election
on the presentation of the report of the
royal commission?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That was the first
thing ithat was done when the new ministry
was called. They dissolved parliament
immediately.

Hon. Mr. POWER-My question is a very
simple one, and the hon. gentleman is a
pretty clear headed man. The question 1
asked was this: The hon. gentleman said
that the Governor could not act until the
royal commission reported. The royal com-
mission reported, and on that report the
Governor, as I understand the hon. gentle-
man, dissolved the legislature. The question
which I asked was, did the Governor at the
same time issue the writs for the new elec-
tion ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-As soon as the Lieu-
tenant-Governor dismissed Mercier's gov-
ernment he called In a new administration,
and that new administration dissolved par-
liament and the writs were immediately Ws-
sued.
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lion. Mr. MILLS-No. My hon. friend 1s
milstaken.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That ls a matter Of
history.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I remember the fact
very well.

lion. Mr. LANDRY-The parliament Was
dissoived immediately and new writs were
issued.

]lon. Mr. MILLS-My bon. friend l mis-
taken. Four months elapsed between the
formation of that government and their
election, and what is more, and My hon.
friend ignores this important tact, Governor
Angers had a legal adviser. Mr. Mercier was
his adviser. He appointed a royal commis-
si0n-at whose instance and on whose advice
-a commission to inquire into the conduct
Of those who advised him ? Besides it ls
Wholly unknown to our parliamentary sys-
tem that, if the moneys appropriated by the
legislature are misused, the government
Should appoint a commission to inquire into
what has been done with the money instead
Of leaving that to the House that deals with
Such matters.

lion. Mr. LANDRY-To show how little
the honourable minister is acquainted with
the tacts let me tell him that Mercier at the
time accepted the commission, and It was
Mercier himself who appointed it.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, March 6, 1900.

The 'Speaker took the Chair at three
'lock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.
Bil (E) 'An Act for the relief of Katherine

CeCilla Lyons.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

THE DISm iSAL 0F MEIOIER'S
MINISTRY.

ton. Mr. LANr the Orders of
the Day are caled, I desire te direct theattention Of this House to something which
occurred yesterday on a question brought

up relating to the governorship of British
Columbia. In the discussion which took
place at the time, allusion was made to the
facts that occurred in the province of Que-
bec when Governor Angers dismissed his
ministers. I asserted then that the state-
ment made by the bon. Minister of Justice
wvas not In accordance with the tacts, and
the hon. gentleman reaffIrmed his asser-
tions, and gave this House the impression
that Governor Angers ln dismissing his
cabinet had acted against the constitution
In two ways : firstly, ln appointing a com-
mission against his own advlsers, and se-
condly ln not issuing the writs for the new
legislature when the new government was
formed. I denied those affirmations, but the
hon. minister reiterated them. In answer
to a question put by the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, I had stated that as soon as
the Governor had dismissed the old govern-
ment he called in a new administration, and
that this new administration dissolved the
legislature and that the writs were imme-
diately issued. Then the following discus-
sion took place:

Hon. M'r. MILLS-No. My hon. friend is mis-
taken.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That la a matter of his-
tory.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I remember the fact very
well.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The parliament wa dia-
solved immediately and new writs were issued.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend la mistaken.
Four months elapsed between the formation of
that government and their election, and what
la more, and my hon. friend ignores this Im-
portant fact, Governor Angers had a legal ad-
viser. Mr. Mercier was his adviser. He appointed
a royal commission-at whose Instance and on
whose advice ?-a commission to Inquire into the
conduct of those who advised him ? Besides It
la wholly unknown to our parliamentary system
that, if the moneys approprlated by the legisla-
ture are misused by the government, the gov-
ernment should appoint a commission to Inquire
into what has been done with the money Instead
of leaving that to the House that deals with
such matters.

I am but a humble member of this House
and I have not the constitutiona'l reputation
of the hon. minister who ie leadIng this
House. Therefore my denial could not bS
of great weight against hie assertion, but
as I said history le there and the facts sus-
tain my affirmation. If my hon. frlend wlU
look at the Offlea1 Gazette published &t the
time he will fnd that what I SAid was per-
fectly true. The commission named by Go-
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vernor Angers was appointed by lis con- 21st day of September, in the year of Our Lord
stitutional advisers themselves, by a pro- one thousand eight hundred and ninety-one, and

ln the fiffty-flffth year off our reign.clamation dated Sept. 22, 1891. The pro- By command,
clamation reads as follows CHAS. LANGEILIER,

Secretary.
Victoria by the grace of God, of the United King-

dom of Great Britain and Ireland, Queen, The contention of the hon. Minister of
Defender of the Faith, &c., &c. Justice was that the Lieutenant-Governor

To all to whom these presents shall come or of the province ot Quebec had acted with-
whom the same may concern-greeting. out the responsibility of bis legal advisers.

A Proclamation. That I deny on the authority of the procla-
J. E. Robidoux, Attorney General. mation itseif, published in the Official,

Whereas, by report of the hon. Prime Minister, qazeue of Quebec under the authority ofon a report of the hon. Executive Council for
our province of Quebec, and by an order of the Executive Council, the Prime Minister
our LieutenantGovernor in Council, it is de- and the Attorney General of the province of
clared that it is advisable, ln the interest of Quebec. lu the face of that proof, the hon.
the public, that a royal commission be Issued to
inquire into and report on the facts and circum- Minister of Justice, 1 think, will admit that
stances which preceded, accompanied, caused and he was not aware, at ail events, of the facts
followed the transaction made under the Act
54 Vic., chap. 88, in so far as they relate to the
Bay de Chaleurs Railway Company.

And whereas, we have deemed it advisable, g l)y te bo. n er of tise
in the interest of the good government of our
said province that such inquiry be made. Then, instead of, under these cîrcumstances,

Now know ye, that by the advice of the making the proclamation of dissolution and the
Executive Council of our province of Quebec, proclamation calling a new legisiature one in-
and under the authority of article 596 and foi- strument, as is always done elsewhere, he dis-
lowing of the Revised Statutes of our said pro- soîved the legislature and waited four months
vince on the subject of inquirles concerning pub- without a parliament at ail.
lic matters, we do constitute and appoint the Hon.
Louis A. Jetté, judge of our Superior Court ; the Hon. Mr. MLLLS-Hear, hear,
Hon. Louis François George Baby, judge of the
Court of Queen's Bench; and the Hon. Charles Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hou. gentleman
Peers Davidson, judge of our Superlor Court, all *
three of the city of Montreal, commissioners to
niake an inquiry into and report on the facts said yesterday. So mucl the worse for him,
and circumstances which preceded, accompanied, because e will then be twice convicted Of
caused and followed the transactions made under
the Act 54 Vic., chap. 88, in so far as they re- Igoring the facts. I continue the quotation
late to the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company, -so that these men who carried on the govern-
and we do constitute the said Hon. Louis A. ment for these four months-and they could have
Jetté president of the said commissioners.

And for that purpose, under the authority of card n r e mnths n the sae
the said articles 596 and following of the Re- theorywere not eprsene in he tit
vised Statutes of our province of Quebec, we es were ot me be fny He, ad no
de give to the said commissioners all the powers eae offarliand hehind the a mut
granted in and by the said articles, and parti- h e d r and etied o the oun-
cularly the power of summoning before them any try, an t onr would ha bee no croer
witne'sses, and of requiring them to give evi- the. My hn fené ad pot utake
dence on oath orally or in writing, and to pro-
duce such documents and things as they may instance as one that Governors ln other pro-
deem requlsite to the fill investigation of th vinces htd hetter not make a precedent of.
matters Into which they are appointed to ex-. I answer to that charge 1 will give the
amine, and we do authorize the sald commis-
siones te employ a clerk, stenographers and other
officers who nay be required and to cause the bringing to bis notice the folowing extracts
minutes of their proceedings, the proof and their from different proclamations which were
report to be printed.

And we do order that the sittings of the sald issed at the time. On the 22ud day of De-
commission be held ln the city of Quebec or cember in the year of Our Lord 1891, the
elsewhere ln our said province, If the ends of f i' proclamation was issued
justice require It.

Of all of which our loving subjects and ail Victoria, by the grace of God, of the United
others whom these presents may concern are Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireiaad, Queen.
hereby require-d to take notice and to govern Defender of the Falth, &c.,
themselves accordingly.

In testimony whereof we have caused these our To our beloved and faithfuî the Legisiative
letters to be made patent and the great seal of Councilors of the province of Quebec, and the
our said province of Quebec to be hereunto affix- citizens and burgesses elected ta serve ln the
cd. Witness our trusty and well beloved the LegislatIve Assembly of our sald province, and
Hon. Auguste Real Angers, Lieutenant-Governor ta ail to whom It may concern-
of our said province of Quebec. Greeting:

At our Government House, In our city of Whereas, on the Thirteenth day of November,
Quebe, ID our said province off Quebec, this it bas pleased us ta prorogue the Legisature of

Hon. Mr. LANonRY.
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our province of Quebec, and to convoke it for
the Twenty-ninth day of the month of Decem-
ber, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-one.

And whereas, we have thought fit by and with
the advice and consent of our Executive Council
Of our said province of Quebec, to dissolve the
Legisiative Assembly of our said province ;

Now know ye, that, by this our royal pro-
clamation, we dissolve the said Lesgislative As-
semably accordingly we exempt the Legislative
Counciliors and citizens and burgesses of the
Legislative Assembly from the obligation of
meeting and attendance on the Twenty-ninth day
Of December, one thousand eight hundred and
ninety-one.

In testimony whereof, we have caused these

of parliament and this undeniable proof
meets and does away with that most sing-
ular assertion of the Minister that Governor

Angers, after dissolving the legislature,
waited four months before issuing the
writs. But the hon. minister goes further in
saying, and this is another ground of comn-
plaint:

Instead of, under these circuthstances, making
the proclaination of dissolution' and the procla-
mation calling a new legislature, one instrument,
as is always done els3where.

U. DELORME,
Clerk of the Crown ln Ohancery,

Quebec.
This Proves that the proclamation issuing

the writs was pubiished on the same
day as the proclamation for the dissolving

10

e roun a en Uà '14Y i t . unosi
in this Instance is correct, if it i nonstI
tutional to do ln two Instruments what he
pretends must be doue in one, '5as is always
done,' then ln 1874 and 1879 he acted In a

very unconstitutional manner, and tbose two
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of our said province of Quebec, to be hereunto Let us sc what the hon. gentleman did
affixed : Witness, our trusty and well beloved himseif wben le was ln power ln 1873 and
the Hon. Auguste Real Angers, Lieutenant G 1v-
ernor of the province of Quiebec.

At Our Governnent House, In our city of Que- On the second day of January, 1874, there
bec, in our said province of Quebec, this twenty-
Second day of Deceinber, in the year of Our Wa a dissolution of parliament. Two Pro-
Lord one thousand eight hundred and ninety-one, clamations were issued on the second day of
and in the fifty-fifth year of our reign. January, onc ta dissolve parUament, as was

By command,
L. DELORME, done la the legisiature of Quebec, j dst la

Clerk of the Crown ln Chancery, the sanie tcrms, tellan- the faithful senatora
Quebec. of the Dominion of Canada and the ter-

That is the proclamation dissolving the bers elected te serve in tle House of Com-
legislature, and was given on the 22nd day mens that tbey were fot obiiged te meet at
of December. On the same day, the fol- the House on the 26th January, as they haI
lowing proclamation was issued :- been invited to do ln a prevlous proclam-

Whereas, we are desirous and resolved, as ation, but that pariament was dissolved,
s3oon as may be, to meet our people of our pro- and that they were dlspensed from theîrVince of Quebec, and to have their advice inparliament.

Now know ye we do make known our royal Then after that proclamation, in a
Will and pleasure to call the legislature of our 'distinct and dIfferent Instrument, the hon.
sald province, and do further deciare that by
and with the advice of the Executive Council Miiister of Justice being a Party te
0 Our said province of Quebec, we have this it, the government of the day issued
daY given orders for issuing our writs in due
forma for calling the Legislative Assembly of our the writs and made them returnable
said province, which writs are to bear date of for the 12th day of Mardi next. That was
this 23rd day of December Inst., and to be re- 1
turnable on the 15th day of March next. The ene ia 1874. This shows that at that time
nomination of the candidates at the different the Minister of Justice hud not the vlew8elections in all the electoral districts of the pro- and had not the constitutional iearning thatvince shall take place and be held the firat day
Of March next, except, however, our writs for le lis acquIred suce. Tien came the year
the electoral district of Gaspé and for the elec- 1878. The hon. Minister of Justice was
toral districts of Chicoutimi and of Lake St.
John, which writs will be returnable on the thon, I think, Minîster of the Interior. At
15th day of March next. ail events, le formed part of the government

ln testimony whereof we have caused theseOur letters to be made patent and the great of the day, and the government of whlch
seal Of our said province of Quebec to be lier.- he was a member dissolved parioment on
unto adfixed. Witness, our trusty and well-'tfltovaed Whes*urtutyad e the 26th July, 1878. 110w did they proceed?
beloved, the Hon. August Real Angers, Lieuten-
ant-Govor of the said province of Quebec. Dld they make the proclamation of dissoIu-

At our Government House, in the city of Que-
bec, ln our sald province of Quebec, this 22nd on int e 'ascla assdn' ? No,
day of December, ln the year of our Lord, one
thousand eight hundred and ninety-one, and in they made two Instruments, one to disflve
the dfty-dfifth year of our reign. parliament and another to Issue the Wrlt.]8Y nhminsand, elf wh A was 1 +h hin 1lniSte
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precedents must bear greatly upon the deci- and arbitrary conduct of Lieutenant-Gov-
sion taken afterwards by the different pro- ernor Angers, undertook to find a suflcient
vinces and especially by the province of justification for the dismissal of Mr. Le-
Quebec. We see by those two examples teiller. In the case of Mr. Mercier there
that what I said yesterday was in accord- i were certain charges made against him in
ance with the facts of the case, and that the connection with a certain letter. Those
hon. Minister of Justice had no right to dis- charges related to the expenditure of public
pute my assertions, and to say that the moncy. If there be any point well settled
Lieutenant-Governor of the province of Que- in 011 constitutional more narked
bec had acted unconstitutionally. He did, on than another, it is that the expenditure of
the contrary, what was perfectly cor- publie nioney is exclusively under the con-
rect. He did what the hon. gentleman trol of the representatives of the people,
himself did on different occasions, and aad that if a government misuses pulic
the reproaclh which lie cast upon the Lieu- înoney, that gOvernient is respousible to the
tenant Governor of the province of Quebec representatives of the People ln parelament
was unmerited. If the hon. gentleman Or in the keislature elected by the people
would not rely so much upon his consti- in their province. What îs the first step in
tutional reputation and would look a little connection with this commis h
more into the -facts, it would prevent siich i the lion. gentleman lias referred ? The first
mistakes and m-ould not leave the flouse step is that this commission is a commission
u-d(her ficiipression that tlie precedent ti h issued mainly for the purpose of inquiring
lie (Iuotmd yesterday was a precedent which into e condu t of those wo are accused,
could not be followed. and lie says upon their advice and my

lion. friend argued that the proceedlg
Hon. '.r. MILLS-My hop. friend opposite was strictly constitutional because the

will find that ny statement was accuratc ordinary advgsers of the Governor ad-
nnd that lie lias ot improved the position vised that course to be taken. As I under-
of bis friend by the observations whici e r stand it, they advise d no su thing. The
lias addressed to the House. If I remeunier n tovernor gave tlecm the hotce between
riglitly the hon. senator defended tlie con- rcndg their r resignations or subuitting
duct of the goverument lere in dismissing n a ecomission. my indivual opinion is
the Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec, Mr. Le- that 1hey erred uder those cirfuistances
teiller. 'What did Mr. Letellier do ? H1e dis- ia not tender!ing their resiliations.
missed the goverument. le was within is i

consthetutional powers to say te cas. His Hon. m.I f t e took the res-
nget was strictly leg al wlietlier it was lu ac- pou)lsiîlitY.
cordance wth the usual copstitutional prac-
tice or not. Tlie resuit of that act of itself Sion. MsN. MIILS-Tie lion. -entleinan Is
would depend upon wt followed. He dis- mistaken. There are some t aings the res-

missed his administration for cause, and ponsfily of whieh n t pretended assuimp-

Hoat cause was tlat the administration un- ticon or resi assunption on their part can

dertook to decide their poley aa to decire nake tem solely responsile. Tle Governor

what mehsures tley would introduce into himself on tlat occasion conspired aganst

parliament without taking counsel with limhe t rigts and liberties of the people who

and ceontrary ta tlie views tliat lad been elected tliat legisiature. It was tliat legisia-
expressed oves and over again in the dis- ture's rigmt to Inquire Into tleconduct o the
triet of on.if I remember rigtly. n ministry and ascertain vletler those
new government was formed and diat gov- ministers ad misused tle public money or
ernment went to te country and was sus- not. The Governo undetook to take that
mained, and so far as tnt was concerned, matte out of the isands of thc legisature,
,hat was an end to any jeopardy to which and supposing c- lad made thc appolntment
lie coit e cons tictutlonnally subjected. upon ibe advice of lis m-nisters, tt ap-

Nevertheles, wien lie was disissed and It pointment was to do wlat? To Inquire

was sa d that lis usefuiness was gone, 1 Into the conduct of those mnisters. They

thlnk tht bon gentleman w-ho lias now dld not require the Information. They knew
spoken ln defence of tie unconstwtutsonal what their conduct was. Were they be ad-

tIon. Mr. ifANDRY.
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vise him upon the report, and to tell him Was that caiing the legisiature together
what their conduct was upon this inquiry? within the provision of the constitution?
It was an inquiry wh'ich they did not need. Vas h cailing the Jegialature together wlth-
but which the representatives of the people i the provision of Magna Charta ? Itot at
did need, if there was any proper ground for ail. Why did the Lieutenant-Governor, whef
the accusation. le was either a conspirator le dlssolved pariament, permit three monthS
against the rights of the legislature, or a te elapse before another was returned ?'If
Conspirator for or against bis advisers. le couid legaily and constitutionaily permit
That was bis position, and it is prepos- three menths te elapse, le couid permit
terous to talk about a position so assumed twelve. There would be no limitation. But
to be a constitutional one. But that is not there Is a reason, and the reason that le
all. Look at the condition of things. When himseif assigned was that le beiieved If le
that administration was dismissed, they had gone to the country at once, Mercier
were within a few days of the expiration ef; woufd have been sustained, and so It was
the twelve months within .which the consti- necsisary that tue shpuId elapse and tue
tUtion says what ? ' There shall be a s e given tse-anvass the province e Quebec
sion of the legislature of Ontario and of ngainst hi. That was the position, and
Quebec once at least in every year ; so that that is the position taken by a man repre-
twelve months shall not intervene between senting the Crewn, whose duty R is te be
the last siîting of the legislature In each perfectly neutrai between political parties.
province in one session and its first sitting I need fot go into a discussion of that matter
In the next session.' Did he obey the con- furtber. 1 mentioned R Incidentally yester-
f3titutionW? day, and for ths reason, because I think it

11n. Mr. LANDRY-Yes, he did. ias important that the Lieutenant-Governors
he s olvd respect these constitutonal usags

t and privileges wlich are of the ftrst con-

costheio could legll andoe consttutinall permi

Ssequence If parlianientary government is te
litn. Mr. LANDRY-Because it says be upheld. very one who undertakes t

twelve inonths shah not intervene betweeu dtsregard these usages that are recognIzed
the end et one session and the beginning of In England, and have been there so long
anether, ef the sanie legishature. estabished, aust lie hooked bipon as an

lien. Mr. ILLS-No, net the same e enemy to our constitutonal systeM. We
]ature. ogeenetnay province are beside a great and powerful republic,wohic bxeises i cetaind and ort ws -
at iberty t permt twelve months t. elapsea n i
between the end of ene session and the be- fluece over our Institutions. That Qu the

giningof noterwlitbe h s te smeresult of a powerful and numerous nation
Parliamnent or anether parliament. That is living aiougside eue not 80 numerous or
the Provision of the constitution. That s powertul. Look at the various organia-
the protection that the constitution Intended tins that have from time te time fund a

te gve e te rpreenttivs e th pepiefooting In iCanada. A recent Institution that

tosntn thee Crwn whos dutyenae ot ise toopbe

III Parlamen. They hail a duty te disclarge. became a political faet r pere ot ne atie
There had lieu accusations made aganst jI consequence wa based on principles thor-
WIniisters. They were entitled tf inquire whe- oughly eonsistent with the politîcal systeln
ter that was se or net, and the governor u- ed the nited States, but thoroughly outide
de.rtok to Put It ont e their power by dis- of the principle et the constitution we have
onition en hsatue dissoled peartamet adopted here- refer te the Patron srgan-

solseuenc thf parliamentar government isg tome

11g altogether. Then what dId le do? Did ization. That organIzatien was based upon
te onedatey cal another? Magna Charta republican ideas, demoeratce vewS, Veie
8ays that flot more than forty days must whieh wouId t -ake the execiitive or admin-
elapse between the dissolution f e e H use istratnve power eut be the hands of reen-
anrd the electien ef another. The governor sible minIsters ut the Gow and Put at
Pelitted more tan three months to elapse directly into the bands of the electorate I
beftre the legislature-three monts, with- ystem utterîy at variance with ours. Soine

a t ew daYs, between the dissolution m o egard it as better than ousi. I do net.
th One iouse and the election oi another. I beleve It te be caleulated te exercise a

loi
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mischievous influence over our institutions.
If there be a country In any portion of the
British Empire in which it is important
that constitutional usages should be res-
pected, and constitutional usages should be
respected by those who claim to represent
and do represent the Crown, it is ln every
part of this country, and therefore I thought
It necessary incidentally yesterday, in speak-
ing of another matter, ln referring to what
I regarded as a very grave breach of con-
stitutional right and duty in the province of
Quebec. My hon. friend opposite could
direct his ingenulty and industry to a better
purpose than to undertake the defence of
conduct such as that which he has under-
taken to defend yesterday and again to-day.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the House will
permit me I shall say just a few words In
reply, as there has been new matter brought
in-the Magna Charta. I ehould like to
know if the hon. member had the Magna
Charta ln mind in 1874 and 1878 ? The
dissolution that took place ln 1874, was an-
nounced by proclamation on the 2nd of
January, and the writs were made return-
able on the 12th of March, 1874, an interval
of 69 .days, and ln 1878 the dissolution
was on August 7, and the writs were return-
able on the 21st of November following,
an Interval of 106 days. Where was the
Magna Charta then ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-The elections were
held on the 17th September, 1878.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Where Is the Magna
Charta there ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The dissolution was in
August, and the elections took place ln
September.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-How does the hon.
gentleman reconcile his actions and his de-
clarations ? And what about that formal
affirmation of the minister that the dissolu-
tion of the House and the issuing of the
writs should be made by only one Instru-
ment 'as always Is done?' How did he act
himself in 1874 and 1878 ? How can he
answer that ? He never tried to give the
slightest explanation, but here comes a new
theory, for it Is a new theory which the min-
ister has brought up to-day. In vain will a
ministry take the responsibilIty of an act of
the Lieutenant-Governor, the minister con-
tends that it is not the ministry that is res-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

ponsible but the Governor himself. Where is
the Magna Charta ? Does Magna Charta or
the constitution say that ? I was always led
to believe that every act of the Lieutenant-
Governor or the Governor must be on the ad-
vice of the ministers, that they must take
the responsibility of the Governor or of the
Queen's action. That was my belief, but here
is new light on constitutional law. It brings
to our knowledge a new theory, it is not the
ministry that is responsible. In the present
instant the ninistry issued a proclamation
naming a royal commission. It might have
been contrary to the usages or privileges
of parliament, but who took the responsibi-
lity of it ? It was the ministers themselves.
The hon. minister cannot deny that, unless
Magna Charta comes ln and contains some-
thing that might apply to that, but if it ap-
plies to that the same as to the Dominion
parliament ln 1874 and 1878, I understand
why Magna Charta is so well forgotten now.
The hon. minister bas not answered the
objections I raised yesterday. He comes ln
with new theories that might bring up a
new answer, but as he has not answered
one word of what I said, and now he is
sticking again to his assertion that four
months intervened between the dissolution
of the legislature and the elections. How
does he fEnd it four months ? Is there some-
thing ln Magna Charta to say that from the
22nd of December to the first of March Is
four months ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It Is three months. The
legislature which by law should have met
in December did not meet till April.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the hon. member
will count from the 23rd of December to the
lst of March, he will flnd that It le not three
months. The minister said four yesterday-
he saild four to-day, but It Is not even three
months, and he must not forget that these
elections took place In the province of Que-
bec ln winter time, and where they were
obliged to go down as far as the Magdalen
Islands and along the Labrador coast with
the writs, he will find it was not too much.
This only took eighty-two days altogether
from the issuing up to the return of the
writs, while the hon. gentleman's govern-
ment took 106 days ln 1878.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think the point that
was urged by the Minister of Justice yester-
day Is absolutely clear. He had the theory
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and the facts absolutely beyond contra-
diction. I shall read the rule again :

There shall be a session of the legislature in
Ontario and Quebec at least once every year,
so that twelve months shall not intervene be-
tween the last sitting of the legislature of such
province in the one session and the first session

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-No. Well who was
going beyond Magna Charta there, as lie is
to-day.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He asked for a comn-
mittee of the House.

-Over, precedents for royal commissions, and
hsow does my hon. friend forget that an ac-
cusation brought by the late Speaker of
the House of Commons against one of the
ministers in the late cabinet was dealt with
by a royal commission. Did Magna Charta
say something about that?

Hon. Mr. MILLS--No.

hau mat ill brefore us last year and re-
jected it. That is the only business. within
view. The Flouse of Commons Is very much
pressed with business. There Is a very Im-
portant matter before them which they have
not had time to touch. The leader of the
government is anxious that it should be
gone into, and Mr. Borden also 18 anxious.
Of course you all know the matter to which
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of the next. lon. Mr. LANDRY-It was fot a com-
Now, I hold the journals of the province mittee of the House, It was a royal commis-

of Quebec for 1890 in my hand. The legis- sion whih acted upon this case. The hon.
lature was prorogued on the 30th of Decem- gentleman ought to know better. The hon.
ber. During the whole year 1891 there was Secretary of State nay read as muci as he
no session. There was no session held In the likes that paragraph of the constitution
province of Quebec until the 26th of April, which relates to the obligation of holding
1892. There is the fact. There were nearly sessions in due tine. 1 know that para-
four months, within a few days of four grapl, and I accept it, but 1 say It
Months, intervening between the antecedent was fot an nconstltutional thing on the
session and the new session. That is the a
whole point of the case. It was a direct province 0f Quebec to yield to the advlce
breajeh of the constitution. of his ministers and dissolve parlia-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I do not call that a ment The dissolution of pariament 18 one
frontal attack. I think the hon. minister is of the prerogatives of the Crown, and when
attempting a flanking movement. That does it is advised by the minlstry, I think they
lot alter the position I took. The dissolu- are better judges of the opportunity to act In
tion of parliament was an act of the min- that way, and it would certainly have been
istry of the day, and of the Lieutenant-Gov- more unconstitutional to keep a parlianent
ernor. In dissolving parliament the De- like the one that existed at that Urne, cor-
Boucherville government at the ti, e took rupt as It was and proved to be, than to
the responsibility of that act. They went be- go to the people and ask for a renewal ot
fore the people with that responsibility tieir contiden,e, and come up witb a new
and the question was discussed before the and dean parlianment.
People, and the people by an overwhelming
mnajority sustained the act of that govern- BUSINESS IN THE SENATE.
ment. They had 37 or 39 of a majority in
that Ilouse. The lion. minister said : ' How Hon. Mr. ALMON-I should like to ask
C1ould lie appoint a commission to judge his e hon, leader of tis House why It is we
own advisers ?' The hon. gentleman knows have no business before us when we are
better than that. Some of the members of meeting here day after day? We had a
the government were implicated it is true, lon aou n t of tou weeks aske for,
but quite a number of the members of the not by temeer of te Sen ene
legislature were also implicated, and. if
the virtue of the Minister of Justice can named
be outraged at the Idea of two or three min- time at which we were to resume. Ai tie

bein brugh befre roal Cin-1 nenibers of tins House understood that thstiSters being brought before a royal com-
mission of their own, how could tis samegovernment
virtue allow a legislature to be its own to brilg bn etore un t Is hat
Judge, when the majority of its members Swhich is expected to come up soon, but we

Wee cus fcorpton hee r, Soe rear ofStt ma redasmc as he
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I refer-the case of alleged ballot stuffing.
The Conservative members are also anxi-
ous to have the matter gone into, but the
Premier says it must wait until other mea-
sures are disposed of. Mr. Borden says if
yon walt for that we cannot get it through.
Think of the misery inflicted on the Premier.
There are two men in the House of Com-
mous that Mr. Borden says have no right
to sit there. These men are anxious that
their skirts should be cleared of the calumny
whicli is put on them. Then there is a man
named Preston said to be implicated, and lie
has vanished from the country. No doubt he
Is anxious to have the matter settled, in or-
der that he may be relieved from the nisery
he suffers. His only connection lie now
has with the country is his salary which,
I understand, he draws quarterly. I would
suggest that the hon. leader of this House
should speak to his colleagues in the House
of Commons and tell thiem that we have
plenty of time here and are ready and will-
ing to examine into the matter. We, all
reiember the Baie des Chaleurs case. The
Minister of Justice deprecated the way that
this House took it up, but the other
House failed to find the corruption
which we discovered when we Investi-
gated It here. It passed through the
House of Commons and they had not
discovered the corruption there, and were
surprised when It was brought out in the
Senate. It was brought out in this House
chietly through the instrumentality of the
lion. gentleman from Richmond, the Hon.
Mr. Miller. I have no doubt that when the
ballot stuffing charges are brought before
us, we will be able to unravel the matter,
and perhaps discover the machine for which
they have been hunting a long time,
or we will perhaps prove that the
whole thing has been a Tory lie and
that there has been no machine at all.
I therefore suggest that the hon. min-
ister might tell us that there is nothing
In Magna Charta to prevent that matter
being transferred from the House of Com-
mons to this Chamber, because if that Is
not (lone we siall have nothing to do.

The Senate adjourned.

Hon. Mr. ALMON.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, March 7, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

THE PACIFIC CABLE.

MOTION POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called.
1. That the establishment of a telegraph cable.

across the Pacifie to connect Canada with the
Australasian colonies has long been regarded as
of high importance to the'empire, it having been
recognized to be of Imperial importance at the
Colonial Conferences of 1887 and 1894, affirmed
by an agreement between the home government
and the government of Canada, New South
Wales, Victoria, Queensland and New Zealand,
and ratified by the Canadian parliament last
session; this House therefore regrets that serious
delays have occurred in the prosecution of the
undertaking, manifestly through the hostility of
the Eastern Extension Telegraph Company,
which company is now demanding concessions
from the Australiasian colonies, which, if grant-
ed, will imperil the success of the Pacifie cable.

2. That this House is of opinion that any fur-
ther delay in proceeding with the actual con-
struction of the undertaking would be inimical
to the interests of the empire, and strongly
deprecates granting any further concessions to
the Eastern Extension or any other company.

3. That It is expedient In granting permission
hereafter to private companles to lay cables be-
tween British possessions, it be on the express
condition that the state may assume ownership
whenever in the general public interest It Is ad-
visable to do so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL said:
Might I ask my hon. friend, the leader of the
House, when I may expect the papers In con-
nection with this subject for which I moved
some time ago ? I understood the return
was to be laid before the Commons to-day.
Of course if that return were brought down,
It would answer my purpose. I should like
to see some of the papers before proceeding
with the motion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will have to ask my
hon. friend to postpone the motion. I have
been anxious to get the papers down, and
I am unable to say why they have not been
forwarded to me to be laid on the table.
This motion ias (been standing for some
tUie, and if the papers are brought down
In the other Chamber I suppose that wIll
serve my hon. friend's purpose ?

Hon. iSir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes. I
merely wished to look at them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It Is a reasonable re-
quest and I trust my hon. friend will allow
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the motion to stand until we are able to sub- hon. friend has stated his views so strongly
mit the papers for his consideration. ln opposition to this suggestion, and he is a

The motion was allowed to stand. member of the bar of that section of the
country, I think that if it is found that the

TICKET-OF-LEAVE ACT AMENDMENT court as now constituted is not adequate,

BILL. we can easily provide for the appointnent
of another judge: I therefore move the

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. adoption of the clause as it stands. It
The House resolved itself into a Committee makes no difference in the Act except that

of the Whole on Bill (B) 'An Act to amend one of the five puisne judges, is to be de-
the Act to provide for the conditional libera- signated as the Chief Justice.
tion of penitentiary convicts.' The clause was adopted.

(In the Committee.)

On the first clause.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-For the Information of

hon. gentlemen who feared that the country
was going to be flooded with convicts, I had
an account made of the number of licenses
Which have been issued since last year,
which would apply to between two and
three thousand prisoners, and I find that
on1ly 27 licenses on parole have been lssued
up to the present time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
is on ticket of leave ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
is enough for one year.

BOWELL-That

BOWELL-That

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There would be more
the first year, of course, than afterwards.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee, re-
POrted the Bill without amendment.

SUPREME COURT OF THE NORTH-
WEST TERRITORIES' BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.
The House resolved itself into a Committee

Of the Whole on Bill (C) ' An Act respecting
the Supreme Court of the North-west Ter-
ritories.'

Hon. Mr. WOOD, from the committee, re-
ported the Bill without amendment.

COX RELIEF BILL.

SECOND REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE
ADOPTED

Hon. Mr. PERLEY (in the absence of Hon.
Mr. Kirchhoffer), moved the adoption of the
second report of the Standing Committee on
Divorce in re Cox Relief Bill.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I do not wish to
allow this report to be adopted without a
few remarks. While the constitution of our
country permits the dissolution of marriage,
before taking cognizance of the proceedings
in the commlttee, this House ought to be
very strict in adhering to its rules. I see
in this case the committee report that per-
sonal service cannot be made on the res-
pondent. The report does not give us the
reasons why. She may be away out of the
country. My objection to the report is that
the committee state that the service ought
to be considered sufficlent if made upon the
half-sister of the respondent who lives in
Guelph, another half-sister who lives at
Lachine, another half-sister who lives ln
Montreal, another half-sister who lives ln
Westmount, and a half-brother who lives ln
Westmount, and Mr. Leet, lately solicitor

(In he Cmmitee.)for the respondent. If we are going to allow
(In tbe Committee.) divorce cases to pass through this House

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move the adoption of under such circumstances the fact should be
the first clause as it stands. The clause pro- known. I do not say that the report should
vides that the Supreme Court shall consist not be adopted, but I bring the matter be-
of a Chief Justice and four puisne judges. fore the House and the House can act as
I mentioned at the second reading that I they think proper. I consider it a very
proposed to change this clause. The amend- loose way of dolng business. We should
nient I suggested to make was that the have at least sufficlent reasons adduced to
Court should consist of the Chief Justice and the House why the respondent cannot be
flot more than five puisne judges. As my served.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
objection taken by the hon. gentleman is a
good one, although I suppose I look on
questions of this kind from a different stand-
point from his. If the Chairman of the com-
mittee were here he could give us informa-
tion ; but as divorce cases are important in
their character, I agree with the hon. gen-
tleman that when the necessary papers can-
not be served on the respondent the reasons
should be given. I would suggest that the
motion should be allowed to stand until the
Chairman is present, and probably he can
give satisfactory information.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I might add that
I am perfectly confident that the people con-
nected with the respondent do not wish to
have their naines connected witli the res-
pondent in such a manner as to consider the
service on theim would be sufficient.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-This is merely pre-
liminary to the report to be brought down.
It is simply substitutional service because
they find it utterly impossible to serve the
respondent herself. I do not intend to move
the second reading of the Bill to-day, but
that it should be read the second time on the
fourteenth instant, so as to give an opport-
unity to the committee to show why the
service is not made in the proper manner.

utes the report we are considering 1s des-
cribed as the third report. It l not a very
important matter, but still our Minutes
should be accurate. I concur with the hon.
gentlemen who have spoken on this matter ;
and I think the lion. gentleman from Glen-
garry (Mr. McMillan) deserves the thaniks
of the flouse for bringing the matter before
us. It has been stated by the lion. gentleman
from Rideau that when the bill comes to be
read the second time we shall get ail the In-
formation, but it seems to me that when we
are asked to accept a report which provides
for substitutional service, that report should
set out the reasons why the substitutional
service is asked for, and tibs report does
not do that, but simply says that the com-
mittee having considered the circumstances
recommend as follows. The opinions of
members of the Senate rwould probably be
influenced a good deal by the reasons, if
they were given.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I regret I
was not in the Flouse when the motion was
made, because I would have given the ex-
planation which I am about to make now.
When the case came before the Committee,
evidence was brought before us that at-
tempts lias been made to serve the respon-
dent personally, but she was unable to be
found, and an effort then had been made to

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The objection taken ascertain the residence of he party by cor-
Is a very proper one. We cannot be too municating with a number of sisters, and
careful in passing a Bill of this kind and other relatives who live in Montreal and
adopting these reports. I am a little sur- other places in Canada. Not having been
prised that the Chairman of the committee able to ascertain from them the whereabouts
1s not present to give the necessary ex- of the party, the Committee, having heard
planation. I am even more surprised that the evidence and gone into it thoroughly,
we have had no explanation from other decided that they would make an order to
members of the committee who are present i have ail the parties, whose naines were men-
and who ought to be aïble to give us the in- tioned as being relatives or eonnected with
formation lu the absence of the chairman. this person, served, so as to bring notice, jr
They ought to know just as well as the possible, before the relatives and others who
chairman the reasons why personal service inight communicate with her If they found
could not be made, and an explanation from they could at any time discover the locus in
thein would be just as effectual as fron the quo. It was the means the Committee
chairman himself. thought was best calculated to discover

wherc the party was residing and to bring
Hon. Mr. POWER-I notice that there l the notice ler if It eould be donc i auy

a sliglt error in the minutes to-day. The way. Of course we could have advertised.
hon. gentleman from Sarnia has called my We could have made an order t0 have sub-
attention to IL. The item on the Order stitutionai service, or an advrtisement, but
paper is the consideration of the 2nd report it was thouglit it was more reasonable te
of the Standing Committee on Divorce in give ail tle parties wlo are connected with
re Cox Relief Bit. At page 80 of our h %fi the respondent notice.

Hon. Mr. McMILIàAL&-.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-This is a case Percentage of the writs which are served
which demonstrates very clearly the incon- upon defendants in our courts of law are
sistency sometimes of hon. gentlemen when fotserved uponthempersenallyas well as
they desire to analyze too closely, if I might many of the notices whicl are served in
0o use the expressJon, a case of this kind, connection with the Divorce Bis are lue-
and particularly one in which their con- wise not served persenally upon the Party
science may protest against accepting the concerned, but substitutionally. Our mies
report of the Committee. This houourable make provision for that. The Cormittee
House on the 9th day of February adopted have made careful lnqulry as to the posib-
a report in this particular case of a similar ility Of effecting service on these concerned
character to the one now before the House, and have convlnod themseives that it ào
and if hon. gentlemen will refer to page 48 impossible do to se. I would furthermore
of the Minutes they wll find that in this say that, Owing to the temporary absence of
same Cox Divorce Bill they adopted a report the hon. gentleman from Brandon, the hon.
accepting the service of papers upon per- Minister et Justice presided ever the Pro-
sons other than the respondent as a substi-. ceedlngs ef the Oommlttee. He l& aise a
tutional service of the notice there dealt member et the Conmlttee, and he it was
With. The report which is at present before who presided over the Cemmittee when the
the House, is, I may say, of precisely of the matter was deait with, and I am satisfied
same character as the one dealt with on that hon, gentlemen ef this fouse wIll have
page 48 of the Minutes. As far as the ob- every confidence in the abiity ot that hon.
jection raised by the hon. gentleman from gentleman te consider fully aud weig4 well
Halifax is concerned, this is not the third the tacts, partlcularly In a case of this klnd,
report of the Committee with reference to that may be subritted te the Cemnittee so
this particular case. It is simply the third as te sec that justice be donc between al
report of the Divorce Committee to this parties. Consequently, this decîsion was
House at the present session of parliament. core te under the presidency ot the Màf-
If hon. gentlemen will look at page 80 of the ister of Justice, and there was no division of
Minutes they will find that made quite clear, opinion ln tie Oommlttee as te ail necessary
that the Committee were simply presenting steps having been taken to cffec pereal
their third report, and it deals with this par- service. I might further gay, for the
ticular case. I quite concur with what hon. satisfaction of hon. gentlemen and the
gentlemen have said in reference to the des- vindicatin of the Committee, that tiere
rability and necessity of effecting personal vas a mass of documents rcad and
service in such important matters as bills submitted to the (ommittce in whicb
Of divorce, but there are times when it is werc set out ail the facts in refèrence te
a physical impossibility to effect that ser- the stepa which had been taken te effect
vice and there is no better establlished prac- service upon the respondent. The Cer-
tise In the courts of law of our country, rittee did fot deem It prudent-and I think
ad elaborate provision is made for the pur- tiis fouse would fot approve of It-that

Pose of effecting substitutional service upon there should be cmbodied In the report of
Parties who cannot be served personally. the Committec ail the tacts contained in the
It 1s not necessary for me to point out affidavits which, if I mistake net, numbered
to hon. gentlemen that when a party be- four or five documents at least. Therefe
coies either defendant in a suit, or respond- under these circumstanoes, after thc explau-
ent in a Divorce Bill, the disposition Is te ations which have been made and wlth the
either evade service of the process of the knowiedge that the natter had been 900e
court, or of this chamber, as the case may jute tuliY under the presidency ethea.
be, and in most instances If hon. gentlemen Minister of Justice In the Committee, tlis
Will study the facts attendant upon proceed- fouse sheuld be satisfied wlth the report
ings of that nature, they will satisfy them- and sliuld adopt it?
eelves readily that many persons concerned
1n difficulties of this kind are not to be Hon. Mr. VIDA-Wlere is the second re-
found. I do not think it is an exaggerated port et the Commlttee te be teund in the

ptatement for me te say that a very large a vinutese
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The irst report
is on page 48, and the third report on page
80.

Hon. Mr..POWER-I wish to call the at-
tention of the hon. gentleman from Calgary
to the fact that my technical objection was
well founded. At the bottom of page 80 we
find:

The standing committee on divorce beg leave
to make their second report as follows :
and farther upon the same page we find the
third report of the Committee which Is the
one we are now dealing with. So that my
criticlsm is right.

,but the committee, for the purpose of re-
moving all doubt in the matter, recommend-
ed the proceeding that lias taken place here
for the very purpose of avoiding anything
like proceedings for divorce without an
honest and earnest effort being made to as-
certain the whereabouts of the party. It
may be, and that was the impression on the
minds of the committee, that some of lier re-
latives know where she Is and might not
be willing to communicate that information
to the complainant In this case, and so,
with this communication made to them, if
they do know where she is-I do not know
that they do-there might be a mode of

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-On page 48 we communicating to her the fact, that divorce
find the first report of the Divorce Committee 'proceedings were belng had, but from the
and at the bottom of page 80 we have the report on lier conduct, which bas not yet
second report of the Committee, and in the been inquired into by the committee, the
middle of page 80 will be found the third, evidence not yet having been taken, if the
and the third report deals with this case. representations made are sustained, it is not

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not propose to at all improbable that she does not care

enter into a discussion with the hon. about having lier whereabouts made known,

gentleman frome Calgary, but it lias come nor is she anxious to resist the proceedings

out already in the little discussion which that are being taken.

lias taken place in the House that none on. Mr. LANDRY-What would happen
of the half-sisters of the respondent know Hon. pr hANdR -lfit o l
anything about lier. Probably she is not
looked upon as a reputable member of Hon. Mr. MILLS-They might apply to
the family, and they do not know any- my lion. friend.
thing of lier whereabouts, and 'we are askea Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I want a serious
to accept service upon these people, who do an.we. Wha w an t arty
not know anything about lier, as equivalent answer. Whliat would bappen if tat party
to service upon lier. It would occur to an had no haif-sisters? Wlat would be the
ordinary observer that the best chance there procedure?
would be of having these proceedings Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend can
brought to the notice of the respondeit apply to a solicitor in the ordinary way.
would be by advertising ln the newspapers
which are supposed to circulate in her Hon. Mr. WOOD-The question that bas

Iocality. been brought up in the House was the sub-
ject of some discussion in the committee, and

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My lion. friend is some- was carefully considered there. The view
what hypereritical. These persons who are was presented that the mere service of
reported to be half-sisters of the respondent, notice upon these not very near relatives of
are the only persons, so far as the solicitor this woman, and the statement of the pe-
of the applicant for divorce could ascertain, titioner that they do not know the where-
that could be served, because the where- abouts of the woman, might not be con-
abouts of the respondent is not known. She sldered suficlent effort on the part of the
left the country in company wlth another petîtioner to ascertain the wlereabouts of
party, and it is impossible to serve lier. The the respondent, and to make personal serv-
party who undertook service made affidavit Ice upon lier; and the vlew was presented
that lie had made diligent search for her and tlat it might be more satlsfactory for some
wns unable to ascertain her whereabouts. of tlese persons, either the haif-brother or
Communication had been made, so far as some of tle haif-sisters, wlo are ail re-
I recollect, wlti tliese hapf-sisters and the sidents of Montreal, to have been brougt
half-brotlier mentioned, witlot success here and examlned upon oath as to their

Hon. Mr. VIDAL.
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knowledge of the whereabouts of the res-
pondent. The matter, however, was diseuse-
ed at some length, and the majority of the
committee decided that the service which
had been made was sufficient to meet the
requirements of the rules of this House. I
am not sorry that this question has been
raised. It is in my opinion one of some
Importance, and I quite agree with the re-
mark of the hon. gentleman who raised the
Objection, and those who followed hlm, that
we should be as strict as possible in re-
quiring the very best evidence obtainable
in our proceedings in cases of this kind.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

The Senate adJourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, March 8, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
O'Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LEVELS OF THE GREAT LAKES.

ture of Quebec in 1892 for the purpose of
executing trusts and admin'istering estates
and as a safe and deposit company, and for
general financial purposes. The work of
the company is confined to Quebec, and now
they seek to be incorporated as a Dominion
company to enable them to carry on their
operations in all parts of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Before the motion Is
carried, I ask my hon. friend from British
Columbia whether this is not a corporation
tnnder a provincial statute?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Yes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And my hon. friend
uow proposes to make it a corporation under
the statutes of the Dominion of Canada?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Yes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Are there any clauses
in It that are to continue ln operation-any
provisions or franchises under the law of
Quebec which are to be continued under
this bill?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I believe
all the powers given by Quebec are to be
applied to the Dominion. There are no
fresh powers at ail.

MOTION. Hon. Mr. MILLS-It will be necessary,

Hon.Mr.0'DOOH , movedI then, to constantly refer to the Qucbec Stal-lion. Mr. O'DONOHOE oe
Thatutes to know what the powers and franch-Exceîenu hue Gov er, prn e th t Ris . Ises are and it wUI be very much better toExceellency the Governor, praying that His Ex-cellency will cause to be laid before the Senate re-enact the provisions of the law alto-

acopy of the supplementary report of J. L. P. g
O'Hanly, C.E., on the effect of the Chicago
drainage canal on the levels of the great lakes. Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-That wIll

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is no objection be ail explaIned ln the Committee on Bank-
to the motion. ing and Commerce to whom I shail rer

The motion was agreed to. the bill.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (B) 'An Act to amend an Act to pro-
vide for the Conditional Liberation of Pen-
Itentiary Convicts.'-(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

Bill (C) 'An Act respecting the Supreme
Court of the North-west Territories.'-(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

• ROYAL TRUST CO. BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved the

second reading of Bill (D) 'An Act respect-
ing the Royal Trust Co.' He said : This
Company was incorporated by the legisla-

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is a great deal
of force in what the Minister says, and hon.
gentlemen remember that last year the
House, on a recommendation of the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bours, adopted a resolution to the effect
that in future, when the corporate capacity
of a provincial company was being extended
to the reinainder of the Dominion. the pro-
vincial Act which gave it its corporate life
sliould appear by way of schedule, or other.

wise, in the bill presented to the House. 1
think this is peculiarly a case where it 1

desirable that that information should be

before the members of the House ; and I am

rather surprised that a bill prepared in this
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House should be printed without having the Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
Quebec Act annexed as a schedule. business are we likely to have for to-mor-

Hon.Mr.MACONAD (BC.)l tinkrow 'e We have been iii session a monthHon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I think
these points will all be gone Into by thehere

thes pontswii ai be oneint bytheconsîsts of two government Bis, one of
Committee on Banking and Commerce, and
if they require those provincial Acts to be fore lis d he ot of sie
embodied in the Bill, that can be done as a e

were te, be laid hefore the Senare ear]y In
matter of course.inater e couse.the session in order te give us somnething

Hon. Mr. POWER-I only call attention to do. It bas been suggested by my hon.
to t. friend on my right that they have done

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

THE PACIFIC CABLE.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before
the House adjourns I should like to ask
when I may expect the return relating to
the Pacifie Cable whieh I was under the im-
pression was to be laid before the House of
Commons yesterday. I cannot ascertain if
the papers were submitted, although a very

very little more in the other House ; but
that Is no reason why we should be lacking
business herc.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I am not at all satis-
tfied with the answer of the hon. Secretary
of State to my question. I think it would
be quite within the power of the House of
Commons to appoint a commission, and that
that commission should be a committee of
the Senate, to investigate the charges which
have been made of election irregularities.

important statement was made by the Post- The hon. minister should be very anxlous
master General in reference to the Pacifle te answer my question in the affirmative.
Cable. He believes, as we ail do, ln Sir Wilfrid

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The papers were to bethese

laid on the table to-day. The hon. the Post- twe embers I te eterlu
imaster General promised after they were th w emesinteohe osmaser eneal romsedattr teywere who occupy seats, the legaiity of their eiec-
laid on the table in the House of Commons, tien te which Is under question, are anxious
that they should be sent o-ver here 'in order te have their right te retain those seats est-
that the hon. gentleman might have an Op- abiished. They have net sald se, but I know
portunIty of seeing them.portulty t seeng tem.1 wouid feel that way, and I arn sure that

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-Then I ne member et this fouse would like
shall postpone the motion until Monday. te occupy a seat which he had any

doubt he was entltled te. I amn sure
ELECTION IRREGULARITIES. that Mr. Borden la ln ernest lu his

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The hon. junior mem- desire te have the matters lnvestigated.
ber for Halifax (Hon. Mr. Almon), yesterday, Any one who has tolewed the proceedings
asked the leader of the government a ques- in the fouse et Cemmens Would know that
tion ln respect to the investigation of elec- the investigation has been delayed and tg
tion Irregularities by a committee of this net likeiy te take place, aithough, If the
House. I de not think the hon. gentleman allegations are true, the people ef two cou-
bas been treated with that courtesy that he stituenieshav beechea o etate
Is entitled to, because no notice was taken reprsntat the serer et Sa
of the question. 1 should like to ask the ows ta the flouetions has
leader of the House if the government has pe te tran at ques t ust
taken the matter iuto consideration.

gate such matters. The Premier demauds
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was sorry my hon. tis investigation and the public generally

friend could not be heard yesterday, owing require it. Sir Wilfrid Laurier stated
to the noise in the Chamber. The prpsi- (metaphorcay speaking) with tears in
tion he made, of course, could not be carried is eyes, that It was Imprssible te
out unles we had first the authority of an remove the obstacles which prevented the
Act of parliament which we have not at Investigation in the fouse ef Cemmons. I
present on our statute book. think the hon, gentleman la mistaken In

Hon. Mr. POWER.
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saying that It will require an Act of parlia-
ment to enable the matter to be investigated
by the Senate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend is an-
xious to exercise a superintending care over
the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-CertaInly.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I suppose my hon.
friend regards this as the superior chamber ;
nevertheless, I am inclined to think that
the House of Commons would be disposed
to resent any supervision on the part of this
House in respect to the House of Commons.
There is also a well recognized provision of
the law and custom of parliament that
Stands in our way. That provision is that
each House Is the judge of the qualifications
and regularity of the sitting of each member.
The House of Commons has never yet, dur.
Ing the 30 odd years of its existence, under-
taken to appoint a commlttee to aseertain
whether any member of this House was not
qualified to sit here, or had reached this
HOuse by any Improper means, and I think
there would be a like objection on the part
of the House of Commons if we were to
undertake any such Inquiry as my hon.
frIend has suggested. That being so, I do
flot think that the suggestion of my hon.
friend, whilch is somewhat revolutionary in
Its eharacter, ean be serlously entertalned.

lion. Mr. ALMON-Your friends would
like It all the better for that.

1on. Mr. MILLS-I do not know that my
hon. friend ls serions In the proposition he
mnakes.

lion. Mr. ALMON-I think the hon. gentle-
mfan misunderstood me. I suggested that
the lOuse of Commons should appoint us as
a COmmittee. I wish he had a good deal
lore Influence with the first minister than
le has. I suggested that the Senate might
be appointed a commission biy the House of
ComIMons. If there is any law against that
I should like to know it

1on. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend knows
that the House of Commons Is not overbur-
dened with excessive confidence in the
Second chamber. They submitted to the
second chamber measures which they re-
garded as very Important In the public In-
terest, and the judgment of the Senate was
lot In conformity wlth that of the House of

Commons, and I suppose the rule that they
are not dlsposed to trust the Greeks would
apply in the matter In this House. In reply
to My hon. friend opposite, with regard to
the public business, I may say that we seenm
to be making about as much progress as
they are in the other chamber, and my hon.
friend wlli alse see that, althougli the Bils
we have carried through this House are not
ineasures that occupied a very great deal
of space, they are nevertheless important
measures, of intrinsic value in themselves.
I may say, also, that when the House rose
my hon. friend asked me to submit, even
before there was a meeting again, amend-
ments which It was proposed to make to the
Criminal Code, printed in galley form, and
still stand in that form. The reason for not
brInging the measure forward was the same
as of ten happens : a very large number
of suggestions, In addition to the sug-
gestions made last year, were made imme-
diately after the adjournment by various
parties who ought to have had a good deal
of experience in connection with the admin-
istration of the criminal law, and those have
been printed, and have been under the con-
sideration of the Solicitor General and my-
self, as we have had opportunities. I hope
we have gone through pretty nearly the
whole of those suggestions, and that the
measure will be before the House at the be-
ginning of next week, and then I judge
that we will have the Redistribution Bill
immediately.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-It has been stated by
what is called the 'reptile press '-a name
used as a matter of vituperation when peo-
ple have no argument-that petitions will
flow Into this chamber In favour of this Re-
distribution Bill, and if that Is the reason
the business is delayed I can certainly
understand It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend Is in au
excited mood. I had not quite fifilshed mY
observations when he Interrupted me. I
may say that I expect that Bill will be
brought up almost immediately, that we will
have an opportunity of disclussing it, and
that the Criminal Code Amendment Bill will
be Introduced at the beginning of next
week. These, togetier with other business,
will occupy our attention for somne time to
come. I do not see anything on the order
paper for to-inorrow, and If there 1s no ob-
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Jection, I would suggest that when the Sen-
ate adjourn this afternoon it do stand ad-
journed until three o'clock on Monday. I
have not given notice of this motion, and if
there Is no objection It may be adopted.

Hon. Sir John CARLING-I think it
would suit the convenience of the members
from Western Ontario if we were to meet
on Tuesday instead of Monday.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I have a word to say.'

Hon. Mr. POWER-If the hon. gentleman
objects that is an end of It.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I suppose I may be
allowed to say a word besides objecting. I
do object to this system of repeated adjourn-
ments, and I wish to say that I hold the
government responsible for it. There is an
old saying that whom the gods wish;
to destroy they first make mad, and It
appears to me the gods of the govern-
ment are disposed to make the Senate
mad by adjourning every second day so
that they will soon be destroyed, but
I hope the Senate Is not going to be
destroyed ln that way. The matter brought
to the notice of the Senate by the hon.
junior member for Halifax Is a serlous
one and deserves more careful consideration
than has been given to it by the govern-
ment. We know very well that there ls, to
a wide extent, a great deal of corruption
practised In Canada during elections, and
1 take It that the government is bound to
keep up the standard of political morality
to the very highest pitch possible, It is
their duty, ln my opinion, to throw no ob-:
stacles In the way of an Investigation Into
the charges of corraption, but to use every
possible means to bring guilty parties to
justice, I am sorry to have to say it, but
it appears to me that political morality ln
Canada Is to-day at a very low ebb, and it
Is becoming lower and lower every year. I
cannot but contrast It wlth the high moral
toue of the politics ln the old country. Ir
England a public man would sacrifice his
life before he would sacrifice his honour.,
He regards his reputation and the repu-:

particularly than any other class, but it is
also the duty of every public man, I do not
care what position he occupies, to put down
lis foot and say that this thing must come
to an end, to say that this corruption must
not continue any longer, and that the repre-
sentative men on both sides of politics
should insist upon their political battles
being carried on in an honest, straightfor-
word and honourable way. If the present
practice Is allowed to continue where Is it
going to end ? We know what the conse-
quences will be. It simply means breeding
a civil war. No people in the world are
going to submit to a machine eontrolling the
public affairs of the country, and I say it
is the duty of the government to investigate
this matter. They should throw no obstacle
ln the way of an investigation of charges
of corruption, so that the guilty parties may
be brought to justice and punished. Let us
ail endeavour to elevate the standard of
public morality ln this Canada of ours.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Referring to the
intimation of the hon. leader of the House
as to the introduction of the Criminal Code
into this Chamber next week, I would like
to point out the very cold comfort there Is
ln the preparation of such a bill of fare as
that Indicated. For several sessions past,
In fact I think for three sessions past, this
House has laboured lndustriously ln amend-
ing the Criminal Code, and bas given no
little attention to it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Two sessions.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I do not remem-
ber any anendmeit we made in this House
the last three years that passed the House
of Commons. In fact, these amendments
were introduced ln the House of Commons
at the eleventh hour and permitted to stand
over. So tluat I have a very serious suspi-
clon ln my own mind that this Criminal
Code is intended to do duty for some ses-
sions to come in keeping the Senate mark-
ing time ln the absence of anything more
Important. I do not mean by that that the
leader of this chamber is ln any way to
blame for not having business before us.

tation of his family, and his own public It, however, affords one the opportunity
record as far ln advance of money consi- to make this remark that In the early part
deration, and the public men of EngIand of the sesslon it Is impossible for this Sen-
will not stoop to corrupt practices as public ate to have as much work before It as would
men ln Canada are doing to day, I take it demand Its serious attention and neces-
that It is the duty of the government more sitate Its constant attendance and It seems to

Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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me that while session after session we dis- THE SENATE.
cuss this phase of the subject, both sides
Of this House might possibly get together Ottawa, March 13, 1900.
and discuss the desirability of a long ad-
journment in the beginning of each session. The Speaker took the Chair at three
It seems to me that would be a desirable o'clock.
move. It would reflect more credit on the
Senate than constantly attending day after Prayers and routine proceedings.
day and simply opening with devotions, THE PACIFIC CABLE.
which may be very desirable, but for
which we are not here entirely. It RESOLUTION POSTPONED.
therefore seenis to me that the subject
Should command the attention of some of The notice of motion being called
the older meambers of the Senate and tuethe lde meiber oftheSenae ad tle!By the Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell, K.C.M.G.
qulestion mtighit be discussed with propriety1
aston migl b e sd ih prpy 1. That the establishment of a telegraph cable
as *t ou) ad Cigsm stbibdp ac ross the Pacifie to connect Canada wlth the
tice by which we might have a longer ad- Australasian colonies bas long been recognlzed

journment with the assurance that when we as f high importance to the empire; It havlng
been recognized to be of Imperial importance

returned here there would be sucl a vol- at the Colonial Conferences of 1887 and 1894,

une of business before us as would com- affirmed by an agreement between the Home gov-
ernment and thze governiments of Canada, New

mand our attention. South Wales, Victoria, Queensland and New Zea-
land, and ratificd by the Canadian parliament

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend opposite last session ; this House therefore regrets that
objects to the adjourument serous delays have occurred la the prosecution

of the undertaking, manlfestly through the hos-
tility of the Eastern Extension Telegrapli Com-

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-No, I withdraw mY pany, which company is now demanding con-
objection. cessions from the Australasian colonies whlch,

if granted, wili imperil the success o! the Pacifie
cable.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-An adjourument 2. That this House is of opinion that any fur-
till Monday would be long enough I think. ther delay ln proceedlng wltb the actual con-

struction o! the undertaking would be Inîmical
to the interests of the empire, and strongiy de-

Hon. Sir JOHN CARLING-As there does precates granting any further concessions to the
flot appear to be any business in the Order Eastern Extension or any other company.

and I i 3. That, is expedient in granting permis-
Paper for to-morrow or Monday, and It is . ttpapr fr t-morowor ondysi on hereatter to private companies to Iay cables
more convenient for many of us to returu betwen British possessions, It be on the express

to Ottawa on Tuesday, I think we might condition that the state may assume ownership
whenever In the general public interest It Is

have the atournhment els Tuesday. advisoble to do so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-L suggested that we
Should adjourn till Monday at t1ree o'clock
but if it is the general wish of the House
that the adjornment be made tifl Tuesday
I have no objection, but I understand there
is a feeling against it.

Sone hon. MEMBERS-Tuesday, Tues-
day !

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then I move that when
the Senate adjou.rns to-day, it stand ad-
Journed till Tuesday at three o'clock In the
afternoon.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at four o'clock.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL said :
There are other papers, I understand, to be
laid upon the table in order to complete the
correspondence in connection with this sub-
ject, and, under the circumstances, I think it
would be advisable that I should not make
this motion, although It has been upon the
order paper for some little time. until al

the papers are before the Senate. They will
enable us to deal with the question more in-
telligently than we could at present. I shalI

therefore, let the notice stand until the pa-
pers are brought down-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think they will be on
the table this afternoon.

The notice of motion was aHIowed to

stand.
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PROTECTION WORKS ON THE RIVER
DU SUD.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY rose to inquire:

What was the total cost of the works per-
formed for the protection of the Rivière du Sud,
in the parish of St. Thomas, county of Mont-
magny ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not the inform-
ation which the hon. gentleman asks for, but
I shall make inquiries and endeavour to ob-
tain it for him if he will permit the ques-
tion to stand. q

The notice of inquiry was allowed to
stand.

COST OF POST OFFICE AT MONT-
MAGNY.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.

The notice of inquiry being called:
What was the total cost of the post office at

Montmagny, the cost of the ground and of the
buildings thereon, and the extra works required
for the adaptation of those buildings to the pur-
poses for which they were bought?

Hon. Mr. MILLS said : I have not had the
Information transmitted to me by the Post
Office Department, and so I am unable to
give him the information which he asks.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY--That is very satis-
factory !

The notice of inquiry was allowed to
stand.

MURRAY HARBOUR BRANCH OF
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired:
1. Whether a contract for grading a section of

the railway from Charlottetown to Murray Har-
bour, P.E.I., for which tenders were called in
November last, has been awarded?

2. If so, to whom, what is the mileage of thie
said section, and the contract price per mile?

3. When ls the work to be commenced, and
when completed?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A contract for a sec-
tion of the rallway from Charlottetown to
Murray Harbour, P.E.I., for which tenders
were invited last November, was awarded
to J. W. MeManus. The length of the sec-
tion is eleven and a half miles. The con-
tract is not per mile, but a schedule price
eontract. The work was to be commenced
at once, and by the terms of the contract,
Is to be completed by the first August. 1900.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My object is to
get at the cost, the amount of expenditure
involved. Could not my hon. friend give
that as a total ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not been fur-
nished with any such information, and I do
not know, If the contract is by schedule
price, whether there has been such a survey
that the quantities can be ascertained or
not. I can make inquiry on that subject.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELr-Of
course that could only be approximate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Quite so, and unless
there has been a careful survey, not even
that, because sometimes these tenders -are
let according to quantity without the quan-
tity having been aseertained at ail.

-Ion. Sir MACIENZIE BOWELle-Not
without a survey.

SUPPLIES OF OIL1 FOR THIC INTERCO-
L.ONIAL RAILWAY.

MOTION POSTPONED.

The notice of motion being read:
That' an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate copies of all notices issued by the Inter-
colonial Railway since May, 1896, calling for
tenders for the supply of oil for the said rail-
way, and also copies of all tenders received 'n
reply to said advertisement and contracts en-
tered into as a result of such call for ten-
ders.

2. A return showing the car mileage on the
Intercolonial Railway for the year ended Oc-
tcber 31, 1899.

3. Also, a return showing the total amount
paid for oils for the Intercolonial Railway for
the year endAd October 31, 1899, giving the names
of the parties to whom such payments were made.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON said: I do not pro-
pose to proceed with this motion for an ad-
dress to-day. I merely rise to ask my hon.
friend, the leader of the government,whether
he is prepared to submit a return, which I
asked for last session, on this subject. This
address proposes to bring the Information on
the subject up to date ; but early last ses-
sion, as my hon. friend may remember, I
nade sone inqtiiries on this subject, and
r ec-ived sone answers, but my hon. friend
pointed out to me that some of the inquiries
could only be answered by a return. I pro-
ceeded then to move for a return which I
did at quire an early per!od last session.
I was anxious t0 get it before the close of
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last session. I made repeated inquiries for
it last year, and I do not wlsh to go on with
this motion until that return is brouglit
down.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I can only tell my hon.
friend that the matter bas been brought
under the notice of the Minister of Rail-
ways, and as soon as the return comes from
the Minister of Railways, I shall be pre-
pared with plensure to present it to the
House, but I cannot say at this moment
when the return will be ready. I have not
that information.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
may remenber that the M.inister of Rail-
ways put a statement in hie hand, which he
read to the House, saying, with regard to
the points that could not be answered by a
question, that the papers were being sent
for to Moncton, and would be brought down
when they come. That Is a long Ume ago,
and I have made many applications for
them. I hope my hon. friend will go fur-
ther t1an lie has gone, and will remind his
colleague earnestly on the matter and see
that the Information ls brought down.

OLAIMS FOR REFUND OF DUTY
FISH.

INQUIRY.

ON

Hon. Mr. PROWSE Inquired:
If the government, or any member thereof

have recelved a petition from Mr. C. C. Carlton,
of Souris, P.E.I., praying for the paymenft to
him of the sum of $208.50, to reimburse him for
certain money paid by him to the United States
Customs Department, as duty on fish exported.
on or about the year 1872, as set forth In his
said petition? If so, I It the intention of the
government to pay the said claim, as wa done
last year ln settlement of a similar claim made
by Messrs. Mayrick & Co. ?

le said : I wish to make a remark or two
on this question. It may be remembered
that about the year 1871, the British gov-
ernment requested the Dominion govern-
ment, and also the government of Prince
Edward Island-that province at that time
not being part of the confederacy-that they
Would allow United States fishermen to fish
In the waters round the British possessions
lu North America as had been done under
the previous treaty, upon the understanding
that the fish caught and fish oil produced
by British subjects would be ad1nitted Into
the United States tree of duty. The gov-
ernment of Prince Edward Island acceded

11

to that request of the British government,
and made no objections to United States
fishermen fishing in Canadian waters;
but the Dominion government did not pau
sucih an order In council, or law, ln refer-
ence to that matter, and In consequence
the promise that was obtained from the
United States to admit our fish and fish oil
Into the republle duty free was not granted
on the ground that Oanada had not acceded
to the request of the British government.
The people in Prince Edward Island, deal-
ing ln fish, had exported, during 1871 and
1872 a large quantity of fleh and fish oil, with
the expectation that the duties they were
paying on these exporte were to be refunded
theim by the United States government.
They were in that regard disappointed, a-id
afterwards they made application to the
Dominion government to reimburse them for
the loss ibey had sustaIned. In 1885, I
think, the Dominion government appointed
a commission to investigate these claims of
the people of the Island, and the commission
reported favourably upon certain claims of
British subjects, and also submitted a re-
port in claims made by United States sub-
jects doing business in Prince Edward Is-
land. The claims of the British iubjects
were conceded and pald., but the claims of
the UnIted States subjects were not paid.
There was nothing further heard about this
matter until last session, when one of the
claims was again revIved, and a vote was
passed througli the parliament of Canada,
granting to one of these United States firme
doing business in Prince Edward Island the
sumu of $15.000 ln settlkement of their claim.
Mr. Carlton, the gentleman I have re-
ferred to ln this question, made ap-
plication to the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries since last session for In-
formation as to how he would pro-
ceed to collect hie claim. He got no satis-
factory answer from the minister, and I
ask now that Mr. Carlton be placed ln the
same position as the oher gentleman whose
claim was paid last year. In doing so, I do
not commit myself to the opinion that either
claim should be paid, but certainly If It wa
a right and proper thIng to pay ffteen tmou-
sand dollars to one individual, surely two
hundred dollars ougIht to be pad to the
other, who i ln exactly the sme PodtL0
They are both Unlted States cWitzen, doiug
business in PrinSce dward Iland for the
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last forty years, and I see no reason why of tUme I have sat with hlm in this House,
one should not be placed in the same posi- I formed a very high estimate of his cha-
tion as the other. racter. I do not know that I eau say more

• Hon. Mr. SCOTT-A petition was received than the hon. Secretary o! State has said,

from Mr. Carlton a few days ago-I think sure, exerem r the et f eels am
on the sixth of March--and was referred In in suen der se-suddef I eat, though
the ordinary way for report to council, and bes el dvaed 1 yas It the
from council to the Minister of Marine and hon. gelm an o yeeks a me the
Fisheries, to inquire Into the facts, and u:ntil eity o! Montreal, and he then told me that
those have been ascertained, I am not in a he bad not feit ln better bealtb for years, and
position to say what the government would 1 looked forward, as many did wben tbey
do. It would depend, of course, altogether saw hlm here, to years being added to his
on the statement o! farts. life. The only thkng that he realy fet was

the falure o! bis eye-sigt; beyond that be
THE LATE SENATORS LEWIN AND assure me over and over again that he had

BELLEROSE. fhot fet physical y etter for many years
opast. I mst say It was a very great shock

thon Mr n. gTT-Iese t reainc to me w en reand o! bis sudden--for such
the ln d o! hn.y gentlementat sne [ aook upon lti-death the other day. Waie
wemsepraoftd st Husay, sn awohnm repeating almost the words that have been

ember ofatemen ousacts e al. uttered by the bon. Secretary o! State, I
away by death. The Hon. Mr. Lewin f Inay also cail the attention of the House
was an old memner of this House, bav- aur over adhoegi that hecua

Bng been called top this Chaber, r think,n r
.during our present sitting. SInce the pro-

wle aed d tur sd athe a ,e o atn then. rogation of the last parliament the bon.

f r e c e n t y e a r s e b a s ao t b e e n h e r e v e r y u t t e r b y t e h o n . S e c r e t a r S e , I

reguiarly. 0f a very quiet and retiring dis- knwn tai fofn us, nHe ad enimn

position, Senator Lewin soon won the res- annt ain caondeation, and Ihe be

p e t a n d e s te e m o f e v e r y g e n tle m a n in a n o t h e r d e a t h a o u g h t d i d n o c u

the beamber. He rarely addressed this leve in the old pariament o! Canada prior

House in debate, alitough wen mat- t roat. He was a man o! strong will, and

ters pertaining to the subjeet witll wiiich- held strong opinions upon almost every

he was thoroatghly familar, that s, bank- question presented for our consideration. I

ing and financial matters, h aiways took do not, owever, consider that any detriment

an active part. The hon. gentleman ha to a niafl5 political. or private character,

gone to bis long rest, highly esteemed and k nw to all s n he h a ee ln
wat position in life they may be placed,

respected y the whole community wohe o one eonvicions upon
knew im. He was blessed this to a. H ws a man to will, and
long life, hvin g been born in 1812, and had qeat srong winio epo ba me toat andr
been president o! the Bank of New Bruns- etio n reat ed o h ou ciderat on. I
wick for a perlod of over, forty years-a geteaatog eddntawy
period that Is rather unexampled n the bis- aree wit hi. felt bis death personaiy,

tory of Canada. 1 am quite sure every aIgkonhmfrtelsthtyer,
emberno fincsa Hosers h always tookt and bmving sat wit hlm at one te in thegb o t a r lon e d and whaate embe iouse ofstConmons. Although be and Iresp lete by nte wn comuniy w s very often Were on opposite sides on differ-knte im eas Lsse d witha eut questions, hc was a member w om 
Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELrni -I take earned to respect, and In bis latter days I

the opportunity of re-echoing the sentiments tink we were more intimately assoclated
wich have been uttered by the Secretary than during the prvious part of our poil-
ory Stae in referiIce to the late Senator tical career. Death has been making grte
Lewn. Hs eutb.s I know, was a shock Inrods upon the mebers of the Senato,
in ever.v one nho bad the pleasure of know- but when we consider the ages o! a number
ing Ihim. Aithougli not poiitically allied to of us. we may look for these changes. All
that gentleman, stile during the short perlod I can bope Is that those w wo succeed our

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.
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departed brothers will ie as worthy of the
positions they are all cailed to occupy.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It seemed to me that It
was more appropriate that my hon. friend,
the Secretary of State, should allude to the
death of Senator Lewin than myself, be-
cause he sat In this chamber with him since
1876, when he was appointed, a period of
twenty-four years, while I, a comparatively
new member of this House, had not the
same Intimate relations with hlm as my
hon. colleague. I agree with all that my
hon. friend, the Secretary of State, has sald
with regard to Senator Lewin, hie high
character, hie modesty, hie attainments, and
hie thorough acquaintance with the business
of banking which made him a valuable
member of this House. I may say. also,
with regard to the late Senator Bellerose,
that I knew him as a member of the House
of Commons, like my hon. friend opposite.
I knew that he was a man of very strong
convictions, of great force of character, and
of more than ordinary ability, and I am sure
that those who sat with hlm ln the House
of Commons, as well as hon. gentlemen lu
this House, who knew hlm in hie later
years here, muet all recognize the ability,
the energy and the Industry which he
brought to the discharge of hie public
duties, and whne we regret the loss of those
hon. gentlemen, who were ornaments of
this House, as well as representatives of
the people for a time in the House of Com-
mons, when we see the great age that they
attained, we muet realize that they could
not, at best, have had many years further
before them. We trust that those who suc-
ceed them in this House will bring the same
industry and the same ability to the dis-
charge of their duties that they exhibited
while they were members of this chamber.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Whether It le they
who go away or we that remain who de-
serve compassion and tears, we all regret
the departure from among us of the honour-
ed and highly esteemed coleague who has
just passed from this lIfe to his rest ln the
grave and beyond the grave. As his coun-
tryman, as hie colleague here, and as hie
next desk neighbour, I had sufficient inter-
course wlth him to know him well. I al-
ways found hIm, as Indeed we all found
him, a klnd and good man ; indeed kindness

111

and goodness were characteristie traits in
hlm, so much so that they had become
depicted in hie features. After many years
of the performance of good works, the souls
of virtuous men become transparent, lim-
pressed, or, as It were, photographed in their
whole appearance, and especially in their
smile. Such was particularly the case with
our departed friend. He has gone ; he has
been gathered in the granary where Provi-
dence will gather us all, those of the other
House as well as the Senate, and that at
the bidding of no mortal man. The depar-
ture of Senator Lewin will cause deep re-
gret in the community, and especially iln
New Brunswick, where he was better loved,
because he was better known. We are
losing in hlm a cherished colleague, a true
Canadian, a great Christian and a good
man.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-After the klndly,
truthful and appropriate remarks of the
leader of the government, and the leader of
the opposition in this House, it ls quite
unnecessary for me to say a word, because
I think those two hon. gentlemen express
clearly the character of lhe hon. gentleman
who has been taken from amongst us. But
coming from the city of St. John, and know-
Ing that gentleman for the last fifty years,
I felt that I had a riight to say a word or
two. I knew the hon. gentleman when he
was favoured by the British government
with a prominent position under that gov-
ernment, and sent out here by them nome
fifty years ago. He held that office, and it
was a very delicate office. It was a position
In the Customs Department, where he was
most likely to give offence to a great num-
ber of people ln those days. Notwithstand-
Ing the position he held, I always found that
he acquItted himself without giving un-
necessary offence to any one. He was con-
sidered an honourable and fair-minded man
even in that office. I have known him since
he became president of the Bank of New
Brunswick, and perhaps in this Dominion
there is not a more successful institution
than that bank became under hie presidency.
It le paying Its original stocbolders twelve
per cent per annum, and ls readily seling
at over $800 per original share of $100, and
its transactions have been carried on in a

most satlfactory way under the adminis-
tration of Mr. Lewin. Kig name was
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looked upon as a household word through-
out that province. I might say that
every word uttered by the leader of
the government and the leader of the op-
position in this House as to the character of
that hon. gentleman was literally true; he
wa extremely retiring and modest in his
nature and thoroughly honourable In his
transactions. It ls true he was not what
might be consldered a troublesome man in
polities, but notwithstanding that he was
most anxious for the well-being of bis
adopted country. His native country was
Great Britain, and he was an Englishman
to the core. He loved bis country well, and
sustained it ln every publie measure where
he had a right to do so. I do not know a
man in my experience who bore a more
honourable character than the late Mr.
Lewin. After the many kind expressions
uttered by hon. gentlemen who have
spoken to-day, I do not see that It is
necessary to say anything further. I con-
aider we have lost a model Christian, a
good man, a citizen of St. John, who
will be remembered for a very long
period, and in my opinion it will be difficult
to get bis equal. I am much pleased to be
able to say this from an acquaintance of
fifty years with that hon. gentleman.

BILLS INTIODUCED.

Bill (F) ' An Act respecting the Montreal,
Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal Company.'
-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (13) ' An Act respecting representation
in the louse of Commons.'-(Hon. Mr.
Mills.)

Bill (46) 'An Act respecting the Canada
and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Company.'
(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (21) ' An Act respecting the Hereford
Railway Conpany.'-(Hon. Mr. Perley.)

Bill (22) ' An Act respecting the Niagara
Grand Island Bridge Company.'-Hon. Mr.
MaeInnes.)

Bill (44) 'An Act respecting the Oanada
Southern Bridge Company.'-Hon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer.)

DELAYED RETURNS.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I

would like to ask my hon. friend, the leader
Hon. Mr. DEVER.

of the government, if there is any proba-
bility of our getting the papers for yrhich
I moved on the 9th February, in reference
to the correspondence between the late
Major-General and Col. Hughes. The
motion was passed on the 9th February,
and we have not yet heard anything about
it. If we had those papers before us they
might aid materially in the discussion
which is likely to follow the motion which
I have already placed on the notice paper.
While I am on my feet, I desire to ask the
hon. Secretary of State whether there ls
any probabillty of our ever getting that re-
turn for which I moved early last session
in reference to the dismissal in the different
departments, some of which were laid before
the House, but there were other departments
which did not send any returne to us, par-
ticularly the Department of Railways and
Canals, from which department was sent a
very curt reply to the questions asked ; I
acquit the hon. Secretary of State of any
blame in the matter, because I know bis de-
sire to have the papers laid before the
Senate when they are ordered, but it does
seem to me that some of the departments
have made up their minds to treat the re-
quests of the Senate with contempt, particu-
larly the Department of Railways and
Canals, for, ever since the present govern-
ment bas been in power, when a question
bas been asked here, and motions have been
passed by this House relative to public mat-
ters, for information which we are entitled
to get, scarcely ever bas the information
been furnished. I do not desire to cast any
reflection on any department, but I think
the dignity of the House demands that there
should be either a distinct refusal to bring
down the Information, a defeat of the
motion when it l made, or that the infor-
mation should be furnished us within a
reasonable time. Some departments give
us the information and others do not. If
it is not ln the interest8 of the country that
these facts should be laid before us, ail the
government bas to do is to say so, and I do
not know that we would particularly object-
If it ls not In the interests of the country
that certain papers should be brought down,
those at least who have had some experienee
in governIng the country, would acquiesce
at once, but when motions are regularly and
freely accepted, and then session atter ses-
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sion passes without the returns being
brought down, I think my hon. friend who
leads the government in the Senate wIll
agree with me that it le not treating this
House with the respect to which it is en-
titled.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know any
reason-there may be reasons-why the
papers that were moved for some time ago
have not been brougit down. With regard
to these that the hon. gentleman has moved
for, the Hughes-Hutton correspondence, I
may say I know the Department of Militia
and Defence has been so occupied of late
that it would be very difficult indeed to take
up anything but what le absolutely neces-
sary, and pressing on their attention. I
shall, however, call the attention of the Min-
ister of Militia and Defence to my hon.
friend's motion, and trust that the papers
may be brought down before he discusses
the letter which he has read here to-day, and
upon which he purposes inviting a discus-
sion in this House. With regard to the
other return, I shall invite the attention of
the Minister of Railways to the motion of
my hon. frIend, and the delay that has oc-
curred.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There are many
other departments as well as the Depart-
ment of Railways that are behind wlth the
information.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understood there were
one or two parts of it which my hon. friend
the Secretary of State brought down some
time ago.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Some
of it, but not ail.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The Railway De-
partment brought down a return which was
not acceptable, but some departments did
not bring down any at all.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Par-
ticularly that return with regard to the
receipte from the sale of school lands In
Manitoba. I did not ask for any elaborate
return. All I asked for was that a return,
which had been made up to a certain date,
should be continued up to the present time.
There cannot be much work Involved in
that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend refers
to the school lands return now ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I would suggest to
my hon. friend also, so that he may not
knock at the wrong door, not to ask the
Postmaster General for the information I
was seeking for to-day, but to address hlm-
self directly to the Department of Public
Works.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I noticed
friend's question.

my hon.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottaws, March 14, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedinge.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (G) 'An Act to incorporate the Cana-
dian Steel Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

COX DIVORCE BILL.
Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER, from the

Standing Committee on Divorce, presented
their fourth report. He said : This le the
report made by the committee on having
submitted to them the evidence showing
that service had been made on ail the par-
ties as ordered by the last report on this case
which we discussed last week. I may say,
for the benefit of those hon. gentlemen who
seemed to thlnk that the committee had
been lax in its directions, or remiss in its
efforts to obtain personal service upon the
respondent in this case, that at the time
that the former report was made the com-
mittee instructed the petitioner to prodce6
service upon the respondent in this case,
that at the time that the former report was
made the committee Instructed.the petianer
to produce additional evidence showinlg t*
efforts that he had made to serve the re-
spondent personally, and that evidence wAS
produced to-day, and as the AdaVit is
short, I will ask the iiberty of the ' 2Ue
to read it. The affidavit ls as foIOws :

1, Edwin James Cox, of the city and district
of Montreal, the said petitioner, do solemnly
declare:
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1. That down to the present Urme I bave been

unable to obtain any information as to where
the said respondent ls or bas been during the
last three or four years.

2. Tbat I bave not seen or bad any information
as to where she ls since shortly after the judg-
ment in review, in the action ln separation, a
copy of which judgment bas already been filed
with this petition.

3. That shortly after said judgment the said
respondent seems to have disappeared from
Montreal, and all inquiries, including the efforts
made by the detective, John A. Grose, whose
declaration is also filed herein, concerning her,
have failed to obtain any information as to ber
whereabouts.

4. That from time to time I have made in-
quiries of ail the persons mentioned in my last
declaration as being related or allied to ber,
and on whom copies of the present Bill and No-
tIce have been personally served in accordance
with the order of the Senate, as appears by the
returns herewith, with the result, as before
stated, that I bave been totally unable to obLain
any information as to where she is which would
enable me to serve or have ber served with a
copy of the said Bill and notice.

And I make this solemn declaration, conscien.-
tiously believing it to be true, knowing that it
ls of the same force and effect as if made under
oath, and by virtue of the Canada Evidence Act,
1893.

ED. J. COX.
Declared before me at the city of Montreal, ln

the county of Hochelaga, ln the province of
Quebec, this twelfth day of March, A.D.
1900.

HURLOW H. HUTCHINS.
As I said before, when we were discussing

this subject, we mlght have ordered publi-
cation, or might bave had an advertisement
and made the service by publication, but I
think the House will agree with me that
under the circumstances, we did everything
we could to brIng the notice before the par-
ties. I move that this report be taken into
consideration to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

PROTECTION OF RIVER DU SUD.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
What was the total cost of the works per-

formed for the protection of the Rivière du
Sud, ln the parish of St. Thomas, county of
Montmagny?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot give the hon.
gentleman the information. As soon as I
recelve It I shall brIng It down to the House
without delay. I have already asked that
the matter be expedited.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I suppose the same
applies to the other question of wheh I
have given notice :

What was the total cost of the post office at
Montmagny, -the cost of the ground and of the

Hon. Mr. KIRCIHHIJOFTER.

buildings thereon, and the extra works required
for the adaptation of those buildings to the
purposes for which they were bought ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The same answer ap-
piles.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And to every ques-
tion we may ask this session. It would
not take half an hour to get that Informa-
tion if the hon. minister was willing to get
it.

SUPPLY OF OIL FOR THE INTER-
COLONIAL.

MOTION DROPPED.

The notice of motion being read:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause te be laid before the
Senate copies of all notices issued by the Inter-
colonial Railway since May, 1896, calling for
tenders for the supply of oil for the said railway,
and also, copies of ail tenders received ln reply
to said advertisement and contracts entered into
as a result of such call for tenders.

2. Return showing the car mileage on the In-
tercolonial Railway for the year ended October
31, 1899.

3. Also, return showing the total amount paid
for oils for the Intercolonial Railway for the
year ended October 31, 1899, giving the names of
the partits to whom such payments were made.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON said: The papers
have already been brought down, I belleve,
and I ask that the order be discharged.

The oruder was disc'hargfed

MILITARY CHURCH PARADES.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I should like to direct
the attention of the government to a couple
of articles which have appeared ln recent
issues of the Ottawa Citizen and other
papers. The paper which I hold in my
hand Is the Citizen of last Monday, and the
article to which I refer, reads as follows:

Dr. Rose Complains

That There was no Parade of Methodist Members
of Strathcona's.

Rev. Dr. Rose, in the course of his sermon in
Dominion Methodist church yesterday morning,
drew attention to the fact that none of the
officers or men of Strathcona's Horse who were
in the church parade, were li attendance at the
service, although provision had been made for
the Anglicans, Roman Catholics and Presby-
terians, who were told to attend service at Christ
Church Cathedral, St. Patrick's Church and St.
Andrew's Church. Hence the Methodist pastor
regretted that no provision had been made to en-

'able the Methodists te attend their own church.
He regretted it all the more, he said, from the

1 fact that on Thursday last he had written Col.
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Steele stating that his officers and men would 1 might say that I would fot direct the atten-
be made welcome at Dominion Methodist Church tion of the government to this Incident had
whethee they came singly or in a body. Heo
could not think that Col. Steele would ignore
Ms invitation, as such a proceeding would con- thrust upon the publie from lime to time 1n
stitute a serious breach of military etiquette.

Col. Steele, when spoken to on the matter later nection with the Militia Departmeft. It
in the day, stated that he regretted to have was only a few weeks ago, In connection
to say that Rev. Dr. Rose's kind invitation had with the second contingent at Halifax, that
not been brought to his notice. Had he re-
ceived It he certainly would have acknowledged the Intervention of the minister was requir-
the courtesy of the pastor of Dominion Methodist ed to prevent military discipline from being
Church.

Ail arrangements for the church parade, Col. exercised upon some members of that force
Steele stated, were lot tIn the bands oI Col. Cot- because they refused to carry out the In-
ton, district commanding officer. structions of an officer to attend some

And In to-day's Citizen I find the followitig. church other than the Methodist Church,

among other thIngs: and I notice by the public press that it re-

The following telegram bas been recenved by quired the Intervention of the Minister of
Dr. Rose from Col. Steele: Militta to do justice in the matter.

'Your statement In the pulpit that I repu- I might say that the Metbodist body bas
diatedw your invitation is Incorrect. The very
day received, It was referred to the officer com- t been supersensitive in directing public
manding the Ottawa brigade.' attention to this, t might say constant, or

It wiil be seen from the above that Col. Steele frequent, Ignoring of the rights to which
has been misled as to what Dr. Rose really faod.
Tbe latter d d not even suggest a repudiation o they are entitled as well as the other rei-
tbe Invitation, but simply stated the facts o Iglous bodies throughout the Dominion. It
the case witcout any comment lu order that the rlo
members o- bis congregation might know that l ot necessary for me to say that the
the omission o the Methodist parade was not Methodit body is the largeet Protestant
due to their pastor's negligence. body In the Dominion, that the last statis-

In directlng the attention of the government tics establIshed the tact that they are the

to this Incident, I might say that bad Col. owners of one-third of the churches tbrough-

Steele not authorized an officer outide of Out Canada, that their churches, their
the Strathcona Horse to look after this par- benevolent Institutions, tbeir universities
ade, probably the government could take and schools cover this broad Dominion,
no cognizance of the incident whieh untor- but, notwithstanding this act, wbat
tunately occurred. But Inasmuch as Col. they chermsh more tban those forces
Steele handed over the arrangement for the to wbich I bave referred l tbe tact
parade to an officer under tbe authority of tbat In ths Dominion of Canada civil
the Milita Department, and who presum- and religions Institutions are enjoying
They latdidnot een sugest ae drepun a freedom ntt exceeded In any other country

they iviatin but siplsated he fats ofgos ois hoghu he oino.I

the authority of that department, it Is but within the empire. Hence, tbey naturally
rIght, in justice to the Methodists of the resent any act of dlasourtesy from offeiais
Dominion, that the attention of the govern- w to may be of an irresponsible character,
ment should be drected to the act of dis- as In thi case. Wbile r direct the attention 
courtesy wcbie Is complained of, because tbe government to this tact, I might say also
mig t say that any officiai of the govern- that the sae thing repeats itself In state
ment beng guilty of an act oe discourtesy Iunctions throughout the Dominion. As
to Dr. Rose, In bis capacity as pastor of the said a few moments ago, the Methodi@t
Dominion Metbodist Church here, is îikq.- are not a hypercrltical body In regard tO
Wise guilty of Ai Insuit to the whole Metho- special, or exceptional, or even a generai
dist body throughout the Dominion. Know- recognition of their rigts, but we find tht
Ing Col. Steele as I do, would not for a In tbe state precedence t hihe obtains In

moment accuse him of discourtesy or Incivil- this Dominion, there bas neyer been a
ity. In act, the North-west public have the recognition of that body to the samhe ptent
fullest confidence in Col. Steeles courtesy as some of the other bodies in the Domi-
and recognition of the rghts ot tbe men un- Ion. In tact, my attention was direbteut t the

der hlm. Ht s reputation Is o sncb a charac- regrettable tact that. while at the openng

ter that nobody would think for a moment of of ts House special provision was Made for

holding hlm In any sense responsible for the reception on the floor of the House o!
this act o! discourtesy of which I omplan. the represetatives o! other religions bodies,
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there was an absolute ignoring of the
representatives of that great religious body,
and it required the intervention of certain
members of this House before the officiai
charged wIth the administration of etiquette
at those functions recognized for a moment
that the representatives of that body had
the same right as those representing other
religious bodies to sit upon the floor of this
chamber in the opening of parliament.
I might say that the Methodist body
la not* seeking any special rights. They
are not seeking for political favours. All
that they seek, and all that they require
from the government, is that there should
be impressed upon its officials the necessity
of extending courtesy and civility to that
body the same as extended to any other
religious body tbroughout the whole Domin-
ion, and if a general order bas not been
passed so as to compel military officiais to
pay respect to the varlous religlous bodies
throughout the Dominion, and recognize
the equality of all religious bodies-because
It is not by reason of one being a more in-
fluential body than the other that this pre-
ference is shown-then such an order should
be promulgated so that there should not be
that offensive conduct in the matter of
drawing invidious distinctions which so
oftentimes is obtruded upon the publie notice
and particularly upon those religlous bodies
whici have been so ignored. I am satisfied
that ail I have to do in the matter is to
direct the attention of the government to
this unfortunate incident and there will not
be a repetition of it in the future. My bon.
friend the leader of the opposition directs
my attention to an article in another paper
which I had not seen before, and possibly
my hon. friend will read it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
correspondence to whleh 1 rerer is that of
the Toronto Mail and Empire, in which
attention is called to the circumstances
of which the hon. gentleman from Cal-
gary has spoken. The correspondent
says that he called Col. Steele's at-
tention to the remarks made by the Rev.
Dr. Rose, and that the answer of Col.
Steele was as follows :

The commanding offleer informed me that he
had no recollection of having received any letter
from Dr. Rose, as stated, although it might pou-
sibly be among a stack of correspondence which
he had not time to look at. It wax the last
thought in bis mind to slight any church or

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

any person. If he had received one, he had re-
ceived fifty personal invitations for the regiment
to attend church to-day, but in every c*ase the
same a.nswer was given-

This is the point -to which I desire to call
attention :
-namely, that the Militia Department was mak-
ing all the arrangements. So ignorant was he of
the matter that when he left the grounds this
morning, he had no idea where the churches
were to which his men were going.

The only point ln that article which justi-
fies any reference to it, la the fact of Col.
Steele's statement as to the Militia Depart-
ment making the arrangements, and it ap-
pears that It was confined simply to the three
churches. I might mention, also, that this
is not the first time that 1, individually, have
had to complain of the want of that cour-
tesy which I think should be extended to
all churches. When I came here to attend
the opening of the Senate, I had received a
letter from Senator Cox, from Toronto, ask-
ing me to see that the president of the
Methodist body, the Rev. Dr. Carman, had
a proper seat allotted to him. Every one
knows wbat position the Rev. Dr Carman
occuples as the head of the largest Pro-
testant body in the Dominion of Canada.
When I went to Black Rod, who has this
matter in charge, and asked hlm whe-
ther a ticket had been sent to the Rev. Dr.
Carman as the head of the Methodist body,
I was informed that no ticket had been
sent. I then looked at the list and found
that there was not a single Metbodist clergy-
man in the city of Ottawa who had been
allotted a seat in the place set apart for
the clergy and different dignitarles in the
city, and no tickets had been sent. I was
informed by the Usher of the Black Rod
that if a ticket had been sent to Dr. Car-
man it was done without bis knowledge,
and that he had nothing to do with it. I
do not know whose duty it is to look after
it, but I think it is high time that a denomi-
nation so important as the. Methodist body
should have the same attention paid to
them as is paid to the others ; and upon my
suggestion a ticket was sent to the Rev. Dr.
Rose, and a place allotted to those two gen-
tlemen on the floor of the Senate. The ticket
of invitation to the Rev. Dr. Carman
had been sent by the Premier Individually,
without the knowledge, Bo far as I could as-
certain, of any one connected with the
Senate. Of course, I make no complaint of
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that, but I think the least that could have
been done would have been to inform the
Senate authorities who had the allotting of
seats to thehe gentlemen, so that they would
know who was coming, and even if that
had not been the case, if the Premier had
not sent this ticket, none would have been
sent to that body at all. It is not necessary
for me to enlarge upon this subject. It ls
uqfortunate that It has occurred. My hon.
friend the Secretary of State knows the
difficulties whlch have presented themselves
to ail governments upon this unfortunate
question of precedence, but I will say, with-
out violating any secret of either govern-
ment, that when I was in London three
years ago, I had an interview with the
Colonial Secretary, Mr. Chamberlain, upon
this very question, and he frankly stated
that anything that Canada wanted in rea-
son in reference to the changing of the
order of precedence, the Colonial Depart-
ment would not object to. Then, he
pointed out that some little diffeulty had
arisen In the correspondence that had taken
place. I went to the Under Secretary, and
saw him In reference to that question, and
simply pointed out to him the fact that
there is no state church of Canada.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Every-
one Is upon a footing of equality, and ail
that we ask is that the Methodists, the
Baptists, or any other -body that has an
organization, should be treated upon a basis
of equality. No one denles that the older
churches should take precedence-at least i
do not, and I do not know that anybody
does. The question has been one of the
difficult matters with which we have had to
deal for the last ten or fitteen years, but
like many other questions In which the
Colonial Secretary and the home govern-
ment acquiesce In the demands which have
been made upon them by the government of
Canada, it stops there. You cannot get
them any further, and I thlnk I will show
that plainly when I come to deal with the
question of the Pacifie cable. This is an-
other Instance of it, and the sooner it la put
a stop to In a country like this, where ail
religious bodies stand on an equal footing
the better. I am quite willing to give prece-
dence to the older churches, but let all

have a place allotted to them no that they
will know where they stand.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-When my hon. friend
speaks about the older churches, I think he
might have a very flerce controversy upon
that subject, for there Is not likely to be an
.agreement upon that point. I may say that
I entirely agree with the view expressed bY
the hon. gentleman, that lu the opening of
parliament and our state functions, we
ought not to discriminate between the reli-
gious bodies of the country, that we have
no state church here, and we will presume
that lu that respect they all stand upon a
footing of equality ; that we are not here
an eccleslastical council to decide who 1s
right and who is wrong, and that being so,
we cannot distingulsh between them. My
hon. friend speaks about a matter that I
have heard. I remember reading In the
newspapers a paragraph relating to the
tact that the Rev. Dr. Carman and the Rev.
Dr. Rose, had not been invited to a seat
on the floor of this House as representative
men of the Methodist body. Whether any-
body should be represented here is a ques-
tion which might perhaps be consldered lu
the face of these controversies that have
arisen, but I may say that I have no doubt
whatever that the Minister of Militia ias
not undertaken to discriminate between the
different religions bodies of the country with
regard to military affairs. I am perfectly
sure that he has not undertaken to discriml-
nate against the Methodlst body. How the
difficulty has arlsen to whleb the hon. gen-
tleman from Calgary has referred, it is im-
possible for me to say, because I have
heard of it here from him for the first time.
The articles which he has read had escaped
my attention, and with regard to the course
pursued by my hon. friend opposite In this
House, I do not think we have made any
alterations or changes in the conditions of
things which exist at present of which he
complains. I think those conditions have
continued to exist since confederation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-SO far
as the order of precedence ls concerned, that
la so, because that was adopted by the
Colonial Office, but there are the other
diftleulties.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-As to the other matter,
I knew nothing about It. It was not brought
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to my attention, and my hon. friend admits
that Senator Cox, a prominent Methodist,
communicated with him. He did not com-
municate with me, and so far as I am con-
cerned, I knew nothing of these matters. I
supposed that they had all been settled at a
very early period of confederation, so far
as their rights to a seat on the floor of this
Chamber were concerned.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Only two bodies.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If that be so, if there
be the difficulties which my hon. friend bas
mentioned, that may be the reazon why the
matter should be taken up and the varlous
religious bodies of the country put upon a
footing of equality in the opening and clos-
Ing of parliament, and at other state fune-
tions. I think that In a country where you
have no established church that would be
very desirable, and that the very weakest
body ln the country ln that regard-because
It Is a personal and individual matter-
should not be put lu the position of Inferl-
ority, even to one that is very numerous
and very powerful.

THE BUBONIC PLAGUE.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Before
the Orders of the Day are called, I wish to
remind members of the government and of
this House of the fact that very early this
session I called attention to the necessity
of taking measures to prevent the bubonic
plague coming into Canada. I have read in
a paper to-day that a ship arrived from
Japan, one of the Japanese line, probably
offleered and commanded by Japanese offi-
cers, with a great many coolies on board.
and they were all huddled down ln the hold
ln the greatest dirt and filth Imaginable.
The ship had to be torn to pleces, so as to
cleanse it. The worst feature of It is that
within fifty miles of Canadian territory the
bubonic plague has been landed, on the
shore opposite Victoria. I hope the gbv-
ernment will take every possible means to
prevent this plague from coming in. The
Japs who have the plague may at any time
escape Into the Dominion, and Jf the disease
finds lodgment in the country, there is no
saying how far it may go. The govern-
ment should at once communicate with the
quarantine officers and leave nothing undone
that can be done to prevent the plague from
coming into the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend gave
notice of this inquiry at a very early period
of the session, and I received at the time,
and had ln my desk for several 'weeks here,
a report from the quarantine offleer, Dr.
Montizambert, and perhaps ln reply to my
hon. friend, I had better read It :

Ottawa, February 9th, 1900.
With regard to the presence of bubonic plague

in Japan, it will be within your recollection
that special precautions have been carried out
at the quarantine station ln British, Columbia
for the last three years, owing to the presence
of bubonic plague in the Orient. These pre-
cautions Include the bathing of the persons of
ail Chinese and Japanese steerage passengers
arriving at William Head, and the disinfection
of their clothing.

Since the outbreak of bubonic plague at Kobe,
i have communicated with the superintendent
of the steamship lines of the Canadian Pacillc
Railway Company, and have an assurance from
him that up to the latest advices to date of 6th
January, their vessels are not carrying steerage
passengers from that port.

There have been, by your authority, very
stringent special regulations issued for the pro-
tection of Canada from the threatening invasion
of this disease.

With regard to the question of the possibility
of the bringing In of the disease by the Im-
portation of silks, and fabrics of that kind, and
fruit, and the question as to whether it might
be necessary to stop the importation of all
kinds of products from Japan, and to stop im-
migration, I may say :

lst. With regard to immigration, that we have
protection from the facts partially recited
above ; from the fact that the steamship com-
panies, as a rule, for their own sakes, cease to
bring immigrants from a port which has been
declared infected ; that immigrants taken at
any port in the Orient, are subjected to medical
inspection, before being allowed to go on board ;
that the length of the voyage is greater than
the period of incubation of the disease. so that
when a vessel arrives at William Head without
any cases of plague having occurred on board,
the danger of any of the passengers declaring
It afterwards may be safely considered as past,
after our special quarantine inspection.

2nd. With regard to the question of cargoes,
in view of the facts that the possibility of the
conveying of plague by merchandise is stili un-
proven ; that the experience of the harmiess
importation of cargoes to this country, to the
United States, and to Great Briain, for years
past, from countries where plague has been
present, would seem against the theory of Its
possible importation by such means ; that such
knowledge as we have of the life history of the
bacillus of this disease confirms us In this
belief, I have not considered myself justined
in recommending you to cause any restriction
to the free acceptance of merchandise arriving
by healthy vessels.

With regard, however. to cargoes that may
arrive in vessels on board of which actual cases
of the disease have occurred. the special regu-
lattons which you have issued to your officers,
provide for the most stringent and complete dis-
infection of the cargo as well as of other parts
of the vessel.

F. MONTIZAMBERT, M.D., Edin., F.R.C.S.
Director General of Public Health.
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I think my hon. friend will see that proper
precautions have been taken to prevent the
introduction of the plague into this country.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I am sure
the House will feel gratified to hear that
very full and comprehensive report. The
urgency now is much more pressing. For-
tunately the ship lies some fifty miles from
Victoria. I shall communicate, myself, with
Dr. Montizambert, and give hlm this paper
with the report to show him how close the
plague is now to our shores.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill 41) 'An Act respecting the River St.
Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (48) 'An Act respecting the Montreal
and Ottawa Rallway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
MacInnes.)

Bill (33) 'An Act respecting the British
Columbia Southern Railway Compan.'-
(Hon. Mr. MacInnes.)

Bill (26) 'An Act respecting the Kaslo &
Lardo-Duncan Railway Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, March 15, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
0'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PACIFIC CABLE.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved:
1. That the establishment of a telegraph cable

across the Pacific to connect Canada with the
Australasian colonies bas long been regarded
as of high Importance to the empire ; it having
been recognized to be of Imperial importance
at the Colonial Conferences of 1887 and 1894,
atfirmed by an agreement between the home
government and the governments of Canada,
New South Wales, Victoria, Queensland, and
New Zealand, and ratlfied by the Canadian par-
liament last session ; this House therefore re-
grets that serlous delays have occurred in the
prosecution of the undertaking, manifestly
through the hostility of the Eastern Extension
Telegraph Company, which company Is now de-
manding concessions from the Australasian
colonies which, if granted, will imperil the nuc-
cess of the Pacifie cable.

2. That this House la of opinion that any fur-
ther delay in proceeding with the actual con-

struction of the undertaking would be inimical
to the interests of the empire, and strongly de-
precates granting any further concessions to the
Eastern Extension, or any other company.

3. That it is expedient ln granting permis-
sion hereafter to private companies to lay cables
between British possessions, It be on the ex-
press condition that the State may assume
ownershlp whenever ln the general public in-
terest it is advisable to do so.

He said : This motion, which has been
standing on the paper for some little time,
is one of very great importance, not only to
Canada as a portion of the empire, but to
the empire ltself. Since the motion was
placed uopn the paper, the question
has been so thoroughly discussed in the
House of Commons, and also before
the Confederation League that met a
few days ago, that I am relieved of
the responsibility and labour, to a very
great extent, of dealing with the subject
from what might be considered a colonial
or imperial standpoint. The imperial charac-
ter of the enterprise la so thoroughly under-
stood, and so completely appreciated by the
whole of the British Emipire, outside of the
Eastern Extension Telegraph Company, who
are directly and pecuniarily interested, that
to spend tire in elaborating the subject
would be altogether unnecessary. I have
deemed it expedient, therefore, to confine my-
self, as near as possible, to a discussion of
the enterprise from the time that the first
resolutions were passed, ln 1887, at the con-
ference which was held ln London. My rea-
son for doIng that is to point out to this
House and to the country the dilatoriness
with which the project has been treated
from the time I have mentioned, and to try
to point out why delay has taken place
from 1887 until the present period.
A study of the subject wIll convince
any one that that delay has been brought
about by an undue Influence on the part of
that great cable monopoly that exista ln
London at the present day, and that in ex-
posing that we shall accomplIsh, I hope, the
end we have In view, which Is the breaking
up of that monopoly and the establishment
of telegraphie communication around the
whole world touching no other portion of
the earth except that which 1s under the
British flag. In 1887, a conference was held
In England to consider trade relations be-
tween Great Britain and her colonies. At

that time the question of a Pacific cable be-
tween the Dominion of Canada and the



Australasian colonies, connecting with the these days can only be carrled on success-
Unes already existing, was brought under fulIy by means of cable communication be-
the consideration of that conference, and It tween different parts of the world. In ordef
is somewhat gratifying to know that the to Impress that Idea on the people of Ans-
resolution, passed at that time, was pro- tralia, the Dominion government decided
poseid by a Canadian. t6 send a delegate to those colonies for the

Sir Alexander Campbell and Mr. Sandford purpose of brlnging under the notice of the
Fleming were the delegates representing different Australasian governments the lm-
Canada at that conference. At that time portance of trade between these two portions
the Hon. Mr. Campbell, P.M.G., moved a of Her Majtsty's dominions, and also to
resolution affirming the necesslty of the bring under the notice o! these governmeits
Pacifie cable, which we are now consider- the necessity for cable communication ln
Ing. That resolution was passed unanimous- order to facilitate and build Up that trade
ly. It was then urged upon the Home ,gov- between the colonies that we hoped, ami SUR
ernment the necessity of having a hydro- hope, wll Inerease and multlply In volume.
graphic survey of the Pacifie Ocean made The Mlnlster of Trade and Commerce was
in order to ascertain whether, in view of selected to proceed to AuWtaia, and was
the distance between this continent and the accompanied by the then Mr. Sandford
first point at which the cable would touch Fleming, as his adviser. 1 may add this to
some island ln the Pacifie, and thence on the credit of Mr. Fleming, that hie mission
to Australia, the project was at all fea- and ail the work that he performed lu con-
sible. At that period of our history, it was nection with this enterprise, and bis jour-
also thought that the depth of the ocean ney from Canada to Australia, and from
would militate against an enterprise o! this Australia to England, where we deslred
klnd. However, experlence has tauglt us to breng under the notice o! the Iperal
that the depth o! the ocean le no barrier- government the very Important questions to
on the contrary, that when a cable l sunk! wht h I shal alude before I it down, wae
sufficlentiy deep, It le sa.fer and hasts longer, ail at bis own expense. He paid bis owfl
le less subjet to friction from the waves passage and bis nwn travelling expenses
tban It le ln shallow water. Tbe British tbroughout. 1 pay, this tribute to that gen-
government sent a vessel to make a survey tieman because many thought at the time,
of the ocean. However, It bad not been long wen he was taking so much Interest lu the
st iork untîl It was withdrswn, and, projet, that he was being pand for the
etrange to say, no one knew what the resuit work he was doing, whle, on the contrary,

bf that survey was-what the report of the he was paying for It out of hi own pocket.
officers was-until as late as 1894. Then a hter the Caiinadia government had decided
report was made, but that report was fot to send their Minister o! Trade and Com-
laid before the public so as to show the merce d Mr. Fleming, the Colonial Office
exact position in wbicb tbe question then was notified of the obect wi n the
stood as to the feaslbility of this scheme. Canadian government bad in vew lu send-
The matter. then remained lu abeyance until ing a deputatiOn to Australia, and notice
1893. Previous to that, however, Canada was cabed to the Colonial Office on the cot
had eubeidized a unne of steamers to run be- o! September, 1893, asking that department
tween the Dominion and the Australasian to render suCh assistance as was withn
colonies. That Uine o steamers had not been their power, to accompl h the object whieh
at wtrk very long until It was found that, theCanadien government had Lu view-tbat
ln oNlder to make It a suecesa, It was neees- le, the construction of the cable and the

ary to have telegraphe communications Incease o! trade between the two countries.
between Canada and Australa acrosn tbe The deputtion salled on September 17, only
Pacifie. There are many reasone which I a few day after the Colonial Office had
could give why that view wa taken, but it been notified Of the Intention and uee action
of unnecessary, H tink, it the present day to f the Cnadian governmet When 1 point
recite tbem, because the question bas been out to you, as I shal shortly, what occurred,
so thoroughly dsussed that there are ew it will not only surprise every member o
who bave pad any attention to the subjeo t the Senate, but, I thiuk, wll surprise every
that do not realize the act that trade lu one who as not studied the question; n-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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g documents te the different declared, ln seme of them, the Impractica-
ments in Australia, asking bility ef laylng the cable.
the Canadian delegation, ail There was aise a letter rem the late Sir
despatches whieh were sent John Pender, who wu president Of the East-
bject, namely, to frustrate ern Extension Telegraph Ce., as you al
might attempt te do. En knoW, he being etrongly eppesed ln every
lia, Mr. Fleming and myself respect te the construction of this cable. In
nollulu, the capital of the addition te that, whlle we were engaged in
ds, and, whIle there, we took these negetiations in Australla, strange te

investigate, as far as we $ay a positive agreement was entered into
ocuments and papers which between the Colonial Office and the Eastern
ach, and also the Admiralty Extension Ce., giving a menopoly te the
tain if there was not some company of landing privileges in Hong
Pacifie Ocean which could Keng untîl 1918, er 20 years, and a special

the purpose of a landing Provisien la in that agreement, as against
reak the great distance that Canada, but the Imperlal gevernment,
Ly occur, if the cable was reserve te thenselves the rlght te pur-

continent te Fanning 1s- chase ail the Interests that the Eaat-
British possession we ceould ern Extensien Company had ln that
locality. We found that telegraph plant. But what 1 desire more
island called Necker Island particuIariy te point eut te the 6enate la the
he flag of no nation had extraordinary tact, that whIle the Celenial

We then took steps te Office was in possession et the fact that
nce of this island under the Canada had subsldIzed a lnoe steamers te

Imperial government. I cuitivate trade between those two pertions
that ' en passant,' but shall e Her Majesty's dominions, and had sent

nore fully hereafter. On a delegation te Australla for the purpese
ney we at once seght Inter- de assisting in developig trade and for

e difforent governmonts et the purpose o having cable communication
e had an Interview.wlth the laid acroJ s the oceas between the two cou-

Lies government on the llth. tients, that they should have sont, at that
the Queensland govrrnment j very time, reports adverse te the whole
aber ; with the Vctoria goy- schemo, and, ln addition te that, entered Into
e SOth October, and wlth another agreement wlth that great mono-
t et Seuth Australia en poly, the Eastern Extension ompany, by
mber. At oach et these whicb Canada was speclally preciuded from
aret thîng that met us was andng a abloe any kpnd a e Hong Kong.

the ColonIl Office cen- We ean draw junt what inference wo please
dated the lbth September, trem that tact. Having got throgh that

ur days after the notification portion of our kluties we brought the atten-
govorument te thc Colonial ptien e the Autraian gorvernments to the

Let that a doputation was te neýessty e securIng possession, If possible,
istralia, and that despatch et Nepker Isiand, and I may say the Austra-

etters frCm the General Post han gevernments tfh y concurred o every-
:h July, 1893, and the report thng we d d ln that particular. We at
pher, et F'ebruary 2Sth, 1887, Once drafted a despatch, flot only te our
ere adverse te the laying et Own georment, but aise te the Imperial
w, the question arises, when gevernmsnt, urging upon them the neceitY
lce wss asked te assist, WhY et securlng the sendlng a rwar gihip and rais-
erse reperte sent Immedlateiy Ing the Brltesh flag on the Island Ths t r

i rne te reach therae before fu'ly brought out in the paper that ias the
lelegatien, cd te place the been laid before the wenate, and n retding
ertmeut u each of the niffer- a couple to paragrapa from that pr the
pey e aon c reports wheh Sonate win get a botter idea, and and fo
te tes plojct vnd whieh scinet erm, o the matter the w ek

173



[SENATE]

give, of what we did at that period. The that information through the same source,
writer goes on to say: and communicated it to the authorities In

Every inquiry at Honolulu, during the minis- Honolulu. However, 1 have given the House
ter's visit in 1893, having satisfied him and the these historical facts, which may be new
resident British Commissioner that Necker Is-
land was unclaimed by Hawaii or by any even to many people who take an interest In
power, a memorandum was sent to the British this projeet. The matter ended there and
government pointing out its singularly com-
manding geographical position for telegraphic the question then arose a to whether a cable
purposes, and as possibly it was of vital im- could be laid between British colonies and
portance to secure It as a landing station for
the Pacifto cable, it was strongly recommended Fanning Island, and successfully worked.
that it be immediately taken possession of in I may state, as a piece of informa>tion, that
the name of Her Majesty. The circumstances th ate as et whnr. Flmn
respecting the availability of Necker Island that abJection was met when Mr. Fleming
were, without loss of time, made known by the and I were in London In 1896, when we took
Minister of Trade and Commerce to the gov- means, through the kindness of Mr. Hos-
ernments of Canada, New South Wales, Vic- m
toria and Queensland. Each of these govern- mer to have that matter decided, tested the
ments was convinced of its great utility, and question by maintaining a direct connection
in October, 1893, sent instructions to their re-
spective High Commissioners or Agents Gen- between London and the terminus of their
eral in London to urge upon the home govern- Atlantic cable on this continent, and return-
ment the advisability of immediate action being
taken in securing possession of this unclaimed ed back to London without a break. That
isiet, for the purpose of making it a landing established beyond a doubt or peradventure
station for the Pacifie cable. The Australian
governments as well as the Canadian Minister that there was no dlfficulty whatever ln
of Trade and Commerce, having read the de- laying a cable from British Columbia to
spatches above mentioned, recently transmitted Fanning Island, and having it successfully
by the Colonial Office, were impressed with the
alleged impracticability of the Fanning Island worked, notwithstanding its distance. So
group, and looked upon the possession of Necker that In that respect we were enabled to meet
Island as vital. It was accordingly arranged
that I should proceed from Australia to London the objection, which I am glad to know has
with the special object of leaving nothing un- been verified since the time that we were
done to secure its possession. in England.

It is Mr. Fleming who wrote this despatch. The next step taken ln this connection
Mr. Fleming left Australia while I was in the was at the Colonial Conference held in
colony, and proceeded to England and laid Ottawa Jn 1894. That conference was com-
this important question fully before the Im- posed, as bon. gentlemen know, of repre-
perial government. The result was that a sentatives from ail the principal colonies,
gentleman was sent-it is not necessary for and further, by a representative from Eng-
me to mention names-from England to the land herself. That was the first time, In
Hawaiian Is'lands for the purpose of investi- the history of our country, that a colonial
gating this subject, and I may add that the government suggested a conference to con-
Canadian government sent Mr. Fleming to sider the question of trade between the dif-
ac'company him, meeting him in San Frands- ferent parts of the British Empire, and the
co, but, unfortunately for this country, some construction of a Pacific cable, and in addi-
people could not hold their tongues, and there tion to that to invite the Imperial author-
were people in Honolulu who let the cat ities to send a delegate to take part in its
out of the bag. The moment the president deliberations. I look upon that as an event
of the then Republic of Hawaii heard of it, worthy of mention, and one that wlll be
he at once despatched a warship of their censidered many years hence as an lmport-
own to Necker Island and holsted the Ha- ant incident in the history of our country.
wallan flag. Delay and talk caused the loss The Canadian government inaugurated that
of that Island to Great Britain, and for the conference of 1894. They lnvlted the Impe-
reasons which I have pointed out, I have no rial government te assist them ln comlug te
doubt at all but what, by some means or conclusions as to the best mode of cement-
other the Pender monopoly obtained the in- Ing the different portions of the empire to
formation, which they shou'd not have had, gether, and establishlng trade relations that
and probably the same influence whlch in-'did fot then exist; and at that meeting a
duced the Colonial Office to put the Austra- resolution was unanimeusîy passed, affirming
lhan government in possession of Information the Importance and the necessity of this
which would lead to the destruction of the cabie. They went further: they authorlzed
whole enterprise, if acted upon, obtalned by resolution the Canadian goverment te

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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advertise for tenders-they did not say to ing. As soon as they returned a Meeting
advertise, but to ascertain by every means was heM. Lord Seiborne, the Under Sec-
possible, the cost of construction and laying retary of the Colonies, was appointed chair-
of a cable of that kind, and its feasibility, man.
and whether it was probable that science H
had sufficiently advanced to overcome the
many difficulties which had existed years name of the hon. gentlemen who went away.
ago. The Minister of Trade and Commerce Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
at once advertised in the English papers Anstralasian delegates were Sir Saul Sam-
for tenders for the laying of a cable between uel, of New South Wales, and Mr. Giles, of
Canada, Fanning Island, and New Zealand, Victoria. The agent general for South Aus-
and the other Australasian colonies, asking traMa did not take part In the conferene
for tenders via Necker Island, and via for the reasons that South Australia Is larg-
Honolulu, and by Fanning Island. The result ely Interested, having invested a large
was that the very best cable manufacturers amount of money In the construction of
lu the world sent in tenders, offering to land Unes i conuection with the Eastern Ex-
construct and lay the cable for nearly half tension Company cable, and therefore the
a million of money less than it had been construction of suy other Une would be
contemplated a cable of the kind could by competition with their Une and would de-
any possibility be laid, and with a guarantee prive them 0< certain revenues. South Aus-
for two years of its successful working. tralia neyer gave any encouragement to tbe
Nothing further could be done by the Can- construction of this une. On the contrary,
adian government. Unfortunately there the Premier, Mr. K angston, pointed out to
the matter remalned In abeyance until 1896,1 me very frsuk]y : 'I.f we assist you ini cons-
nor did the Colonial Office take any active tructing this ne, we deprive our own ne
steps to accomplish the object wich the of business an deprive ourselves o revenue
passing of these resolutions had In view. from the working of our One. The holidays
I attribute that, ln a great measure, to the were about coming on then, and any one
sane Iufluence to which I have already whor knows anything about English people
alUuded-back door Influence, where Inform- kuows that they must flot be deprived of
ation was furnIshed when It should not have their holidays. It was suggested that our
been given. In 1896 the goverament of Sir aonference sould adjouru until some time
Charles Tupper, after he had formed bis in the fal. It was adjourned and we re-
administration, asked me to proceed to Eug- turned home. During my absence the gov-
land with Mr. Fleming as expert adviser, In ernment changed. I thought that the govern-
connection with Sir Donald Smith-now ment of the day would mueh prefer havng
Lord Strathcona-to meet representatives some gentleman to represent them on that
rom the colonies to consider this question. commission than myself. I was uot aware

Ater our arriva in Englud the Colonial of what their feelings were upon tbis sub-
Secretary appointed Sir Donald Smith and ject. I had no knowledge at that time of
mysef and a representative from each of what their poley would be, and for that rea-
the different Australasian colonies to meet, son I sent lu my resignation to Lord Sel-
n conference and discuss this question. We borne, and acquainted the Premier ho Can-
m'et, but, as in other cases, nothing was ada that had done so, giving My reasons.
doue. d nfortunately, it was at a perod T e Hon. Albert Jones, of Halifax, was ap-
whe the Imperal parliament was lu ses- polnted Lu my place. He sud Sir Donald
beeng I A conference had been arrsnged to Smith were the representatives from Ca-
Consrder a Telegraptrh code, which was to ada, assisted, as was the case whle I was
meet at Bu Pesth, and our Australasian there, by Mr. Fleming. That meeting re-
delegateM. Instead of remaining in London suted very much In the same Wy g th
to consider this great question whih affect-, conferene with whlh I had been connected.
ed them Infa-itely more than It does Csu-, They did, however, come to a declion uPO
ada, when we consîder the pecuniary Inter- this Important question s to state ownere
est they had involved, went off to Buda ship, and the construction of uois tie, but
Pesth and left Mr. Fleming ad myseif In strange at say, though ofis wsi l , the

London for three or tour weeks doug noth- report tf what they dld and the dechaon to
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which they came was never known to the onles. We all know that in enterprises ef
world until 1899. Here was another delay that kind there are large expenditures ln
of about three years. It was not long atter connection with what is called promotion.
that meeting, as early as May, 1899, that the There would be large loge lu the issuing
Colonial Office desired a change in the of bonds. No company can core on the
agreement to which they had cone is t, British market and put its bonda to the
state ownership, and desired to place them- &Mount of ten millions of dollars wlthout
selves in the position of an endorser .0 having to submit to a very great loe In the
extent of five-eighteenths of all possible loss sale of the bonds. It ls very questionable
that might occur from the working of the whether the money could be raised at les
cable, thereby divesting itself of any owner- than five or six per cent when we consider
ship directly or indirectly of the cable itself, ail the clrcumstances connected with the
go that If there was a loss in the working the issue o! the bonds. Every one knows that
British government was to be responsible debentures or bonds, lssued for a long
for five-eighteenths of that loss, only, the period of time, guaranteed by the Imperial
colonies were to assume the balance, and government, the Australasian governents
the colonies would thereby own the cable and the Canadian government, money can
instead of its being a joint ownership by be obtained at from two or three per cent at
Britain and her colonies. The Canadian most, and then the necessity for placing
government, I am glad to say, pro- sud charges upon the messages sent fron
tested most vigorously against any such this country to Australla and vice versa
departure from the terms of the agree- would not necessarily have to be so large
ment entered Into in 1896. After the as to pay a dlvldend to stockholders. Ail
protest by the Canadian government and by that the country could desire would be that
the British press against any departure from tle charge would be sufficiently higl to meet
that agreement, the Colonial Office asked lnterest upon the investments which had
for another conference, and the Hon. Mr. been made, and the commercial world
Tarte, who was then proceeding to England, would, under the circumstances, have re-
was appointed by his government to asso- ceived tle benefits arising from cheap
clate himself with Lord Strathcona, and he telegraphy, instead of having high rates
was accompanled by Mr. Fleming as expert placed upon h as Is at present by
adviser, to again meet the delegates of the the Eastern Extension Company In or-
different colonies and the Colonial Office, der to make large dividende for tle
for the purpose of protesting against any stockholders. We ail know If any one
change in the arrangement. Now, strange of us lad a hundred pounds stock lu any
to say, that meeting of delegates was held cable company we would want some return
on the fourth of July ; the Hon. Mr. Tarte from It; we know If the country lad a hum-
and Mr. Fleming did not arrive In London dred pounds o! stock, ai It would require
until the fifth of July, so that the delega- wonld be tohave aufficlent revenue to pay
tion which had been asked for, and sent by the lnterest of the Investment. 1 ar gIad
the Canadian government, had nothing to to know that ai this last meeting the con-
say or to do with any new arrangement ference did core to a decIsion. Abard o!
that might be come to. Lord Stratheona, conîrol was appoinied, composed o! the Eari
of course, was present, and I suppose they of Selborne, Under SecretarY of State for the
did not deem It advisable to delay any fur- Colonies, Sir Francis Mowati, permanent
ther, as the Colonial Office had receded from Secretary to the Treasury, Sir Geo. Her-
the position which they had last taken and bert Murray, Secretary to the Post Office,
had consented to carry out the original Lord Aberdeen, Lord Strathcona, Sfr jullan
agreement, that is of joint ownership. Salomans, Agent General for New South
Those who have considered the question will Wales, Hon. W. P. Reeves, Agent General
agree, I think, with the position assumed for New Zealand, and Sir Andrew Clarke,
by the Canadian delegates on behalf of! te agent General for Victoria, being.elght In
Canadian government from Its Inception up aIl. If I migît be permitîed to express an
to the present time, as to the advisability opinion, I thlnk It was a great error having so
and necessity of having the cable owned by large a board o! control. I thlnk one from
the joint ownership of Britain and her col- c o! tle colonies would have been quite

Hon. Sir MACKENZInw BOWELL.
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sufficient, I go f urther and say, in the ap- for telegraphie messages would be reduced
pointment to this board they should have trom about four and six to two and six at
had some expert, some scientific man, the outside from one of the colonies to an-
who knew exactly what was required other. Speaking of this lncidentaliy, Mr.
in order to push the enterprise to Fleming paid while in Australia for acable
completion. The first meeting of that of two words frem Sydney, New South
board of control was not held until Wales, to Canada, two pounds eleven shil-
December last. The work done is not yet lings and sixpence, of wbieh ten shillings
known. The board is to meet once a month. was for the privilege of registering bis naie
The country does not know what has been in a book so as to let the Telegraph Com-
done or what they intend to do in future, pany know, when they received a cabie trom
or when they intend to put this work under Canada, where to find hlm. Ai that was ne-
contract. I do not hesitate to say that If cessary to register was 'Sandford Fleming,
the action of the Canadian government had Australian Hotel,' but they would flt re-
been followed up vigorously in 1896, wei gister it until lie paid ten shillings for the
would have had that cable laid long ere this, privilege. I may add, the Canadian gover-
and at a saving in price of material in 1896, ment protested most vigorously against any
compared with present prices, of half a mil- change being made In tle terns of joint
lion dollars. But the dillydallying that has ownership and against any concession being
taken place-the difficulties which have been made to the Eastern Extension Telegraph
thrown In the way of the construction of this Company. This phase of the subjeet han
line by the influence to which I have al- been se ably commented upon by an English
ready called attention, bas been such as to paper, the Mail, that I take the liberty ot
almost destroy the enterprise. In wliat po- reading one or two extract trom It. The
sition does it now stand ? We find that London Mail says:
while this board of control bas been sitting The goveruxeut of New South Wales has
we know not what the resuits have been, wrîtten to the Colonial Office asking permission
but we know that the Eastern Extension to grant to the Eastern Telegraph Company a
Company bas had sufficient time given It coucession wbicl, lu the opinion of some of thedistinguished promoters, tbreateus the wbole
to begin its operations again in Australia lu project with somethiug very lie extinction!
order to prevent the success of the laying England, Canada, New South Wales, and the
ofther Australlan colonies concered were of tis ne.many partn<ers In the ali-Brltish Cable Scheme,

sud one of the cardinal aud elementary con-
Hon. Mr. MILLS-It has always been ditions of partnership must be that ah Im-

portant transactions shaîl be carried out be-
operating. fore ths eyes and wlth the acquiescence of ail

the partners. The action of New South Wales,
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was therefore, Is sufficiently surprising, but there

is somethIng else to tell that is more surprising
speaking of the Eastern Extension Com- sti. It is that the Colonial Office las granted
pany asking for favours and concessions the request

from the Australian colonies, which, if
given, would destroy to a very great ex- yet been veriflei. It was supposed at the
tent the success of the cable between time there was a despateh trom sore of the
Canada and Australasia. They have parties connected with tle Colonial Office
asked for concessions which, if grant- sayiug that they saw no objection to it. But
ed, would place them in possession and the protest of tle Englisl press, and the pro-
control of almost all the telegraphic facil-
ities that now exist in Australia. It must a

be remembered the Australian colonies own thon. Tle Mail continues
and work the telegraphic system in these co-
lonies, as a government work, and If they be-* Readers will cali to mmd the opposition
come a partner in this great enterprise which which was raised by the Eastern TelegrsPh

corne aCompany when there was brought forward the

we are endeavouring to carry out, their iu- idea o! linking together the great sea-sundered
terst would be to throw al the trade and Portions of the empire by au all-Britih cable-a telegraphic system which would assist Inter-
traffic over the Pacifie cable Une, being in- co trans-
terested pecuniarily In that lne, and more 1 acting its business unbampered bY private coxu-

its uarnteetha thechagespany rnopoly and high cable rates, and would
particularly In its guarantee that the charges fo h iavnaeensure freedom for ever sxo the adVsflt

12

177



[SENATE]

incidental to the fact of portions of a route
being in foreign territory. The promoters felt
that thil system would constitute another Im-
perial link binding what Mr. Kipling calls the
" stalwart sons " to the mother country.

But such a scheme, though good for the em-
pire, was against the private interests of the
huge monopoly known as the Eastern Telegraph
Company, and they-no blame, of course, to
them-went against it with aIl the subtle wis-
dom and widespread power or a great corpora-
tion defending its sources of profit.

Now, the land telegraph lines in Australia are
government lines belonging to tlte colonial
governments, and there are no private com-
panies Unes inland. So when a merchant or
banker or private citizen in Australia wants to
telegraph to England or elsewhere he bands
In his message to the government telegraphists,
who send it over the state wires to the coast
station of the Eastern Telegraph Company,
where it le passed on to them. The concession
which that shrewd corporation asked for was
the right to have land Une trade, so as to be
ln a position to transmit the cable ail the way
through themselves. This looks very innocent
in itself. But the serlous part of it is that the
Eastern Telegraph Company would then be able
to go to the bankers, the institutes, the large
merchants, and so on, and say, ' Now we can
take your cables direct, and will do It at a
cheap rate-say half-a-crown a word-for the
next ten years, and are willing to make a con-
tract with you on these terms.'

This would, of course, be perfectly honest
procedure on the part of the Eastern Telegraph
Company, and would be 'very fine business,'
too, no doubt ; but those who have the all-
British Cable Scheme at heart have heard of
this move, and are up ln arms against It.

Lord Strathcona, High Commissioner for Ca-
nada, bas sent a message across to his govern-
ment urging them to protest against any such
concession being granted, and some of the
other colonial representatives ln London have
acted similarly ln their own spheres. For they
belleve it would cut the ground from under the
Imperial project.

When parliament opens, the Colonial Office
will, perhaps, be called upon to explain why
it gave permission for the carrying out of a
movement which men like Lord Strathcona be-
lieve might deal a death-blow to a great Im-
perial project.

In that extract the House can see what
the effect -would be of making the conclusion
to which I have alluded to the Eastern Ex-
tension Company. I fit ln the Hansard re-
port of March lst, 1900, a question was put
by Mr. Casey in the House of Commons to
this effect :

Do the government know whether Sir Robert
G. W. Herbert le acting under Secretary of
Colonial Office ? If so, how long has he so
acted ? Do they know whether he bas acted
in any other official capacity ? If so, what and
when ? Do they know whether he is the same
Sir R. G. W. Herbert who appears, by the
directory of directors, to be a director of the
Eastern and Southern African Telegraph Com-
pany and chairman of the Telegraphic Con-
struction and Maintenance Company.

7Ye Prime Minister, Sir Wilfrid Laurier,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

The government have no officiai knowledge
upon this question, but I understand that Sir
R. G. W. Herbert bas been superannuated, but
he was recalled a few days ago to take the
place of some gentleman who ls Ill. I am in-
formed that he le the same gentleman who
appeared as a director of the Eastern and
Southern Telegraph Company.

Now, Sir Robert G. W. Herbert is chair-
man, and has been chairman of the Cable
Construction Company and a director of the
Eastern and Southern African Telegraph
Company. You ail know what a construction
company means. It is a company usually
composed of the directors of an enterprise.
The directors contracting with the company,
which is themselves, for the laying of the
cable or the construction of any work. So
that when a cable Is laid by the company,
they receive ail the benefits and profits from
the construction of it, paid for out of the
funds of the company of which they are di-
rectors. Is it unfair to draw the inference

that this gentleman, holding that Important
position, has been throwing-and perhaps

this is a serious charge to make--difficulties
ln the way of accomplishing that which the
colonies, and apparently the Colonial Office,
have had in view ? The Outlook, a very im-
portant paper published in London, does not
hesitate to say distinctly and positively that
that ls the case, and from what came under
my own observation, I thlnk it le just as
well to speak p'lainly upon this question.

Hon. Mr SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.-From
what came under my own observation, I am

strongly impressed with the conviction that
the difficulties have arisen from the pecun-
iary loss which these gentlemen, who are

large stockholders, would suffer If this line
was constructed, and therefore they have

thrown, directly and indirectly, as many
obstacles as possible in the way of its con-
struction. The Outlook does not hesltate to
express that opinion, and very freely. It ls
a short extract and it is worth putting upon
record. The Outlook says:

It is matter of universal consent that. for
ail our superb fleet and strong places at home
and abroad, the defence of the empire is in-
secure for lack of an all-British system of
cables linking the Mother Country and her de-
pendencies each to ail. We need nothing more
urgently than a system of sub-marine cables,
as inaccessible to the enemy as the deep sea
and protected stations on British soli, served
exclusively by British subjects, can make them.
The chief reasons why, in face of awakened
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public opinion, such a manifest need has not rection now, but my Impression ls that he
been provided for Is because of the opposition w h f tht artent ln 1893,
of the Pender Cable Trust, who, for the de- was a. the ead o ta deparm
fence of their monopoly, have enlisted-and when I was in Australia, but whether that
this is the point-the services as Directors of be true or not, If he were there, and con-
those of Her Majesty's servants-some pe-e
sioned and some on the active list-who have sidering the interest he bas ln the Constru£b-
knowledge of, and Influence in, the administra- tion Company and ln the Extension Com-
tive departments of the government. It 13
Idie to deny that \in this fact we make a close pany, I could then understand how It ls that
approach to what Is mest pernicious in the me- the Australlan government were furnished
thods of the American trusts. with reports and letters adverse to the

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear. whole scheme. If he were not there, some
other influence was brought to bear, but

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That is during the sickness of the Under Secretary,
plain language, and it is not plainer, I thlnk, the gentleman to whom the Minister of
than the parties who have taken so active Justice refers, was called back, and Is at
a. part in endeavouring to frustrate our enter- the head of that department now, and has
prise deserved. This idea that I have been been for some time, certainly during the
endeavouring to impress upon the ouse a difficulties which I have pointed out that
strongly brought out ln the report made have arisen in connection with the carrying
by the Postmaster General, who bas control out of the scheme and since the present
of the coast telegraphie department at Bris- government have been in power. I have
bane, in Queensland. On the 1st of Febru- .pointed out the different stages ln connection
ary he made this report to his government, a with this enterprise, and the delays which
short extract from which I will read, bear- have occurred. I am glad to know, however,
Ing particularly upon the point which I have that the Imperial government have become
been endeavouring to elucidate. The Post- alive to the necessity of having an aUl-British
master General of Queensland eays : communication around the whole world, and

It is to be regretted that the vexatious delays since the House assembled to-day, I have
which have taken place have afforded the com- had put ln my possession another document
pany so many opportunities for the exercise of
its insidious influence upon the government, whleh I have not been able to peruse as care-
the press and the public. Early in 1895, and fully as I should lke, but I ar gratlfied to
soon after the Ottawa Conference, Queensland
was urged to undertake the laying of the cable
upon her own responsibility. Had she done so, different conferences wblcb were held ln
the work could have been carried out at .little no
more than half the estimated cost of the cable
now, and most of the difficulties which have the later conferences atter my resiguation,
taken place would have been solved. t ol,". ý - hiif in h e

That section of the report of the Post-
master General of Queensland beurs out to
the letter the point I have been endeavouring
to make of the undue Influence which bas
been brought to bear by Interested parties
against the construction of this cable.

Hon. 'Mr. MILLS-I think my hon. friend
will aee that Mr. Herbert's return to the
Colonial Office, has been very reent Indeed,
and eince the illness of Mr. Wyndham. Is It
not a fact that these difficulties arose before
bis return, which would indicate that there
must have been Influence from some other
parties as well?

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-I thank
the bon. minister for calling attention to
that tact. Robert Herbert wa an employee,
a very Important one, ln the 'Colonial Office
before he was pensioned. I speak under cor-

12J

report to bis chief, Mr. Chamberlain, bas
stated, the absolute necessity of setting at
deflance, even at this late date, that baneful
influence by which they have been surround-

ed, of the Eastern Extension Company.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Canada's loyalty forced
them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-1 thinx
there is a great deal in what my hon. friend
says. The steps which have been taken by
Canada in assaisting to maintain the sover-
eignty and power of Great Britain in other
parts of the world, bas led the Imperlal
government to the conclusion that If th
desire to retain the affection of her people
outoide of England, and in the (olonies, ahe
bas got to accede to some of the requests
which they make, particularly' when these
requesta are ln the Interests of the empire
herseIlf.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It las
been said that this cable -would not pay. It
has been stated that the Canadian people
have taken the position they have assumed
on account of the profits they expect to
derive from the project. That is but one
of the objects which British subjects in
this country have had in view in dealing
with this question. They have had also the
greater and more important object in view,
namely the cementing and unification of the
empire to the greatest possible extent, and
they came to the conclusion years ago, and
feel more strongly than ever to-day, that the
best way to accomplish that object is to
unite them by the electrie spark, so tiat we
can communicate with every part of the
empire, when it is necessary to maintain
the power and Influence of Great Britain
over the world. I have been able to read
but a few paragraphs of this reply of Ear
Selborne's to thé Eastern Extension Co.'s
demand for delay in the construction of this
line, I will read two paragraphs. I trankly
confess I have not read the whole of It,
but one or two paragraphs struck me so
forcibly that I thought, in the discussion or
this question, more particularly as 1 in-
tended to take strong grounds against what
I conceive to be the undue influence that
has been at work, to place on record at tie
same time the admirable language and un-
answerable position assumed by Lord Sel-
borne at this moment, owing to the stand
Canada bas been taken in this hour of trial
in the mother country. The paragraph I am
about to read is in answer to the charge
that Canada was advocating this scheme
exclusively ln her commercial interests.
Lord Selborne says:

Mr. Chamberlain is net aware that it has been
stated by any responsible person in the colonies,
and it has certainly net been urged by Her
Majesty's government, that the cable is prima-
rily required to facilitate telegraphic communi-
cation between Canada and Australia.

That is admirably put, because it places
Canada and the Australasian Colonies in
the position of true patriots desiring to

accomplish a great object at their own ex-

pense and risk, independent of the commer-

clal advantages which we derive therefrom,

belleving it to be In the interests of the em-

pire. Paragraph 9 reads:
It will certainly have that effect. and on that

account alone, as a measure tending to bring

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

these parts of Her Majesty's dominions into
closer touch and more intimate relations with
each other it would deserve the sympathy of Her
Majesty's governnent. The smallness of the
number of messages passing between Australia
and Canada instead of being an argument against
the project is in fact strong reason why Her
Majesty's government should do what is in their
power to facilitate and stimulate its growth.
with a tariff as high as 6s. te 6s. 3 d. a word, the
small amount of the present traffic can occasion
no surprise, and, in view of the rapid develop-
ment which is taking place in Western Canada
a large immediate increase may confidently be
anticipated as scon as messages can be sent at
the much lower rate which the Pacific cable
will render possible, and, of course, a similar
development of the traffic with the United States
may be looked for.

And the 10th paragraph which says:
Though the establishment of the proposed

cable will have the effect of -bringing Canada
and Australla nearer together, it is primarily as
supplying a link in a telegraphie system con-
necting this country with its possessions in
Avstralia that the project must be judged. and
as providing an alternative route wholly under
British control to those possessions, and also,
in case of emergency te the East.

There are many other paragraphs in this
connection which I might read, but with
whIch I will not trouble the House. I throw
out the suggestion that in the publication of
the document whiclh bas been laid before

parliament, this and one or two other diS-

patches which this book contains should be
published with thei, in order that we may

know that the British government, through
Its Colonial Secretary and through Lord Sel-
borne, the chairman of these different
conferences, have at last some to the con-
clusion that it is absolutely necessary, not

not only in the interests of Canada. but in

the interests of the empire itself, thîat they

should act in accord witlh the outlying por-

tions of the empire, making themn an indi-

visible portion of the empire itseif, and that
they shall no longer be looked upon as

children under age, or as colonies. I have

occupied more time than I intended to occu-
py in dealing with this matter, but it is a
subject which I have deeply at heart. 1
repeat the language of the Postmaster
General at the League yesterday. At tirst
when I took up this question I looked upon
it as a dream, a fancy, but the more you con-
sider it, the more you admire the empire to
which you belong, the more strongly yoU
will be convinced of the necessity of some-
thing which will link together every portion
of the British Empire, not only for defensive

purposes, but for the commercial prosper-
Ity Of the country. We have eprned that
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trade does net, in these days, follows the flag
-that while the flag, wherever it tiloats,
reaches a portion of the world where trade
may be carried on, you require the electric
telegraph in order to take advantage of the
markets from tme to time, that le if you de-
sire to build up trade between any portions
of the empire. I hope no delay will occur
in earrying out this project. It will cost
more now than it would have cost live or
six years ago but with the Board of Contro!
in England, with the feeling which now
prevails in the empire, in the Colonial Office
and the Colonies, the work should be put
under construction at once and pushed to
completion. It ls all very well for the Aus-
tralian people to say now, atter having en-
tered into that compact, the Eastern Ex-
tension Co. have offered a reduction of rates'
but there la this provision in the contract,
they are te be reduced In proportion to
the increase of trade. That was in the
old contract, but as soon as they found
they could net give a sufficient divi-
dend te the stockholders, they ceased to
give the advantages unless other conces-
sions were made, and so it will be In
thtis case if the Australian colonies are
foolish enough to grant them these con-
cessions. There is just one other point.
The marvel to me has been, and it must De
to every one who has considered the question
that colonies like those of Australasia, wilch
have been suffering so severely under the
charges made by the existing telegraph
company, should hesitate one moment to
push forward an enterprise which would
save them millions of pounds In a very
few years. There must have been some
influence brought to bear which should
not have existed, and which the peo-
ple of Australia should have resented
the moment they found these obstructions
thrown in the way of this ca.ble project. 1
must say this in defence of the Australasian
governments, speaking from experience
with them, that whenever we pointed out
the evil and oppressive influences of the
Eastern Extension Cable Co. and the neces-
sity for having a competing line via the
American Continent, they acquiesced at
once, and in no case, except South Australia,
to which I have already calle:i attention, 15
there any other feeling than an earnest
desire to have this Une constructed; but for

some reason or other, as soon as you are
beyond the influences which are brought to
bear, something stood in the way and mat-
ters have remained as I have pointed out
since 1887, and everything has been kept In
abeyance. Let us hope that that is ended·
I notice by a cable just received from Eng-
land that they are acting energetically ln
this matter now. If there ever was a ques-
tion in whieh all parties, Liberai and Con-
servatives, have united completei it la this
question of the maintenance of $ritlsb su-
premacy throughout the whole world, and
more particularly uniting the 4iWerent col-
onies and outlying portions of the empire
with the mother country. £4et us hope that
that feeling wili continue. We may thank
to a great extent-I only repeat what was
said here a few' days ago-President Kruger
for the present condition of affairs in tiS
country. I am glad to know that the at-
vance of the British arms at this moment
has raised the flag ln the capital of the
Orange Free State, and we may reasonabiy
hope that it will soon float over Pretoria;
and that the tyrant Kruger will soon be
placed in the position whIch men who tram-
ple on the liberties of the people shoult
occupy.

Hon. Mr. POWER : It is a very hard
thing to venture to differ from the senti-
ments expressed by the hon. leader of the
opposition. I cannot say that I differ from
the sentiments altogether, but I do say tMat
I cannot follow his resolution. The resolu-
tion which the hon. gentleman bas submit-
ted for the approval of the House is con-
tained in three paragraphs. They are :

1. That the establishment of a telegraph cable
across the Pacifie to connect Canada with the
Australasian Colonies has long been regarded as
n high importance to the empire; this House
therefore regrets, that serious delays have OC-
curred ln the prosecution of the undertaking,
manifestly through the hostility of the Eastern
Extension Telegraph Company, which Company
is now demanding concession from the Austral-
asian Colonies which, If granted, will imperil
the success of the Pacifi Cable.

2. That this House ls of opinion that any fur-
ther delay ln proceeding with the actual con-
struction of the undertaking would be inimical
to the Interests of the empire, and strongly
deprecates granting any further concessions to
the Eastern Extension, or any other company.

3. That it is expedient in granting permission
hereafter to private companiles to lay cables be-
tween British possessions, it be on the express
condition that the Ste may assme ownership
whenever ln the general publie interest it la
advisable te do so.
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In that third paragraph I mont cordially
concur. Thaît provision bas been insertea
in the case of the Singapore and Hong-Kong
Cable, and I think It ls most desirable that
the Imperial government, in dealing with any
company, should insert a provision of that
sort in the contract. As to the other two
paragraphs, there may be some difference of
opinion. Let us see what we have done.
This parliament passed last year an Act,
chapter three of the Acta of 189, under-
taking to bear a certain proportion of the
eost of this Pacific Cable. The tthid sec-
tion of the Act of last year says:

The Governor in Council is hereby authorized
on behalf of Canada to guarantee payment of
five-elghteenths of the said total principal of the
said debentures, limited as aforesaid, and of in-
terest as aforesaid on the five-eighteenths.

Hon. gentlemen will observe that Canada
does not simply guarantee payment of
five-elghteenths of the interest, but gua-
rantees the paymett of flve-eighteenths of
the principal as well. That ls a provision
which we do not find in Acta relating to
any private iindertaking. It wlU be remem-
bered this Act was passed in this House
last year with very little discussion. The
Secretary of State lntroduced the measure,
and It was supported by the hon. leader of
the opposition, I did not at that time sym-
pathise with the measure, and I took the
liberty of expressing a certain measure of
dissent. I find that I used this language :

The measure before the House is an Indication
of the strength of the Imperialistie ides at the
present time. I do not think that any one will
pretend that Canada is directly and materially
interested In this cable scheme to the extent of
the interest which she has undertaken to pay.
The general feeling throughout the country bas
been, and the feeling is well founded, that while
Australasia and England are very greatly in-
terested, the interest of Canada Is a compara-
tively subsidiary one.

At the close I spoke of the policy of this
Act and said :

It may or may not t>e wise, but it showd how"
strong the feeling In faveur of imperial unity is
in Canada. and goes far to remove any reproach
that may have b32.i attenipted to be cast on this
country for her action In connection with Im-
perial Iefence and other questions.

The position of affairs bas somewhat
changed since last year. There had been a
disposition In Canada, as well as elsewhere,
to belittle the interest which the Dominion
had manifested in Imperial affairs, but since
we parted here last year, that reproach, if
it bad any foundation (which I do not think

Hon. Mr. POWER.

it had) bas been entirely removed, and we
stand in a somewhat different position from
what we did then. The entire scheme, la
practically not only a scheme for a cable
from Canada to Australia, but for an all-
British cable around the world starting from
Vancouver, going to Australia, from Aus-
tralia to Natal, and then coming across the
Atlantic again to Canada and Bermuda.
That la a very captivating scheme. There
la a fine Imperialistic air about it which la
calculated to take the fancy of any loyal
subjeet, and I might say that I should very
much like to see that system of cables com-
pleted. As far as Canada la concerned, un-
doubtedly a great deal of the credit of hav-
ing got things to the position [n which they
are la due to the hon. gentleman who bas
just addressed the House. That bon. gente-
man went into the advocacy of this scheme
with an energy and perseverance which he
always shows in any undertaking into which
he goes, provided he thinks the undertaking
is a good one. I trust he does not go into any
undertaking which he does not think la good.
Although the hon. gentleman took hold of
this scheme and fought in its favour to the
best of his ability, I think the gentleman to
whom we are really indebted for the scheme
is Sir Sandford Fleming.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEIJr-Hear,
hear; I readily admit that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Sir Sandford Fleming
deserves a great deal of praise for his efforts
in connection with this scheme. His Idea is
that there should be this system of all-British
cables around the world, and he bas given,
without money and without price, a great
deal of his time and labour to briiig forward
the project and have it accepted by the Can-
adian government and by the Imperial gov-
ernment. Considering all the circumastances,
his example conveys a very important lesson
to other people who have wealth. leisure and
ability.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The usual course in the
case of ,gentlemen of Sir Sandford's posi-
tion is that he should retire from Canada
and go and live on an estate in Scotland, or
somewbere else, and not bother his head
materially about Canada afterwards ; but he
has acted differently. This Is not the only
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important Canadian enterprise with which sents itself Is this : la Canada inter-
he has been connected. We should, however, ested in this matter to such an extent as
look at the proposition itself, and should not to justify her in assuming the liability for
be too much influenced by the person with this large expenditure ? Whbe we should
whom the plan originates, or those who aIl like to see a system of all-Brtsh cables,
favour it. I was at the meeting of the British I do not think it is the duty of the Canadial
Empire League as a spectator,-the meeting 'parliament to look atter Imperal Interests
to which the bon. leader of the opposition bas In places outside the limits of Canada. It
referred-and I found there that the leader is the duty of the Canadian parliament, I
of the opposition in the other House, and
the Postmaster General vere equally vigor-
ous and emphatic In their support of this
scheme ; and consequently It requires a
good deal of audacity-I may use almost as
strong language as that-for a private mem-
ber of the House to rise and say he ventures
to differ from leaders on both sides of poli-
tics. It would be easier and pleasanter
to go with the tide, but I feel that a men-
ber of this House, or of the House of Com-
mons, has a duty to look at the measures
which come before parliament from a dif-
ferent standpoint. He should look at them
from the point of view of a member of
parliament ; and a member of parliament
Is, I take it, in a certain sense a trustee
for the people, and it is his duty when any
scheme which involves a heavy expendi-
ture is before parliament, to consider whe-
ther the country is likely to get reason-
able value for the expenditure. Parlia-

think, to help' to govern this Dominion of
Canada under the British North America
Act to the best of our knowledge and ability.
It Is not our duty to protect the interests
of the empire in Australasia, in Africa and
in other places. Of course, when the empire
is attacked, then we are all part of the same
empire, It is our duty to help to defend it ;
but in a matter of business like this, such
a matter as an ocean cable, I do not think it
Is. our duty, unless very grave reasons are
shown for our doing so, to undertake res-
ponsibilities outside of our own country. As
to Canadian business, to be served by the
Pacifie cable there does not seem to be, on
the face of it, very much. I have been
fortunate enough to get a copy of the cor-
respondence which the hon. gentleman has
read from, and I find this statement, which
is not contradicted anywhere. It came out
in an examination before a committee which
met in London.

ment Is not a philanthropic institution. It
Is not altogether a patriotie institution : t Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Hear,
ls not an eleemosynary institution. It is hear.
a patriotie Institution in the best sense, but! Hon. Mr POWER-It has not been contra-
it Is a business institution also ; and L
have never been able to see, for my part,
where Canada was to get value for the ex-

penditure involved by this scheme. We

commit ourselves to an expenditure in round
figures of two millions three hundred and
sixty thousand dollars.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is ail.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That Is a good deal
for what we are getting. We are asked, as
I say, to guarantee the payment of the
principal sum of $2,300,000 and the inter-
est, and the probabilities are, the conclu-
sion which I draw from a perusal of the
correspondence before parliament Is that we
shall have to pay -the money, as in most
cases where governments guarantee they
have to pay. The first question that pre-

dicted by anybody. It wil. be found on page
seven :

The all-British Pacifie cable Is stated to be
required, primarily, to facilitate telegraphic com-
munication between Australia and Canada, and,
secondarily, the Australian g*vernment expects
indirectly, to obtain by it a reduction of the
cable charges.

The total Australasian cable traffie was report-
ed by the committee to be about 1,860,000 words
per annum.

Now, the only evidence laid before the Com-
mittee with regard to the cable traffic between
Canada and Australia was that in September,
1896, the number of messages exchanged be-
tween the two countries was thirty-ive. This,
at an average of thirteen words to a message,
would represent 5,460 words per annum, which,
at the present tariff of about 6s 3d. per word,
wouid amount to 1,706 pounds per anKium. For
ths trifning traffi, it i6 proposed that the Im-
perial government should give a guarantee Of
20,000 pounds a year, and the Canadia gover-
ment even urges the Imperial goveramefit to
provide a capital sum of roundly, 500,000 pounds
and proposes itself to expend a similar amount.

That Is the amount of the business.

183



[SENATE]

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-WilIl
the hon. gentleman kindly inform the Senate'
who the writer of that la ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-It comes from the
Eastern Exteision Company.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Oh!

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is answered by paragraph eight of Earl Sel-
borne's despatch.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I shall be very glad
to read that paragraph of Lord Selborne's
despatch. The hon. gentleman quoted a par-
araph from Lord Selborne's letter to the
Eastern Extension Telegraph Company, witl
respect to that particular potnt, and the
ground taken by Lord Selborne was that
the fact that so little cable business had
been done between Canada and Australia
was a ground for supposing that there was
a great necessity for the cable. It does not
strike me that way ; but I shall read to you
what Lord TweedAle, the chairman of the
Eastern Extension Company said in reply to
that. I direct the hon. gentleman's atten-
tion to paragraph 8 :

It certainly had not occurred to me until I
read the ninth paragraph of Your Lordship's
letter that the smallness of the numiber of mes-
sages passing between Canada and Australasia
could be used by any one as an argument in
favour of incurring large capital outlay upon a
Pacific cable. If this were so, it would logically
follow that if there were no trafic the necessity
for such a cable would be still greater.

And that is what I think would strike any
ordlnary observer. We know that while
there is a certain amount of business be-
tween Canada and Australia, the amount
is not large ; and although it may increase
gradually, it is not likely at any early date
to become very great. On page 7, from
whieh I quoted before, this letter goes on to
say :

The Australasian traffie with the United States,
according to the same evidence niay amount to
about 100,000 words per annum: but even this,
which is only about 5 per cent of the Austral-
asian traffc, is in Itself wholly inadequate to
justify the laying of a Pacifde cable.

I think, as a matter of business, that is
correct. Our business does not require that
we should expend so very large a sum of
money for the purpose of having this cable.
But, then It has been urged by the hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, and I have heard it urged by
other people and I have seen it urged in the
press, and I think it is referred to in the

Hon. Mr. POWER.

correspondence, that the cable vould be a
very important thing in case of war. it is
very easy to over-estima;te the value of a
Pacifie cable in case of war. If we could
take the whole of the British Navy and
use it to police that Pacific cable,
then it might be a very important
thing. But everybody knows how, during
the recent war between the United States
and Spain, cables were cut with very
littie diffieulty, and unless a very large pro-
portion of the British Navy was employed
in policing that Pacinie cable, it would be
eut within a very short time after war hai
begun, if a war took place with Russia, or
Germany, or France, or the United States.
Of course if we had a war with a country
like the Transvaal Republie, which has no
navy, then the cable could not be meddled
with, but that Is an Improbable case. What
is happening now is not likely to happen
again. I may mention that that despatch
of Lord Selborne's was dated 10th of July,
1899. W e have later correspondence than
that, to which I think it well to direct the
attention of the louse, and I find it amongst
the correspondence recently laid on the table.
On the 26th of February, 1900, the Premier
of Canada cables to Lord Strathcona, the
Dominion Agent General, that the Premier
of New Zealand has cabled that the govern-
ment of New South Wales has definitely
decided to accede to the Eastern Extension
Company's terms, and he adds 'Please com-
municate to Colonial Secretary.' Sir Wilfrid
Laurier cables to the Premier of Victoria
objecting to this arrangement being matie.
In fact, Sir Wilfrid Laurier telegraphed to
all the Australlan governments urging them
not to come into this arrangement, and 1
shall read one despatch whieh was sent on
the 20th of February :

Canadian governient consider granting term-
inal facilities ta Eastern Extension, even when
Pacifie cable laid will seriously prejudice financial
prospects and impair usefulness of Pacifie cable
scheme. Proposed concession material altera-
tion of corditions under which government
formed Pacifie cable partnership and may en-
danger scheme. Hope no change without consent
of every partner.

And Sir Wilfrid telegraphed in the same
way to the Premier of New South Wales.
The premier of Victoria telegraphed to the
effect that Victoria proposed to give terminal
facilities only when the Pacifie cable was
completed. Sir Wilfrid Laurier had suggest-
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ed that the company be not allowed to lay
a cable which woUld compote with the Pa-
cific cable, and the Premier of Victoria said
ln reply to that :

Suggested monopoly for Pacific cable both
novel and untenable.

I trust that the House will permit me tO
read another despateh. These despatches, I
may mention, are not arranged exactly in
chronological order. The last of these des-
patches is one from the Premier of New
South Wales dated Sydney, 2nd of March.

Eastern -Extension proposals seems some mis-
apprehension. We are ready and anxious to
carry out our undertaking regarding Pacific
cable ; admitted all sides this cannot be com-
pleted for three years, probably more. Meantime
Eastern Extension offer lin mediate reduction our
rates to four shillings or about 16 per cent, and
by sliding scale coming three years to two shil-
lings and 6 pence as business increases: also lay
cable Cape, at Adelaide and then reduce present
excessive cape rates from 7 shillings and 3 pence
to two shillings and 6 pence word. No conces-
sion asked for or given until Pacifie cable com-
pleted: they want direct offices so as to compete
on equal terms, anq ln meantime any reduction
whatever to remain until Pacific cable laid. Our
present agreement terminates April 30, and if
no fresh one made, company can instead of re-
ducing rates, increase thei up to 8 shillings
a word.

That is the position, hon. gentlemen, as far
as we can ascertain. New South Wales
and Victoria, as well as Southern and West-
ern Australia, have agreed to the ternis pro-
posed-at least they have come to terms with
the Eastern Extension Telegraph Company
under which the company is to lay a cable
fromn South Africa, I think by the Mauritius
to Western Australia, where It is to connect
with the land Unes owned by the govern-
ments of the Australian colonies. The rates
are to be reduced Immediately from four
shillings and nine pence a word to four shil-
lings a word, and ultimately to two shillings
and sixpence a word.

Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL. And other
reductions- in proportion to the increase of
trade. Give them credit for ail of It.

Hon. Mr. POWER. Yes. It appears, hon.
gentlemen, that nearly all theAustralian
colonies, the colonies who are mWst directly
interested in -the matter, are satistied witl
the ternis offered by the Eastern Extension
Company ; and I really do not see why Can-
ada, which has very slight direct business
interest ln the matter, should undertake to
dLctate ,to these other colonies how they are

to manage their own business. That ls the
way the thing strikes me. If they find It
suits them better to make these terms
and come to these arrangements, why
should we interfere ? As intimated last year,
Canada has almost no interest-I mean no
practical (business interest, in this scheme
for a Pacific cable ; and she is just the only
country which bas been urging the scheme
all along. In the first place, England was in-
different. The correspondence shows that
at the beginning the English government did
not care about it at all, and in some of the
recent despatches, Mr. Chamberlain says
there is no hurry. The Australasian Colo-
nies, which one would suppose would be
most vitally lnterested, have not been very
active. It is Canada, which bas no speclal
direct interest in the matter, which bas
been urging it, and which has been push-
ing and urging the governments of the other
countries into action. One of the arugments
which was used before this, net so much
just now, but whieh le still used in favour
of our going Into this scheme was the de-
sirability of an all-British cable to Austra-
lia, but the correspondence shows that that
object bas been attained. The Eastern Ex-
tension Company are contracting with the
governments of Victoria, New South Wales,
Western Australia and Southern Australla
to lay a cable which shall be all-British, from
Dur'ban to Western Australia, so that one
of the objects which we had in view bas been
attained without our spendiug any money.
The other argument in favour of this
scheme was based on the excessive rates
which were charged on despatches to and
from Australia. Those rates have been re-
duced somewhat already, and under the
agreement being made between the Eastern
Extension 'Company and the Australian gov-
ernments, they would çbe still further re-
duced. Looking at the very emalq. interest
which Canada has in the mater, I think that
we should be satisfied if the colonies which
are largely interested are satislled. The
correspondence which ls before us Shows
that both arguments which were used on be-
half of this scheme, some months ago,
are now non-existent. As I intlmated, this
inacter, in my humble judgment, does not

come properly withIn the purvlew of the
Dominion parliament at all. It is not our
business to 'undertake to controi the destinies
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of the whole empire. We have a sufficiently le, that they should be revised every ten
large territory. years. I know before hon. gentlemen op-

Hon.,Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-We are posite went out of power they had made
Hon. bi r Mpe . Barrangements to have them revised. I re-

a big people. gret that the finances of the country are not
.Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes we are. We have able to stand that strain-that is, we want

a sufficiently large territory and sufficiently to spend this money on cables and we have
large interests committed to our care without nlot got it to spend for our own wants. The
any mistake or peradventure, and these 1 better way would be to let the cable slide
thInk will give us occupation enough, and and spend the money at home. It occurs
If we have money that we wish to spend, to me that if there le money for these pur-
we can certainly find many deserving objecte poses I should like, as one humble member
in our own country. There are a great many of this House, to see the statutory increases
matters which come under the juriediction paid to all the civil servante who deserve
of this parliament and of the government them. I do not know how many do not
of this country, for whlch the funds do not deserve them, but I observe that the in-
seem to be forthcoming. If application 1e creases are not going to ail. I am nar-
made to the govergment or to parliament, row minded and low toned enough to
for funds, we are given to understand prefer to see these men get the statutory
that they are not forthcoming. I do increases rather than to see the money. paid
not propose to speak of my own province, for a Pacific cable. I do not say that the
but we could spend that $2,360,000 down money should be spent for ail these objects.

there to great a4rantage if the government I am not committing myself to that, but I
could only see their way clear to allowing: say that these objecte come properly within

us to do it. We have railways to build and the purview of this parliament. They are,
public buildings to erect, and numerous other I think, meritorlous objecte, and If the gev-
things to do. But, without going to Nova erninent feel they have not nioney for these
Sceotia, there are a number of things which objecte, they ought also to feel that they
apparently cannot be done as it le, and to have not money for the Pacific cable. I dis-
which a portion at any rate of this large approve of thie expenditure because it le
sum might be more profitably devoted than going outside of our proper ephere, to begin
to the unnecessary Pacifie cable. In the with, and under the recent offers made by
first place, there ls needed here in Ottawa, the Eastern Extension Company te the Aus-
in this Washington of the North, a sultable talian governments, the thing le not neces-
building to accommodate our very valuable eary. We will have the all-Britisi cable te
geological collection, a collection which îi Australia without spending ail this money
now in a place where it le very liable to be in the Pacific Ocean, and then we wouid get
destroyed by fire, and a collection which, If no adequate return for the oney that we
once destroyed, can neyer be repaced. spent. st was fet a year ago that the ex-

penditure wae necessary t show some im-
Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If we have money to
spare for purposes outside the country, we
ought to be able to erect a suitable building
to contain this very valuable collection.
The library of parliament Is ln need of ad-
ditional accommodation.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Books have to be
stowed in all sorts of out-of-the way places.
In my humble judgment, there le need of
an appropriation for a revision of the sta-
tutes. These statutes have not been re-
vlsed now for fourteen years, and the gen-
eral impression amongst professional men

Hon. Mr. POWER.

perlai spirit. I think hon. gentlemen that
we have shown the Imperial spirit since in
the very best and most admirable way, and
it le not necessary for that purpose. I am
aware that I have taken what is here and
now a rather unpopular line ; but I have
acted according to the dictates of my own
judgment and conscience.

Hon. Mr. écCALLUM-It 1s not a common
thing for the hon. senior member for Hal-
ifax to favour a monopoly. It 1e the first
time that I have ever heard him express
himself in favour of a big monopoly. It ls
not pretended that there le any Immediate
benefit to come to this country ln the shape,
of direct cash. It will not pay at the start ;
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I know that many hon. gentlemen were op- ernment to an article which appeared in the
posed to the building of the Canadian Pa- Globe a few days ago and which was reco-
cifie Railway. They said it would not pay; pied in the Calgary Herald, respecting the
that it' was against the interests of the Do- Do.ukhobors who were said to be in a starv-
minion. They said it would not pay enough ing condition in the North-west. This is not
to buy the oil to lubricate the wheels, but a laughing matter and it le my duty to bring
to-day the stock is at par, and I have no it before the government.
doubt that Pacific cable in the course of time Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. f riend le li-
will turn out the same way.

port!Ing this matter into the middle of a dis-
Hon. Sir MACKEN7IE BOWELL--Hear, cussion.

hear.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY-But I want the money

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Supposing we are spent In supporting these people, and not in
out of pocket at the start, it will eventually laying the Pacifie cable just now. Whether I
bring us a return, if not in direct cash, it am out of order or not, this le an important
will be a benefit In some other way. It le matter and I am going to call the attention
desirable that we should have communica- of the government to it, and ask the leader
tion with all parts of the British empire. My ef the government here to eal the attention
hon. friend says that the cable will be cut in of the Minister of the Interior to the matter
time of war, but if they cut It we will repair and ascertain if the paragraph Is true. It
it. My hon. friend spoke of the water being Is quoted as comIng from the Globe, and pro-
very deep on the route that the cable would bably there may be some truth in it, be-
take. So much the better; It will be harder cause they would not receive a report of
to eut. They cannot get et the table If it le men starving to death unless there was some
in very deep water. I am surprised at my foundation for it.
hon. friend, the senior member for Hall-
fax, because it le the firet time since I have Hon. Mr. MILLS-What le the date?
been In parliament that I have heard that Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The Calgary Herald
hon. gentleman favouring anything like a of the 10th March, but it le copied f rom the
monopoly. Toronto Globe.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am not advocating a Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then the article in the
monopoly. Globe would be very much earlier.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The Eastern 'Ex-
tension Cable Company are a monopoly and
they are using their influence to try and kil
this undertaking, and certainly they want a
monopoly. Of course the hon. gentleman
has a right to say what he thinks and ad-
vocate whatever lie pleases. I cannot find
fault with that, but I have a right to cri-
ticise his actions anc. say what -I think of
them. I have read all the correspondence
that has taken place from the time that this
was first proposed to this day, and I have
always been in favour of it, not because I
considered It would pay us in gold, but be-
cause we would derive benefits in other
ways.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I do not intend to
make a speech on this question. We have
heard two very able arguments, and also an
explanation of the matter by the hon. gentle-
man who proposed the motion, and the hon.
gentleman who has answered hie remarks,
but I desire to call the attention of the gov-

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I am sure that hon.
members of this House w!l be very much
astonished, and I am also astonlshed when
[ say that I agree with a great deal that
has been said by my hon. colleague the
senior member for Halifax. I could not be-
lieve it when I heard the statement made by
the hon. Knight from Belleville that a Colo-
nial Secretary, an important person in the
Colonial Office, could influence a man like
Mr. Chamberlain. That, to my mInd, le an
impossibility. I think if he influenced hin,
that Mr. Chamberlain muet have had the
opinion before the Secretary endeavoured to
impress It upon hie mind. What the hon.
senior member for Halifax said about the
usefulness of a cable in case of war ls quite
apparent. I do not think that the British

could protect the cable In the Pacifle Ocean
from Vancouver to Australia.

We all know how the cables are eut In war

time. The hon. member pointed out what

revenue may 'be effected by taking the re-
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venues already derived by established com-
panies. Lord Selborne's argument was that
if the revenue was small, It was all the more
necessary that a cable should be laid. Jt
puts me lu mind of a story about the Duke
of Buckingham in the timne of Charles IL. in
one of Dryden's plays. He says : ' My
valit is great. it is so simall.' The il>uke of
ickinghai saii then > it shoulil be greafter

vere there nîone at all.' Mr. Fleming de-

ence to the Pacifie cable. There were two
reasons why Canada entered on the project.
One was the commercial one. We were de-
veloping trade wlth Australia. We hal sub-
sidized a line of steamers there. We were
developing a trade wlth China and Japan.
That trade, as every one knows who bas
followed the question, is Increasing year by
year. No one can possibly doubt that the
colnsiruîction of a cable to Australia, and Ihe

serves great credit for the trouble lie has extension to Hong 1-ong and up to the
taken about this, at his own expense and coast cities of China and Japan, would have
without reward of any kind political or enormously increased that trade.
otherwise. Other persons lnterested in this
enterprise have not worked at their own Ion. Mr. POWER. The Eastern Exten-
expense. As I said before, I do not think the sien Company have a monopoly at Hong
cable will pay, because the Eastern Exten- Kong.

sion Company will now take our messages Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think we can get pow-
to Australla, and I do not think there is any er enough to break up the monopoly If we
advantage to be derived from the sum of have this cable laid.
money which will be investeld in this cable. Hon. Mr. ALMON-Japan is not yet under
There is not a fact laid before this House to the British government.
show that the prNect will pay. We know
those companies never do pay, and therefore Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is a clause

I think it will entail a great loss to this in the contract by which the East-

country. If we want cables there is one ern Extension monopoly can be ended.

needed to connect Sable Island with the At ail events, our messages would

mainland. Wrecks often occur there, and in not be discriminated against, and so

the absence of cable communication great it cannot be called an Impediment In

loss may occur. When I had the honour of the development of the trade whiche Ca-

being a member of the House of Commons, nada can seize by having cable communica-

I brought up the necessity of such a cable. tion with Australia and the east ; but the

Then, again, we want a large sum of money real moving impulse that Canada bad in

for other purposes. Whien we have no cabe furthering the construction of the Pacific

to Sable Island I do not think we should cable was the national one, In order that

go to this expense for a cable across the ail parts of the empire might be united by
Pacific. We are told that this mysterlous a caNle. That is of the fIrst importance.

Eastern Extension Company is supposed to We all know very well that if England be-

Influence the British government, but I do caie entangled wlth any country lu Europe

not believe they can. I must apologize to my 1i war, how easy it would be to cut off lier

hon. friends, from many of whom, no doubt, connection with India, Australla and all lier

I differ, and while I do not often agree with eastern possessions, making It absolutely

the senior member for Halifax, I f eel it is impossible to have any communication.

my duty to act in concert withli him in this Hon. Mr. POWER-Would it not be just
instance. as easy in the case of this cable ?

Hou. Mr. SCOTT-I am rather surprised Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, because the cable I
at the tur the debate bas taken, after the have spoken of passes through the Mediter-
unanimity that prevalled throughout the ranean and the Red Sea and, in many places,
press and among the public men of Canada can be easily broken in a night. It is differ-
on this sublject of the Pacifie cable. The ent where it is carried over our own terri-
Ac t of-aat session did not really receive any tory, and at ail events, as observed by the
material opposition in either branch of par- lion. leader of the opposition, once it gets
Dament. I do not propose to dwell on the into the deep waters of the Pacifie It Is per-
reasons why wehould suatain and maintain fectly safe. We always have a fleet along
the position we have already taken In refer- our coast in the Pacifie, and Australia

Hon. Mr. ALMON.
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herself has a fleet on lier own coast,
so that the Pacifie cable would be safer
than in any other part of the globe,
and certaInly no more glorious heritage
could be given to those who come after us
than to have a cable couuecting all those big
red patches on the world. There is going to
be a large section of South Africa which

for two years, and that is where the Pacifie
cable was first maimed-where the first at-
tempt was made to strangle It, In the con-
cealment of a report which has not a 111e
which should not have been made public the
very day after it was signed. It is found at
page 32 of the blue book. It Is a practical re-
view of the whole subject, the route and the

wiql be British when the Orange Free State cost, based on actual tenders. Parties were
and the Transvaal are really self-governing willing to build the cable for the sums men-
colonies, with the liberties and possibilities i tioned. There are calculations of the num-
that we in Canada enjoy, when the Boers ber of words per day that were expected and
will rejoice over the Union Jack, far more what each section of the empire was to bear.
than they have rejoieed over their own If my hon. friend for Halifax had only ex-
standard. I desire to expres my approval amined that report, lie would have seen that
of the attitude taken by my hon. friend the burden on Canada would be infinitesimal.
opposite in the sharp criticism lie lias felt Being a state owned cable, the cost would
proper to express in reference to the ob- be reduced by the issue of bonds which at
stacles that have intervened in the con- that time would not have borne more than
struction of this work. He has given us a between two and three quarters per cent,
very interesting history of it. In 1887 It and three per cent at the outslde ; certainly
was first conceived. That is 13 years ago some business would accrue from It. Then,
now. It got, however, its greatest stimulus the Australian business would be an enorm-
when the meeting of delegatea took place in ous item, so large that we find the Eastern
this Chanber in 18104. It is Canada's duty Extension Company wiiling to lay a cable
now to take a prominent position in refer- without any subsidy, If they are permitted
ence to this whole cable controversy, because to connect their submarine Qable with the
It was delegated to Canada at the meeting local land une. They rcgarded it as so valu-
of ail the representatives from the Austra- able a franchise that they were wil g to
lian colonies, England being represented by
a distinguished nobleman, here In this
(Chamber. It was delegated to Canada
to take the leading part in the cable
agitation. Hon. gentlemen may have for-
gotten it, but a resolution was passed which
-rystallized tht idea into forni. It w-as a
legacy left to us by ail parts of the empire
that we were to take the foremost part In
this agitation and carry It out. The next
important step was the meeting that took
place la London la the latter part of 1896,
under the presidency of Lord Selborne, and
the report on which appears In one of the
blue books, dated January, 1897. That report
dealt with the practIcal side of the question.
It gave the cost of the cable, the recelpts and
expenses, and practIcally defined what each
section of the empire would have to pay. It
was a regular business prospectus which
was Issued. Now, unfortunately, that report
signed by Lord Selborne and by the
Canadian and Australlan delegates, was
pigeon-hdled in the Colonial Office. It was
put In what is called the confidential file,
and was not allowed to see the light of day

lay the -cable, without subsidy, from Natal
to Australia and connect with all the land
lines of Victoria and New South Wales,
glving the very best possible proof that it
was a paying project, so that the cost need
not lbe urged as an argument against the
construction of the cable. The suppression
of that report is really what embarrassed
the whole situation, because during those
two years the Eastern Extension was quietly
occupying the ground which belonged to the
Canadian Pacific cable, and were making
terms with the Australian colonies. They
were offering them, I will not say bribes, but
sucli advantageous proposals that It became
alnost impossible to resist. Had this
report been made public at the time
and acted upon, as no doubt it would,
lad it been given to the public, the
Eastern Extension Company would not
have had the opportunity of maklig the
proposition it did to New South Wales and
Victoria. That is exactly what we have to

meet now. Until within the last three
months the Colonial Ofee did not really
rise to the importance of this cable connec-
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tion. Influences were at work. We know the opposition to which I have referred,
very well that the under-secretarles in the for a time defeated the project. The
varions departments of Great Britain are last communications received over the wire
men who hold distingulshed positions and have been that New South Wales and Vic-
have very great Influence-positions which torla have been requested to stand by the
give them very great power, and there lias agreement that they made with Canada and
been a very great sense of delicacy in the Queensland and the other parts of the em-
last six months lu the men of Canada cri- pire. 'No doubt, to them now it would be a
tilcising the source from which this opposi- very great sacrifice, because they were
tion has come. I have felt, myself, for a offered free communication. They are now
long time that it was due to ourselves that called upon to set aside terns that were
we should expose the various sources from immensely valuable to them, because they
which all this opposition bas arisen. I do were off ered a reduction of rates to satisfy
not hesitate to say my hon. friend opposite them, and ail that the Eastern Extension
accurately places It ; the facts are so strong Company desired in returu was to be per-
that there is no evading the conclusion that mitted to make connection with the state-
It is ail due to one individual. I have taken owned lines In Australia. And they agreed
a great deal of interest in this question for upon a reduction of rates. Now, in conse-
a number of years. I have been sorry to see quence of the position that the enterprise
it balked fron time to time, and I have tak- has got into, it becomes necessary to ask
en occasion to know where the balking came them to make that sacrifice. I have no
from, and it Is only since Canada has taken doubt they wlll. I have no doult the pre-
such a prominent position in the war In 'sent las been an opportune perlod to bring
South Africa that the British public are be- out that Imperial feeling both In New South
ginning to trace out the causes which have, Wales and Victoria that wiIl rise to the i-
led to this postponement of the cable pro- portance of thls subject. The financial loss
ject. Already, as hon. gentlemen will see, «'wlll be only for a Urne, because I have no
gentlelen in the British House of Commons doult whatever that in the near ture the
have been following up this inquiry, and ,>acîflc cable wIl1 be a paying enterprise. It
have, within the last two weeks put ques- is rather unfortunate, however, that It là
tions on the paper occasionally, asking Mr. belng delayed, because the cost of material
Chamberlain the cause of the delay. The lias Irnensely Increased-probably a third,
facts will come out that have been suppress- or perhaps nearly haft, more than it was.
ed too long. It would have been much bet- That, coupled with the fact that we lost
ter had they been exposed six months ago. the opportunlty of securing Neckar Island,
Sir Edward Sassoon took up this question which also was due, no doubt, te under-
in an address delivered before the Liverpool hand Influences, wIll tend to Increase the
Chamber of Commerce three or four months cost.
ago. He,went fully into the whole question
and brought forth the important fact that Hon. Mr. POWER-OPen-routh Influence.
before Great Britain purchased the tele- Hon. Mr. SCOTT-MY hon. friend opposite
graph lines within the United Kingdom the explalned that nu one kfows exactly how it
British people were paying a very much arose. Lt was one ot those questions that
larger sum than they are paying now. To- ought to have been covered by confidential
day the rate throughout the whole Unlted letters, but It was made public In sore way
Kingdom Is a cent a word. For ten cents or other, and our action was anticipated. I
you can send a message to any part of it. hope the tire le coming when this long-
That le In consequence of the state having taiked-of project wll have overcome ah the
acquired the telegraph system, and no dificulties which have uftervened, and I ar
doubt it is a mere matter of time wben the sure that nu proposition bas been made In
telegraph systems throughout the world recent years that will bind the empire more
will be owned by the different coun- c]osely together than a state-owned cable
tries. canada has been taking the lead round the world, touchlng ail parts o! the
in reference to ocean cables, and we emDire.
all must regret very much Indeed that The motion was agreed to, on a division.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.
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PROTECTION OF RIVIERE DU SUD.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :
What was the total cost of the works per-

formed for the protection of the Rivière du Sud,
in the parish of St. Thomas, county of Mont-
magny ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I bave recelved some
replies to the questions which the hon.
gentleman bas put on the paper, since I
came to the House, but this la not among
them. I shall have to ask him to let this
one stand.

THE MONTMAGNY POST OFFICE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
What was the total cost of the post office at

Montmagny, the cost of the ground and of the
buildings thereon, and the extra works required
for the adaptation of those buildings to the pur-
poses for which they were bought ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I shall have to give the
hon. gentleman the same answer to that as
to the other. I mlght say to my hon. friend,
the answers which have been sent are ln
reply to other questions, and I shall have to
ask him to let this question stand.

PENITENTIARY BINDER TWINE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired of the gov-
ernment:

About how many pounds of binder twine will
be manufactured under the government manage-
ment in the Kingston penitentiary, or at other
points, and if any for sale this year ? Also,
how the government propose to dispose of the
said twine ?

Hon. Mr. MILIL-The amount that will
be manufactured between this and August
1, the period for which tenders will be
sought, wIll be about 350 tons.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I understood there
was a notice, the other day, that the gov-
ernment would dispose of this twine at
wholesale rates to farmers who milght wish
to purchase.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Up to March 20.

Hon. Mr. PERLIEY-Will the hon. gentle-
man explain how that ls to be done? I
might apply for some.

Hon. Mr. MILI8-I have not the value
that is put on the twine. We seil twine

under car-load lots at one rate. We seli it
ln car-load lots at a rate of a half a cent a
pound lower, and at 50-ton lots, half a cent
lower than that.. The smaller lots, of
course, give a little more work, and we
charge what is sufficient to enable us to
meet the wishes of those who desire to buy
in small quantities.

THE CASE OF LIEUT.-COL. WHITE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL rose to
Call the attention of the government to the

following letter which has been published in
different newspapers of the Dominion, and will
inquire whether the statements therein made
are true and correctly stated -

Department of Militia and Defence,
Ottawa, February 1, 1900.

Sir,-In reply to your letter of the 20th ult.,
I am directed by the Major General Command-
ing to inform you that your name was removed
from the list of officers to undergo the staff
course at the Royal Military College, Kingston,
by the honourable minister, on the ground that
you have of late taken some active part in poli-
tics on behaf of the opposition.

I have the honour to be,
Your obedient servant,

H. FOSTER, Colonel,
Chief Staff Officer.

To Lieut.-Col. White,
Guelph, Ont.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The answer is a bald
negative. The minister never knew the
letter was written.

BINDER TWINE AND BARBED WIRE
COMBINE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired:
If the government are going to take any stops

towards breaking up the combine on binder
twine and barbed wire in Canada, by putting a
protective duty on them, or otherwise ?

Hon. Mr. -MILLS-I am not aware that
there is any intention of puting a duty on
either binder twine or barbed wire with
a view to breaking up a monopoly. S0 far
as binder twine is concerned, we do not
admit there la a monopoly. In my opinion
there ls not. In answer to the various re-
presentations that have beu made, i the
communlcation that I submted to the
House a few days ago, I bave made it PSr-
fectly clear that there ia no monolY with
regard to binder twile. I have received the
prices at which bidder twige is sold by ail
the wholesale dealfls 1n the country, the



Deering Co., the Plymouth Co., the Brant- through the Institution, and so their pollcy
ford Co., and by ourselves, and it will be bas been to deal wlth retail men. 1 have
found that the prices at which that twine discussed the whole subjeet in the commu-
was disposed of last year varied from five nication whleh 1 have submitted to the
and a hait to seven and a half cents, and House, and my hon. frlend wIlI find infor-
that the avearge price of the binder twine mation on that subjeet whidh wiil, I think,
in ail the departments from which details show conclusively that there is Do such
were sent to me, showed the average price thing as a combinalion. The truth is that
was six and a half cents a pound. It is the wholesale dealers part with the article
perfectly clear there is no such thing as a at a very moderate figure, but those who
combine in that matter. The retail dealers hold it, of course, get what they eau for It,
buy the twine with the expectation of selling and if they are obiigcd te carry a certain
at some profit. It happened last year tha t quantity of it over, and take that risk, It
after the sales had been made by whole- deteriorates in value. The oh dries Out, and
sale men, the price of raw material nearly it runs very badly off the reel, and it is not
doubled-I do not know but it actually passed easily through the needie, and bas
doubled-in value, and the retailers who had less value. It is one of the articles you must
purchased twine and were obliged to hold deal in while it is new and tresh If you ex-
It for some time before the consumers called pect to give satisfaction.
for It, asked an increased price and did pre-
cisely what others do ln business-they got Hon. Mr. PERLEY-What can I buy a
as much as they could for the article in ton of it for now at the Kingston Peniten-
which they traded. My hon. friend will tiary ? It is open for sale up to March
see we have always sold after August 10 to
persons who might desire it. After that, Hon. Mr. MILLS-That depcnds upon the
however, very few people required it, ex- quality
cept those who have to bind corn stalks
and for some very late crops which they Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The best they bave
wish to tie up, and also those who are en- i got
gaged in manufacturing lath and articles
of that sort, who buy the twine for the Hon. Mr. MILLS-If it is in small quan-
purpose of binding it. Except this, there tities it will be fourteen cents. The raw
is not much sold until very much later in material costs us neariy that. The price is
the season. I have made some inquiry with cight and a hait to fourteen cents. We
regard to sales in United States institutions have sold as small a quantity as fitteen
as well as our own, and the experience there pounds.
has been that there is no such thing as a
sale to the farmers direct. For instance,
the Minnesota Prison Manufacturing Com-
pany produces about five times what we do Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.
-about 2,500 tons a year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is that SARY 0V IIAItB0UR-MA-TER AT
MONTMAGNY.a Company ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is by a board that is
appointed for the purpose. They manufac-
ture about 2,500 tons. They have been ln
the practice of reserving about 175 tons for
sale to farmers direct, except last year,
when It was supposed there was going to
be a shortage, and there was a very great
deal of excitement in the country, and they
have never been able to sell 75 tons out of
the 2,500 to farmers who had ordered

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
What is the name of the present harbour-

master of the harbour of Montmagny ? What is
his salary ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Louis D. Dion Is har-
bour-master. He Is allowed $200 per an-
num of fees during the calendar year. The
collections for the season endIng Dec. 31
amounted to $71.
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SALARY OF WHARFINGER AT MONT-
MAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:

What is the name of the present wharfinger
at Montmagny ? What is bis salary ? What
bas been the amount collected, and how much
has been paid into the governrnent for rates
collected for the use of the wharf from April to
December, 1898 ? How much collected and how
much paid in to the government for the cor-
responding period in 1899 ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The present wharfinger
at Montnagny is Louis Dion. His salary is
twenty-five per cent of his collections. Then
as to the question what have been bis col-
lections and bow much bas been paid to
the government for the rates collected, the
answer is, nothing. As to the further ques-
tion, bow much collected and how much
paid in to the government during the corre-
sponding period in 1899, the answer is,
' Amount collected, $6.72 ; amount paid to
the department, $5.04.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Can the
bon. gentleman tell me when this system of
paying officers 25 per cent was adopted ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot tell my hon.
friend.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (No. 18) 'An Act to amend the Domin-
1on Lands Act.'--(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

THE CASE OF LIEUT.-COL. WHITE.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In view
of the remark made by the hon. Secretary
of State just now in reference to my query,
or in reference to the notice which I in-
tended to call the attention of the govern-
ment to, I shall ask him to-morrow what
action bas been taken towards bringing Mr.
Foster, Colonel, Colonial Chief Staff Offleer,
to account for telling what my bon. friend
says Is a falsehood. The hon. gentleman
can inquire in the meantirme.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Let It stand tIll Mon-
day, as Dr. Borden is out of town at
present.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Very
well.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottaica, March 16, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

GRANT IN AID OF AGRICULTURE IN
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY Inquired
If there is a probability of there being any

increase in the supplementary estimîates to the
grant in aid of agriculture in the North-west
T err itories?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am unable to answer
ny lion. friend's question at the present
tine. The bon. gentleman knows it is a
well-established rule that where a matter
bas not been stated in the estimates brougbt
down to parlianment. it is not given to either
House In advance, and I may say that I
cannot give my bon. friend the information
he wishes on that subject until the question
of the supplementary estimates comes to be
considered.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to
Ask the government if they assume to have

any power or right of influence in respect to
the section of country a railroad shall be built
which they subsidize by land grant or other-
wise?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know that I
precisely apprehend the question.

lon. 'Mr. PERLEY-I will explain ir. Sup-
posing that the government grant a subsidy
to a company to build a railroad from one
end of this building to the other, would they
have power to direct whether it should come
round by this side of the House or the other
side ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If the government make
it a condition of granting a charter that the
road shall be located as it is directed In
the terms of the charter, the company would
undoubtedly be bound by it.

ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE GRAIN

TRADE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired:
How many persons constitute the royal com-

mission to inquire into the grain trade of Mani-
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toba 'and the North-west Territories and the
mode of shipinent of grain through fiat ware-
houses and elevators ? Also, who they are and
where tbey reside when at home? How much
salary per day do they receive each, and the
date on which they commenced to draw salary?
How iany Lays' service have they been paid
for up to date? Also, how nany clerks have

2. That the Hon. Senator David MacKeen, of
Halifax, a Conservative, draws for mileage
$192.60, and that Hon. Senator Almon, Conserva-
tive, draws for mileage $192.60, whereas the Libe-
ral member for Halifax, Dr. Russell, draws but
$175, as shown by the Auditor General's Report,
1897-8?

3. What expianation can the governmxent give?
they assisting them. and what remuneration do
they individually recelve, and who are they ? As I said before, the object of these ques-Also, do the commission and staff get hotel and
travelling expenses in addition to salary? tions is apparent to everybody. For myself,

Hon. Mr. MILLS--The answers to the six I may say that I am almost ignorant of the

inquiries of the hon. gentleman are as foi regulation regarding the way in which mile-
is f 1. e Four commissonter. 2Te ate age fees are paid. I have been here three

lows : 1. Four commissioners. 2. he as or four years, and I think when I came tirst
Judge Senkier, of St. Catharines, wlio was, the question was put to me by which route
succeeded as chairman of the commission by 1t e , u nw t me b wich rout
Justice Richards, of Winnipeg ; W. F. Sirett. I came, and I remember answering. As a
of Glendale. Manitoba ; William LoLOn, rule I have always corne around by Boston.

of Pipestone, Manitoba ; and Charles C. I remember last year and the year before I

Castle, of Foxton, Manitoba. 3. The chair- said to the gentleman who acts as pay-

man is paid $25 a day ; and the other com-mee
missioners $10 a day. The practice is to told me he did not think I

pay commissioners from the date on which the basis of that route. I

they leave their ordinary avocations to per- not-I do not expect it, n
form their duties as commissioners ; and it.' The mileage, whatever

as only in the case of the late Judge Senkler was regulated by him, and

has an account been rendered, it is impos- sert that last year I said

sible to state the date from which the other about it. This year I came

commissioners will commence to draw pay. ton. I have said nothing

Jugie Senkler's services commenced on the neither do I intend to. I

12th October, 1899. 4. No payments have
yet been made. 5. Mr. Charles N. Bell, of
Winnipeg, was appointed secretary to the
commission at a salary of $10 a day. Meni-
bers of the Hansard staff reported the evi-
dence. The government is not at present.
aware as to whether further clerical assist-
ance was secured by the commissioners. b.
The commissioners and staff received hotel
and travelling expenses, in accordance with
the practice which las always obtained.

MILEAGE OF SENATORS.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Hon. Mr. MacKEEN-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I desire to direct the at-
tention of hon. gentlemen to a question that
has appeared on the Order paper of the!
louse of Commons, which, I presume, Is,

intended more or less to reflect discredit on

some hon. members of this House. The
notice is given by Mr. Dechene, and reads'

as follows
1. Is the government aware that the late Hon.

Senator Temple, of Fredericton, N.B., a Con-
servative, drew for mileage $162.40, whereas
Hon. Senator David Wark, also of Fredericton,
but a Liberal, draws but $116?

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

could be paid on
said ' certainly

ither so I wlsh
it amounted to,

I am safe to as-
nothing to him
by way
to him
suppos4e

of Bos-
so far,
1 sa11

take whatever lie gives me wthout flueS-

tion. So far I have had no mnoney " Lat-

ever fron him. The amounit here in-
volved is $17.60. but the notice of in-
quiry about the alleged irregularity is in-
tended, no doubt, to make a point against
a political opponent. That is very clear,
but if this gentleman, in his zeal for the
public service. would inquire a little fur-
ther and examine the Auditor General's
Report, perhaps lie would find there were
payments made to gentlemen not Liberal-
Conservatives, which might reflect against
them the same as this is lntended to reflect
against me and others. If there is any ir-
regularity in the payment to me, I am ready
to make it good. I have no need, and no in-
tention of asking for anything beyond what
ls my right. I should be very sorry to do
so. It is unnecessary-it is too small a sum.
Were it larger, there miglit be some use In
It, but it Is rather insulting to be accused of
trying to fleece the government out of $17.
It is unfortunate that there should be a re-
gulation which Is liable to misunderstand-
ing. That, however, is none of my busi-
ness ; I do not know what the regulations
are. So far as I am concerned, I took no
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more and no less than what was offered me
by the paymaster.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (46) 'An Act respecting the Canada
and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Company.'
-(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (22) 'An Act respecting the Niagara
Grand Island Bridge Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
MacInnes.)

Bill (44) 'An Act respecting the Canada
Southern Bridge Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer.)

the buildings thereor, and the extra works re-
quired for the adapta tion of those buildings to
the purpose for whic à they were bought ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The cost of the land
and buildings was $5,000. The cost of the

alterations, fittings and furniture was $2,-
494.75.

PURCHASE OF TOWN HALL AT MONT-
MAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:

What amount of money was paid by the gov-
ernment for the purchase of the town' hall of

Motag To whom was this amount paidl ?
Bill (F) ' An Act respecting the Montreal, Is there a deed of sale, and who are the con-

Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal Company.' tracting parties ? By whom and on what date

-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.) was this deed passed ?

Bill (41) ' An Act respecting the River St. Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say that there are

Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Company.' practically four questions embraced in the

-(Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer.) one. The first question is what amount of
money was paid by the government for the

Bill (48) 'purchase of the town hall of Montmagny

and Ottawa Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. The answer is $5,000. The second question

Bie (33) 'An Act respectwng the British was the amount pald ? The
i answer is, to the Seminary of Quebec. The

Columbia Southern Railway Company.'- third question is, Is there a deed of sale,
(Hon. Mr. MacInnes.) and who are the contracting parties ? The

The Senate adjourned. answer Is, yes, there is a deed of sale, the
parties being the government and the Semin-
ary of Quebec. The fourth question is, by
whom and on what date was the deed pass-

THE SENATE. ed ? The answer is that It was passed be-
fore M. P. Cirouille, a notary, on the 17th

Ottawa, March 19, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PROTECTION OF RIVIERE Dt

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
What was the total cost of the w

formed for the protection of the Rivièr
ln the parish of St. Thomas, county
magny ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say to
gentleman that the total cost to
June, 1899, was $12,086.76.

COST OF POST OFFICE AT
MAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
What was the total cost of the

-at Montmagny, the cost of the grou
13j

at threc

June, 1898.

TAKING OF DECENNIAL CENSUS.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) inquired:
Should a redistribution of seats be made dur-

SUD. ing the present year affecting representation in
the House of Commons, will the decennial cen-
sus be taken in i901 according to the provisions
of section 51 of the British North America Act,
and will another redistribution be made atter

orks per- the completion of the census, if taken ?

e du Sud, He said : The question I have put on the
of Mont- paper would no doubt come up to-morrow,

but it would be convenient to know now
the hon. what the Intention of the government Is In
the 30ti the event of the Bill for redistribution, as

promised, becoming law. That is, If there

Is to be a redistribution this year, will there
MONT- be another redistribution after the census

Is taken next year ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The British North

America Act provides for a redistribution

>ost office after every census If the redistribution Is
id and of necessary. If the result of the census is
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such as to show that the population of the
different provinces is the saine as it was
before the census was taken, there would

be no object in making a redistribution of
seats.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I believe
the Act does not say. ' If necessary.' It

says there shall be a redistribution.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-A re-
adjustment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But my hon. friend
will see that that is upon the assumption
that the census discloses a ditierence. If

there is no disclosure of a difference there

is no re-adjustment of seats.

Hon. Mr. PELEY--What about the Bill

which is to be brought up to-morrow ?

THE COX DIVORCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW- wish to ask the

indulgence of the House to amend the reso-
lution carried on Friday with reference to

the Cox Divorce Bill. I moved that the Bill
be read a second time at a future date,
under a misapprehension. I did not know
at the time that the fourteen days' notice
required by the Act had expired. I should
have moved the second reading then. I

therefore move that the said resolution be
now rescinded, and that the Bill be read the

second time presently.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill

was rend the second time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (H) 'An Act respecting the Great

Eastern Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.

Owens.)

Bill (1) ' An Act respecting the Montreal
Bridge Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Owens.)

Bill (J) 'An Act respecting the Atlantic
and Lake Superior Railway Company.*-
(Hon. Mr. Owens.)

CANADIAN TRADE AT CAPE NOME.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Before

the Orders of the Day are called, I wish to

ask if the government have heard anything
regarding the action of the United States

government respecting the trade at Cape

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Nome. I understand the intention is not to
make it a port of entry, so that vessels
going to that point will have to land 150
miles below Port Nome. A nuinber of
Canadian vessels have contracted to take
goods there, and they wiii not be
allowed now to n:,Ud at Cape Nome. I hope
the attention of the government will be
called to the matter so that they may take
action to proteet Canadian interests. It is
so important to the trade of the Dominion
that I call the attention of the government
to the fact.

lion. Mr. MILLS-I am unable to give the
hon. gentleman any answer to the inquiry
h1e makes. It is the first time that the mat-
ter has been brought to my notice, and I
am not aware that there are any restrie-
tions upon Canadian slips at Cape Nome
more than at any other United States port.
However, I shall make inquiry.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I saw a
letter from the Secretary of the Treasurer of
the United States, published in a western
newspaper, saying they would not make
Cape Nome a port of entry.

KASLO AND LARDO-DUNCAN RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved the
second reading of Bill (26) 'An Act respect-
ing the Kaslo and Lardo-Duncan Railvay
Company.' He said : This is a Bill to
change the name of the company, and ask-
ing power to divide up the road Into sec-
tions for the purpose of construction, and
for the extension of the time for Its com-

pletion.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill

was rend the second time.

CANADIAN STEEL COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (G) 'An Act to incorporate
the Canadian Steel Company.' He said :
This is a Bill asked for by several capital-
ists in the United States, for the purpose of
establishing Iron works in this country. I
believe the intention is to establish works
in the county of Lincoln, and they have also
bought large mining properties. They pro-
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pose to extend their works to the county of
Ottawa, where there are large iron deposits.
The enterprise will be of very great beneit
to this country.

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

DOMINION LANDS ACT AMENI>MENT
BILL.

it another way. It seems to me, before this

Bill goes to committee, the government
should think out some way of placilg a
uniform detinition of interpretation upon
that terni.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend knows
we use the term in legal phraseology as
equivalent to residence within the town-
ship, or in the neighbourhood or district.

SECOND READING. lion. Mr. LOUGCIIED-I am not object-

Hod. Mr. MILLS moved the second read- ing to the principle of it. I think it is a wise

ing of Bill (18) 'An Act to amend the provision.
Dominion Lands Act.' He said : The first
clause provides for an amendment to meet
the case of parties who have earned tbeir is perfectly just. t would be a monstrous
patent, but have died, and whose leirs or thing if the governmenl were 10 give a
representatives belong to a foreign country.
Where that is the case, the provisions of mor liberal interprelation to this clause lnthe case of one settier thanl they would give
chapb. 54. section 38, are applied. The in the case of another. But 1 apprebend,
section to which I refer provides in case a
settler obtains a right to a patent and dies, h e u cores In be red I,
that If his legal representatives are citizens s the saine as nany other provisions of the
of a foreign country, it shall be an excep- a
tion to the provision in section 38 as it
stands in the original law. With regard to yiî eame prvis tt yo ould
clause 2, it provides that subsection 2 of
the 38th section shall be amended by adding itendcd to servi oa purpose.
thereto the following paragraph:

(b.) If the settler has his permanent resi- Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
dence upon farming land owned by him li the not thiuk the trouble would be so mucb wih
vicinity of his homestead, the requirements of h
this Act as to residence may be satisfied by
residence upon the said land. with some of the agents, wbo would per-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Wlat interpreta- haps be not so particular. Another point
tion will we put on that word ' vicinity il connection with Ibis clause is bat It

enables a setler to bomestead wbo lias
Hon. Mr. MILLS-Vicinage or neighbour- alrcady purchascd land-tbat is, a man wbo

hood. If he resides within a reasonable owns property living upon it can homestead
distance-where a man is carrying on the he adjacent 1G0 acres. The object of glv-
cultivation of the land biiseif. in- in ntha t as I mv olwa s under-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Who shall decidei
that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He reports it to the

", 1

stood it, is to induce settlers to come in
there. If my interpretation of this is cor-
rect, a man who is living there, having pur-
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land agent. The intention is to make the ac ld, couiU tix al

law a little broader than it is at the present

lime, and it enables a man to homestead Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not necessarily. The
land while be is actually living on other words are 'in the vicinity of bis homestead.'
land. It assumes a condition to exist at the pre-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It seems to me sent tuie. A man may have homesteaded
there is a possibility of injustice being done one piece of land and may have bought
by the use of a terni so broad as that, ex- another, and may bave found that, for cer-

cept some regulation is passed so that equal tain reasons, spring water or a better build-
justice may be dealt to ail parties alike. ing site, or some other reasons, lie

One agent may construe the meaulng of the prefers to erect bis residence and to actu-

Word one way, another agent may construe ally reside upon the lot which he bas pur-
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chased rather than on the one which he has
homesteaded. Under this provision he will
not lose his right of homestead from the
fact that he did not reside upon the lot,
and if it is in the vicinity of the lot upon
which he resides, he has an opportunity of
actually cultivating it preelsely the same as
he would if he had resided upon it, and I
apprehend the intention is, not to provide
for a man who resides far away from his
homestead, but who resides in the vicinity,
who perhaps may have bought the adjoin-
ing quarter section, and who has In that
way an opportunity of residing upon the
land he has purchased, simply because it
may be better suited for building purposes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I quite
understand that, but It does not reach the
point I raise. Supposing a man has not
homesteaded, but has gone and settled the
land, and there is a government lot next to
him, can he, after he has been a settler
there two or three years, go and homestead
the adjacent property, if he has not already
homesteaded it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not see why he
should not. I do not see why lie should be
put in a worse position, because, after all,
my hon. friend knows that our area of un-
occupied land In the North-west is very
great, and that if a man obtains an ad-
ditional lot after having bought one, he
can do so by homesteading it. If he has
already homesteaded lt, he cannot home-
stead again. You give him an opportunity
of bringing a larger area under cultivation,
and under the existing circumstances I do
not think that that is a disadvantage in any
way. Section 44 of the Act reads as fol-
lows :

If such settler has not performed the con-
ditions of settlement required to entitle him to
a patent for such homestead within the time
and in the manner provided by this Act, and
has thereby forfeited his riglit to obtain a
patent, the holder of the charge created thereon
may apply to the minister for a patent of such
homestead, and upon establishing the facts to
the satisfaction of the minister, shall receive a
patent in his name therefor ; and such patentee
shall be bound to place a bona fide settier on
such homestead by the sale thereof to such set-
tier, or otherwise, within two years from the
date of such patent, and in default of so doing
within the said period shall be bound to and
obliged, on demand, to sell the said home-
stead to any person willing to become a bona
fide settier thereon, for such sum of money
as is sufficient to pay the amount of such

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

charge and interest, and the expense incurred
by the patentee in obtaining such patent.

Clause three of this Bill reads :
Subclause 5 of clause 44 of the said Act Is

amended by adding at the end thereof the
words, 'In which case the patent may issue
in the name of the settler even if he is not a
British subject.'

That is to enable hlm to acquire the legal
right that he would have in other cases, in
order that he may deal with the property
in accordance with the provisions of this
section. He has to put a settler up'on It
within a reasonable time, or sell it to one
who Is ready to occupy it. There are cases
where a provision of that sort seems neces-
sary in order to do justice to the parties.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-To
show how much more liberal we are than
they are in the United States.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Clause 4 provides
for the renting of the residence of
the volunteer on active service. His
time counts while he is on active ser-
vice, and the following clause provides
that if he is disabled and so unable
to cultivate the land or improve it as
required, he shall be protected in his riglits.
Clause 6 provides for the recounting
residence in the case of certain losses. It
reads :

If at any time after a settler obtains his entry
for a homestead and before he completes the
conditions of such entry, he suffers such loss,
by the destruction, by fire or other cause, of
his dwelling-house, out-buildings, farming ma-
chinery, farming implements, horses or cattle,
as in the opinion of the minister forces such
settler to leave his homestead to earn money
to erect buildings in the place of those destroy-
ed, or to purchase other necessary farming
machinery, farming implements, horses or cat-
tie, the period during which such settler is so
forced to be absent from his homestead, not
exceeding, however, six months at any one
time, may be counted as residence upon his
homestead within the said Act or of any Act
amending It.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-That is not In the
Bill which is distributed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-That
is not in the Bill we have before us. The
Bill introduced In the Commons has evi-
dently been amended, and that clause has
been struck out.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-In clause 4 does the
word contingent' cover those who are out
on forelgn service ?
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is intended to cover Hon. Mr. SCOTT--I have received the
It. reply of Mr. Borden, Minister of Militia, to

the question. It is dated to-day, and is as
Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It says, 'The defenceo

of Canada or any part of Canada, or the I retuirn herewith Sir Mackenzie Bowell's ques-
defence of Canada against any forelgn tion about Col. White. The answer is, first,
power.' that the reason given in Col. Foster's letter for

the remnoval of Col. White's namne from the list
of olfleers for the staff course was not the true

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We wlll make that clear oone, and, secondly, was not the reason given
when in committee. by me; thirdly, no one was autaorized to make

any such statement as that made in Col. Foster's
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill letter, nainely, that Col. White's name was re-

moved from the list because he had ' of late takenwas read the second time. some active part in polities on behalf of the
opposition.'

The Senate adjourned. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I stat-
ed to the hon. gentleman, when he made a
positive denial just before adjournment,
that I should ask in addition what means

THE SENATE. had been taken to punisli the gentleman
who undertook to make such statements,

Ottawa, March 20, 1900. If no authority had been given. The hon.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three gentleman bas not answered that. but he

o'elock. has given a positive denial to a statement
made by the chief staff officer of the Militia

Prayers and routine proceedings. Department.- I do not know what action
the Minister of Militia wi. take under such

THE CASE OF LIEUT-COL. 'WHITE. circumstances. If an officer of the depart-
INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL rose to
Call the attention of the government to the
following letter which bas been published ln
different newspapers of the Dominion, and will
Inquire whether the statements therein made
are true and correctly stated:

Departnent of Militia and Defence,
Ottawa, February 1, 1900.

Sir,-In reply to your letter of the 20th ult.,
I am directed by the Major General Command-
ing to inform you that your name was removed
from the list of offlcers to undergo the staff
course at the Royal Military College, Kingston,
by the hon. minister on the ground that you
have of late taken some active part in politics
on behalf of the opposition.

I have the honour to be,
Your obedient servant,

H. FOSTER, Colonel,

To Lieut.-Col. White,
Guelph, Ont.

He said: I merely put the question now
ln order to hear what explanation will be
made reserving to myseif the right of
commenting on the answer, if necessary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was under the im-
pression that the question had been put,
and I answered It the other day as far as
My information went.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon, gentleman sald it was not true.

ment had put language of that kind into
my mouth, when I had the honour of being
Minister of Militia, I would have brought
him to task instantly. I never would have
allowed him to remain ln the position he
occuples if he was capable of writing a
letter of that kind without having positive
authority. Those vho know Col. Foster,
know that he bas been au officer of the
British army, and I presume cares very
little about the polities of Canada, and how
it Is possible that a gentleman of that char-
acter occupying the prominent position that
he does, could write such a letter of that
kind without authority, is altogether beyond
my comprehension. I think that when this

J matter is fully investigated, the public wlll
be able to judge more correctly as fo
where the fault lies and who tells the
untruth. It Is not my province to say
that the Minister of Militia bas stated
what Is incorrect, I should be equallY
sorry to say that a gentleman of Col.
Foster's position in the army, and occupying
an important office in this country. would

deliberately concoct what the Secretary of

State calls a deliberate falsehood, Wbich, If
he knew anything about politlcs, would

bring his minister into disrepute if it ever

became publie. That this l'etter was writ-
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ten is beyond peraidaventure, because Col. otice, and of the two penny-halfpenny re-
Whîite was wvritein ta and asked to consider iuneration lie received. If a man is to be
that this leiter liai never been written. deprived of an office like that because lie
WVlho iiistructed Col. Foster to ask Col. White dares to hang up a cartoon in his office, or if
to consider ihat this letter had never been a man is to be prevented from preparing
writtein? Whien we look at the actions of himself for the service of his country be-
some miiinisters of the present day, and the cause he lias taken the part of the opposition
lengtlh to whiiclh they have carried the prin- against the government, the sooner the
ciple of cutting off the ieads of officials, one world knows it the better. It would be
would not bu surprised that the Minister of much better that we should know it, and
Militia, or nany others, would give such then we can corne to this conclusion, to
instructions. lu iy old constituency of leave the defence of the country in the
North Hastings, the reason given by the hands of the gentlemen who think as the
Postmaîster General for renoving a country hon. gentlemen opposite do and belong to
postiaster wiio perhaps gut twenty dollars their party. My attention was called to this
a year for is services. furnishing his own matter by a colonel of a battalion who has
house for the ottice. was that lie had had been a liberal all his life, and lie expressed
the audacity to allow soime one to put such disgust at a statement like this, coming
up a cartoon in the building which was fron a higli official, and as having eman-
used as a post oftice-a ca:rtoon reflect- ated from the minister, or from the Major
ing, I suppose, on some of the minis- General, that it is questionable in my mind
ters. I hope that neitier of my lion. whether, having a proper regard for the
friends wilil cone into mxay room, No. 3, for rights of the people of this country, he will
fear of the cousequences which might follow, longer remain with the party lie 'lias been
because I frankly tell then i have cut out connected with all his life. He lias too
a nuiber of cartoons tiat I can look at, much respect for the liberty of the people,
and laugh at, and ask my friends to do the too much respect for the officers of his
same. Fancy the Postiaster General giving battalion, who are composed of both parties,
as a reason for dismissing a country post- to approve of such discrimination, hence the
master, tUat ne reflected on ny hon. friend sooner it is understood in this country that
opposite ? Whether it was one of the By- we know no party or politics when it comes
Town Coon earIons or something of that to the defence of the country, the better. I
charact r, I do not know, but I cannot believe can say for myself, that while I occupied
for a moment that the leader of this House, the responsible position of Minister of Mil-
or the lion. See-retary of State. would be a itia, I ignored polities in toto, as I believe
party to so paltry, so contemptible an act every man should; otherwise lie would be
as that. It is true they added that this man unworthy of occupying any prominent posi-
had played the partisan while acting as a tion, I go further. lie would be unworthy to
returning officer at a local election. Suppos- enjoy the liberty which all British subjects
ing hie did, what had the Postnaster General fancy they enjoy in this country. If such a
to du with how that man acted at the poli policy is to be pursued, we had better ask
in a local election ? The charges made relat- Kruger, if lie ever gets into power again, to
ing t imn w-ere positively denied by him. pass a resolution of sympathy with us, and
Le denies that lie ever did what is charged ask the world to assist us in securing our
against him-that is showing partisanship liberties. How much better off are we, if
while acting as a returning officer. But this gentleman state the truilti, than the
supposing lie had acted in a partisan way. Uitlanders in the Transvaal. If Col. Foster
could not the Ontario governnent have does not tell the truth, the Minister of Militia
taken care of iim without calling to their should dispense with his services without
aid the Postmaster General of Canada to a moments consideration. I shoukl call
puniish ithis nfortunate man for not having him to account at once. I should say 'You
o)iniins li eord with their own ? But the have, made an untrue statement, on what
Postman:ster General thought that a cartoon, authority did you make it?' In the letter
probably cut fron the Star, was so offensive he says lie is instructed by the Major Gen-
to the people who came for their mail that eral commanding to inform Col. White that
the postmaster lad to be deprived of the his naine lias been removed from the lists

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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of officers 'by the hon. Minister of Militia.' fess as au old volunteer, having been in the

There are two or three people who have, to force for a long time, associated with Libe-

use a plain Anglo Saxon word, told a lie.
Mr. Foster says he is directed by the Major
General Commanding to inform him that
lie w-as instructed by 'the Minister of Militia
to tell Lieut. Col. White that his name was
removed because he had taken some active
part in politics on behalf of the opposition.
There is the statement between the three.
Col. Foster says distinctly-I have it on the
best authority and I state it publicly in
order that the Minister of Militia may take
sucli steps as he deems proper to bring this
gentleman to a proper sense of his duty-
that lie did receive that order directly, and
that the commander of the forces, Major
General Hutton was not in the city when
the letter was written. I can easily under-
stand why Major General Hutton, at the
banquet given him, ln this city, spoke as if
he vas living in an atmosphere of political
influences, when lie said :

I should feel more hopeful of the future of
CLnada if the government had ever shown an
active interest in our recent efforts for a higher
efficiency, or inlicated their approval of the
principle upon which our efforts are based.

That is a very serious charge for a gentle- ought to le lurled from office within feu
man occupying his position to make against minutes of the time it is made knowu tlat
the minister under whose directions lie was i is true.
acting, and whose approval lie should have
upon all and every step that lie took inu- Hou. Mr. MILLS-I am rather surprised at
neetion with the militia. It may be true that tle very violent speech Made by My lon.
the Major General may have endeavoured frieud opposite, the insinuations lu whicl lie
to carry out the strict, rigid rules of the las iudulged and the aftack upou tle Min-
Imperial service, and it may also be truc ister of Militia without any evidence to sus-
that he may not have understood the genius tain the charges and the insinuations whicl
of our people to such an extent as to modify lie las made. The hon. gentleman bas made
the views of the Imperial regulations to a violent speech igainst fle Minister of
meet the requirements of the force. He may Militdi. Wli las lie submitted to this
have been a little too rigid in that matter, Ilouse, w-at facts bas lie brought before US
but in everthing he did, I venture the asser- to wnrranf the affack which he bas made
tion that he believed he was acting lu i upon the ninister ? The lon. gentleman says
best interests of thtis country and of th l lit not f le
militia force in particular. I had the honour introduced into the fore. I ngree witl hlm,
Of meeting that gentleman while in Ans- but the subject of politics las been lntro
tralia. I saw the efforts he was making to duced Info fli force for fli last twentY
put the volunteer force of that country in years. The lion, gentleman knows that quite
an efficient state, and the results were sucb welh .
that any oue who had paid any attention to I
military matters would come to the conclu-
sion that he was one of the best officers that do fot know anythilg of the klud.
cOuld possibly be placed in the position lie Hou. Mr. MILLS-Tlen the hon. gentle-

occnpied. There may be other causes of man Is ignorant of what everybody else
friction to which I will not allude, but I conk knows.

rais in the ranks and at the mess table, and
knowing as I do that one of the best officers
that we have now in our own county is a
Liberal, a colonel of a battalion, 1, with him,
felt that there had been a blow struck at the
volunteer force of this country which it
would be ditficult in the future to eradicate
from the minds of those desiring in future to
serve upon the force. I speak strongly upon
this point, because I feel what I say. If this
is not truc, Mr. Foster should be sent home
at once. No man, whether he be an Imperial
officer or a Canadian officer, should be
permitted to make a statement of that kind
as coming from a Minister of the Crown un-
less lie had authority to do it, and I hold
that it is the duty of the minister, and the
duty of the gentlemen opposite me, who are
responsible just as much as the Minister of
Militia himself for the proper maintenance
of the regulations affecting the service, to
take action to sustain the minister if this
statement of the minister be correct, and
have the officer dismissed ; or if the officer
is right and the minister has made such a
statement as that attributed to huxu lie
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Give
us evidence of that. The hon. gentleman's
statement is not sufficient.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am going to give the
evidence of what I say. I know, myself, be-
fore the hon. gentleman came into the gov-
ernment, that the militia force of this coun-
try was reorganized, and I know that every
officer who was in the force at the time that
that Bill was introduced into parliament,
was legislated out, and those that were of
the Liberal party were left out at that time.
In my own constituency there was not one
restored to the force that had been in the
force before.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-When
was that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-1868 or 1869. The lion.
gentleman is quite astonished that it is a
good while ago, but was it not a principle
then as much as It is a principle to-day ?
I say this in defence of the Minister of Miii-
tia, that three-fourths of the officers who
have gone on the two contingents to the
continent of Africa to uphold the unity of
the empire are politically opposed to us,
and does the hon. gentleman pretend to say
that if you appoint a Liberal to an office
in that force that the government are to be
censured for it, and that because a man is
a Liberal he ouglit to be disqualified from
holding office.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Did I
say so ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, but the hon. gentle-
man has attacked the government on the
ground that they have acted the part of poli-
tical partisans in the constitution of the
militia force, and lie quotes this letter of
Col. Foster's for the purpose of sustaining
that charge. Let me call the attention of
the House to this letter. Col. Foster does not
pretendi to say anything of his own know-
ledge. Col. Foster says :

Sir,--In reply to your letter of the 20th ult.,
I am directed by the Major General Commanding
to inforn you that your nane was removed from
the list of officers to undergo the staff course
at the Royal Military College, Kingston, by the
hon. .miister.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Go on.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Let the hon. gentleman
be patient and seek to preserve the dignity
of the House. Hon. gentlemen should be

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

moderate and should desire to be regarded
as fair, and I ask thiem at least to have the
appearance of seeming fairness if they do
not feel disposed to be fair. What does he
say ? He says : 'By the minister on the
ground that you have of late taken some
active part in polities on behalf of the oppo-
sition.' I have the most unqualified denial
of the minister to that statement ; more than
that, I say that If the minister had made
that statement it was a most improper thing
for General Hutton to put into a communica-
tion to the party. He says : 'I am directed
by the Major General Commanding to In-
form you'-what is he directed to inform
him ? ' That your name was removed from
the list of officers to undergo the staff course
at the Royal Military College, Kingston, by
the hon. minister on the ground that you
have of late taken some active part in poli-
tics on behalf of the opposition.' I venture
to say that the hon. minister made no such
statement, I venture to say that no minister
is so imprudent as to make a statement of
that sort, and I venture to say that if a
man were not hostile and malignant in his
feelings against the minister, even If le
had taid it, lie would not have put such
words into a communication to a party to
be removed. What are the facts ? This man
to whom this letter Is addressed, Lieutenant
Colonel White, of Guelph, is to be sent to
Kingston to take the staff course there. He
is a retired officer. He is over sixty years
of age, and he is a cripple. He was doubly
dIsqualified, and it was on the ground that
he was so disqualified that Mr. Borden, the
Minister of Militia, told the gentleman that
lie could not be taken upon the staff, and
yet, instead of assigning the reason given by
the minister to the Lieut. Col., the Major
General assigns a reason of his own.
Now, I say that is what has been done. I
venture to assert that Colonel Foster will
not say, if lie is asked. that lie had had any
communica:tion whatever with the minister
upon the subject. He was not directed by
the minister. He received his instructions
from the Major General. It was the Major
(eneral who professed to have had this
communication with the minister, and the
Major General put these words into Colonel
Foster's mouth for the purpose of commu-
nicating them to Mr. White. The Major
General has gone out of this country ; I am
making no attack on him. I am not going
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to discuss on this occasion whether lie was ject-that his instructions were received
the best oflicer, or a proper officer, or not, from Major Generai Hutton. and that he
but I would just say this, there have been wrote la accordance with the directions
major generals in this country before him, which he had received from the Major Gen-
and if there is any one of them witT1 whom eral-which was not the reason that the
the hon. gentleman and bis colleagues minister gave-that those instructions ex-
agreed let the bon. gentleman name him. pressed the reasons that were given by the

minister for not permitting this person to
Hon. Mr. POWER-Major General Selby undergo the staff instruction at the Military

Smith, for instance. College at Kingston, viz. : because he was
Hon. Mr. MILLS-Selby Smith was out of over age, and on account of physical Infirmi-

the country before the hon. gentleman came ties he was disqualified to continue in the
into office, but the hon. gentleman and lis service.
colleagues have not got on more smoothly Hn Mr. CASGRAIN-Wby did he not
with the officers that the British government say that?
have lent to this country than the present
government did with Major General Hutton. Hon. Mr. MILLS-Why did not who say
There can be no doubt on that score. These it ?
gentlemen, I know righlt well from discus- Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-Why did not the
sions which have taken place before. seem minister say it ?
toi be of the opinion that because they are
British officers they are not amenable to the Hon. Mr. MILLS-The minister said it.
civil officers of this country. I take a dif- le called the attention of Major General

ferent view. I say that the ministers of the Hutton to the fact that Col. White was le-
Crown in this country hold the sanie rela- gally disqualified to be on the list, because

tion to the officers of the militia force that he was over age and a cripple. Both state-

the ministers of the Crown in England do ments -were made to hlm and both s.tate-

to those in the command of the forces there, ments were concealed, and a different rea-

and, as the Duke of Welliugton said on one son was assigned in the letter which Col.

occasion, the Commander in Chief cannot Foster was instructed by the Major Gen-
move a corporal's guard from one part of eral to write.
the city of London to another without the Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-How did It come
sanction of the Secretary for War, and I that bis name was placed on the list?
say here we cannot admit that there is any
authority existing in this country that is Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was placed there by

flot subordinate to the civil authority to the Major General. Others were placed on

whom the people of this country have com- the list by the Major General that were not

mitted the affairs of government, and who qualified, and they were struck off when

have the right to exercise that superlor au- brought to the attention of the minister.
thority as long as they enjoy the con- Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The Minister of
fidence of the representatives of thle people Justice lias spoken under a good deal of ex-
in parliament, whether they be of one party citemeit. My hon. friend feeling no doubt
or the other. he hlad a very bad case, thought it was nje-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Was that done in cessary, by the strength of bis adjectives
Montreal lately? aand by evincing a good deal of feeling to

cover the weakness of the cause which he
Hon. Mr. MILLS-My bon. friend on my had undertaken to defend. My hon. friend

right read from the minister to-day a c'om- tries to divert the attention of this House
Plete denial of everything affirmed in this from the crucial point in this letter of MaJor
letter, and I say that the minister was not White's, by raising a discussion over the
aware at the time of this letter to Colonel fact which he alleges, that no governient
White being written, it was brought under in this country has got on very well wlth
bis attention some time after it was written. major generals commanding the forces

I believe that he sent for Col. Foster. and here-that there have been disagreements
Col. Foster admitted that he had had no between various goverments and the Major
communication with the minister on the sub- General's commanding the forces in Can-
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ada. This may be true ; matters of dis-
agreement, may always be expected. It is
perfectly reasonable that such should occur
and without any cause for alarm or surprise;
but this is not a mere difference of opinion.
It is a matter where there is a direct con-
tradiction in words between the minister
and one or both of these British officers.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Only one.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Only one. My
hon. friend draws the deduction that the
major general commanding is responsible
for giving this reason and instructing Mr.
Foster to put this reason in this letter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is the plain
meaning of this letter. The minister puts
in the hauds of the Secretary of State a

statement which gives a direct lie to the
words of the Major General. We are asked
in this H1ouse, behind the back of the Major
General. to believe that this British soldier

lias deliberately and maliciously, and malig-
nantly-I think that is the word the Min-
ister of Justice used-put this reason. with-

out any ground or authority for it, in this
letter for the purpose of injuring the min-
ister. The honour of a British soldier is
sonething proverbial, and I think that hon.
members of this Ilouse and the people of
this country will be slow to come to the
conclusion that Major General Hutton deli-
berately and designedly, and malignantly
Instructed Col. Foster to put a falsehood,
in this letter for the purpose of injuring the
Minister of Militia. Are we prepared to ac-
cept tiat conclusion without a word from
Major General Hutton in defence ? Are we
prepo red to accept even the word of the
Minister of Militia when the acceptance of
it involves such disgraceful conduct on the
part of a British offieer? The hon. gentle-
man wishes to convey the impression to this
House that Major General Hutton lias been
greatly to blame during his administration
of militia affairs in Canada, and I have'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Why was he recalled ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
was once a minister of the government and
did not reuain a minister.

Hou. Mr. SCOTT-Major General Hutton
vas recalled before his time was up.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-le nay have been
recalled for service elsewhere. I had the
statement made last week to me that Major
General Hutton's administration of the
forces in New South Wales was eminently
satisfaetory to the people of New South
Wales. It is certainly a very serious mat.er
that the Minisier of Militia had no way. ap-
parently, to get out of this position in which
he finds himself placed. than by askIng the
people of this country to believe that Major
General Iutton, a British soldier, deliber-
ately. and malignantly, and designedly in-
structed that a falsehood should be inserted
ln this letter vbhih Col. Foster wrote to
Mr. Wlite.

lion. Mr. ALLAN-In the face of the very

strong denial read by the Secretary of State,
I do not know that much more can be said
to any advantage on this subject. As the
matter now stands, the reply from the Min-
ister of Militia places the responsibility on
Major General Hutton of stating what is
practically untrue. There is no escaping
fron that dilemma, that the Major General
ordered Colonel Foster to write an utterly
untrue statement to Colonel White. From

all I have seen, and from what I know of

Major General Hutton, I cannot conceive

that he was capable of doing anything of
the kind. and althougli, as I said before,
it is not very much use to follow up
this matter in the House at present,
yet I do not see how it is possible that it

can remain as it is, because we should have
yet some statement from Major General
Hutton to show whether lie lias been gulity

of making a deliberate mis-statement in
placing the grounds of refusal to allow this

heard the statement made elsewhere that officer to follow up his course at the Military
Major General Hutton had got into diffi- College on remarks which were never made
culties with provincial governments il other by the Minister of Militia. I do not know,

places before lie came to Canada. I bave and I think very few of us know exactly the
the authority of a iember of an Australian circumstances under which Major General
Legislature, who was on the floor of this Hutton resigned his appointment here, but
House not a week ago. that General Hutton's I am glad to take this opportunity of say-
administration of the forces in New South ing that I know of no major general com-
wales was eminently satisfactory. manding the militia in this country, who bas

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.
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ever done as niuch for the militia of Ca-
nada as General Hutton has done. That is
the unanimous opinion and feeling of every-

body connected with the 'militia, and volun-
teer forces, at ail events throughout Ontario,
and I fancy it is the same in the other prov-
inces of the Dominion. He has put spirit
and life in the organization, and taken a per-
sonal interest in it sucli as no major gen-
eral had ever done before. I suppose every-
body is bound to accept the distinct denial
of the Minister of Militia that the Secretary
of State has been authorized to read to this
House, but I think hereafter we shall re-
quire to have a further explanation to con-
vince us that General Hutton instructed
Colonel Foster to write a distinct untruth.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Does the hon. gentleman
thing it reasonable apart from every other
consideration, that the minister would assign
such -a reason in a public document for the
removal of an officer who was over age and
crippled ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (RC.)-Does the
minister think a non-political officer like the
Major General would drag politlcs into a
matter of this kind ? Not likely. The Min-
ister of Militia is a strong politician.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Not as strong as the
major general was.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Who is
more likely to drag politics in-the major
general or the minster ? We are bound to
look at the major general as being as honest
and truthful as the Minister of Militia. I do
not wish to convict the minister of a false-
hOod, but it looks more likely that he would
be more apt to use political influence than
the major general would be.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I notice that there is
a .much more one-sided view of this ques-
mtion of the ex-major general taken by
the Conservative party in this House
than in the other House. In the House
Of Commons the Conservative party did not
Venture to line up behind Major General
Hutton ; and I think possibly hon. gentle-
men opposite may find by-and-by that they
have made a mistake in taking the attitude
they have assumed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Will
the hon. gentleman Inform me when this
muatter was discussed In the other House ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-The question of the
major general's withdrawal was discussed,
not his connection with this particular letter.
The Major Hughes matter was discussed in
the other House ; and the Conservative
party there did not seem to take the view
that the Conservative party here seems dis-
posed to take. They say it is an ill bird that
fouls its own nest, and it is a highly dis-
creditable thing that, from political motives,
any hon. gentleman should be prepared to
say that if there is a question of veracity
between any officer who comes here and a
member of the government, it is our duty
to believe the stranger, rather than the
member of the government.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I desire to say that, as
far as I am concerned, I made no statement
of that kind. I expressed no opinion what-
ever as to the denial which was read
here by the Secretary of State from the
Minister of Militia. I only said I could not
believe until there was some further evi-
dence before me, that Major General Hut-
ton, in whose honour I would place as much
trust as I would in that of the Minister of
Militia or anybody else, would be guilty of
stating an untrutb.

Hon. Mr. POWER-My remarks did not
refer to the hon. gentleman from York, be-
cause he was studiously moderate, but to
the two hon. gentlemen who preceded him.
It is not long ago that we were given to un-
derstand that Canadian offleers and soldiers
did not know anything about fightIng.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-Oh!

Hon. Mr. POWER-That was the ground
taken, that unless our men were drilled into
machines they would be no use in a cam-
paign. That fallacy has been completelY
exploded; and I think the view that the word
of a Canadian is not as good as the word
of an Englishman Is another fallacy whieh
will also be exploded in due time. I take It
for granted that a Canadian is just as little
likely to lie as any other man. With respect
to this letter, no one has sald that Colonel
Foster was not instructed by the MaJor Gen-
eral commanding. It is simply a ques-
tion of veracity between the major general
commanding, who was under orders to leave

at the time the letter was' written, and the

Minister of Militia who probably had some-

thing to do with having him leave.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I!
would call the attention of the Minister of
Justice to the statement he made as to the
reasons given for the removal of Colonel
White's name from the list of those who
wepre to go to Kingston BeforeJ doing so I

cers originally selected for the staff course now
going on, and the date of notification? 4. What
changes were thereafter made, and for what rea-
sons?

The answer of the Minister of Militia and
Defence was as follows :

wishi to congratulate hlm on the moderate I beg to reply: 1. For the purpose of promot-
ing higher military education and of preparing

and temperate manner in which he ap- cficers for positions of command and for staff
proached this subjeet. What lie meant by duties when required. 2. Suitability for pro-

motion, capacity for staff duties, and the pro-
the statement that there never was a major bability of their being required to act on the
general in this country with whom I could staff generally, or at the Royal Schools of Instruc-

tion, in replacing officers selected for active ser-
agree, I do not know. Perhaps he had re- vice. The Queen's Regulations do not admit
ference to the tilt I had with one major officers over the age of thirty-five to the staff

course in England. 3. Lieut.-Colonels: W. W.
general. White, W. E. Hodgins, A. Roy, G. E. A. Jones,

1). McL. Vince, H. McLaren; majors: J. C. Gal-
Hon. Mr. SCOTfT-Herbert ? loway, W. G. Mutton, E. Chine; captains: A. E.

Carpenter, J. J. Sharples, W. S. Smith. They
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, I were notified in orders, January 20, 1900, with-

had no difficulty with Colonel Herbert. Other out the authority of the minister. 4. Of the

colleagues did not get on with him. Colonel cificers named in paragraph 3, Lieut.-Colonels
Vince and White were removed from the list

Herbert, as I learned when in London three ca-efly on account of age, and because they had
or four years ago, spoke highly of me. I retired fro.n active command. Captain Mutton

was struck off the list at his own request. Cap-
mention that to show that I had no difficulty tain Taylor was added to fill vacancy. Lieut.
with him ; but I did have some little Webster was put on and retired without instruc-

A 1 n Q tion or authority from the minister.
UJIIUII,, 1' 1.11~.AJUU1 Y1J.'U5ilI ii JO i9

cu y- wt oone 1. ua , v i _'U.c

when lie took mie to task for expressing my
opinions on the fioor of the House which I
denied his right to do. As a representative
of the people, I laid down the doctrine that
I liad a perfect riglt to discuss militia mat-
ters, the action of the General at the time,
and everything affecting the interests of
the country. That was niy diticulty with
the colonel. He was an admirable officer
outside of that, but I thought he went a
little too far when he undertook to chastise
officers of the force, as he did me at that
time, for expressing an opinion as to the
management of the department or as to what
I thought was right in making it more effi-
cient. The hon. gentleman spoke of Selby
Smyth. I was in office at the time he was
here, and I was on the very best possible
terms with Selby Smith. On that occasion,
so far did I go, and without obtaining his
consent, as to order out the troops to quell a
riot, and he said I was perfectly right. I
had no difficulty with any major general
other than the one to whom I have called
atention.

Col. Vince. I believe, is a New Bruns-
wicker, a gentleman who was turned out
of the post officeý a short time ago, because
lie lias political proclivities differing from
those of the hon. minister. The Minister of
Militia gives no indication that Col. White
was a cripple. If he is a cripple I can under-
stand his incapacity for military duty, but
there is no such reason given for the action
taken, and I repudiate, in as strong lan-
guage as I can, the charge made by the
senior member for Halifax, that this
action of mine and those who • agree
with me, arises from a political mo-
tive. I would regret a statement of
that kind coming from a Conservative
as quickly as I would coming from any-

1 one else, when it affects a branch of the
!service in this country where no polities or
religion should be allowed to interfere or
intervene. This is the second or third time
that the senior member for Halifax
lias taken me to task because I have not
done certain things In accordance with his
Ideas of propriety Of right and wrong.

Mr. Foster in the House of Commons ask- However, thalt will not deter me in the fu-
ed this question : ture, although I stand in very great awe of

1. What is the purpose had in view in select- the hon. gentleman when he rises to admin-
ing officers of the Canadian militia to undergo a !ater castigation to a youngster like myself,
course of instruction In the duties of the general who has had very little experlence of poli-
staff at the Military College, Kingston? 2.
What is the basis on which the selection is made? tics. I will accept it in due humility, con-
.3. What are the names and standing of the offi- sidering the source from which it came, and

Hon. Mr. POWER.
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I am sure the hon. gentleman may admin-
Ister just as many castigations to me as
lie thinks proper. If they are deserved I
will profit by them ; if not I will pursue
just such a course as I think right. I repeat
in that I cannot help coming to the con-
clusion. when a man can be dismissed from
a petty post office because lie likes to look at
a political cartoon and laugh at it, that the
ministers who would be a party to that
kind of thing woald be capable of doing any-
thing in the line of dismissals.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is no neel to
bring up the question of the dismissal of the
postmasters. If we go back to 1878 we will
find a very large number of dismissais, page
after page, that I have produced to this
House. The hon. leader of the opposition
was not in this chamber at that time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was
in the chamber when the hon. gentleman
read the list.

for North York (Hon. Mr. Allen) will know
whether that was correct or not. I think le
was dismissed wrongly. I only rise to say
that the charge against Dr. Borden for act-
ing from a political standpoint is indefen-
sible and unjustifiable, and I do fnot know
that it 1s quite fair, in the absence of Major
General Hutton, to discuss the ground upon
which he was removed. He was removed
upon very good grounds. however. I only
take up one point, and that is because the
hon. member from Prinne Edward Island
(lon. Mr. Ferguson) made the statement
that a gentleman from Australia stated that
Major General Hutton was an excellent
officer there and rendered good service. I
do not know whether he added that at the
time he was recalled the representatives ap-
proved or disapproved.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes, Lis conduct
was approved.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Very well ; I make this

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There was a very large statement now. I had occasion several
array of them. They all happened tobe times t criticise Major General utton,
politicians on the wrong side.

remindied hlm that lie had been obliged to
Hon. Mr. MILLS-In nearly all the dis- leave New South WMc in consequence of

missals the reasons given were 'Services bis interfering ln politica. He did not deny
lot rcquired.' tînt, i e did not deny that he had been

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If we
did wrong, were you right in doing like-
wise ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, but the hon. gentle-
man is disqualified from complaining.

ion. Mr. SCOTT-It is the first time that
it lias come to my ears that the present
Minister of Militia has been charged with
acting politically. On the contrary, I have
seen in Conservative papers all over the
country words of approval of the course lie
has taken in choosing officers irrespective
Of politics. It is a matter of notoriety
that some bitter enemies of the govern-
ment were appointed upon the contingent
whien friends of the government were appli-
-cants. The whole question which governed
the Minister of Mil-tia was proficiency. So
far as the officers of militia are concerned.
I think I could point out a good many in-
Stances of dismissals when the late govern-
ment were in power. Take Col. Hamilton.
He was an offlcer who had rendered great
service t this country and was recognlzed
as a very efficient officer. The hon. member

instrumental in bringing about a change of
government, so mueh of a politician was lie.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Was -that the rea-
son the present governament let hlm go?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If the Major General
was plotting against this government, I
think it is a very good reason. I do not pro-
pose to make the charge. I simply take the
statement made by the hon. member from
Marshfield (Hon. Mr. Ferguson), and I state
that in conversation with Major General
Hutton, when I did charge him with Inter-
fering more than he should have done, and
referred to the fact that in New S.outh
Wales lie had been instrumental in brlnging
about a change of government, lie admitted
havlng done so.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-How many miles

away Is lie now ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I would not brIng the
matter up if the hon. gentleman had not
referred to it. The hlon. gentleman intro-

duced into the debate an element whIef1

ought not to have been discussed here, but
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I pave made my statement on the aut-hority
of the gentleman himself. He took great
credit for having done so, and stated as a
justification that lie had been the means
of bringing about confederation in the Aus-
tralasian colonies.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
deserved a great deal of credit for that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That was his justifica
tion. I give it to the House as lie gave It
to me.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I will
relate a little of history when the lion. gen-
tleman concludes his remarks.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am stating a fact
which occurred in the conversation I had
with the Major General. It affords the
House and the country an opportunity of
knowing how far the Major General was in-
clined to act outside of the lines of his duty.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend fhe
Secretary of State lias brought up a second
instance in which lie sets up the word of
a minister of the Crown against the Major
G-eneral.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--My own word.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-But what is the
hon. gentleman's word more than the word
of any other niinister of the Crown ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The lion. gentleman can
·take it as lie pleases.

Hou. Mr. FEIlGUSON-I should think the
direct contradiction between Major General
Hutton, and the Minister of Militia was
quite enough, without bringing up another
conversation. We might hear it from a dif-
ferent point of view if the Major General
was heard in his own defence.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon, gentleman
brought up the matter. I did not introduce
it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-There is no use
discussing this matter. The reason given by
Col. Foster in the letter before us is that
001. White took part in polities in favour
of the opposition. Hon. gentlemen know that
is the reason given all through the country
when hundreds and thousands of men are
discharged. I suppose they have been so
much in the habit of giving that reason
that they could not give any other in the
case of Col. White. In the beginning of the

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

session it was remarked that to the victors
belong the spoils ; I think they have illus-
trated that pretty well in the public service
generally, but 1 do not think they should
follow that principle in thei militia of the
country. I think we should get at the truth
of this matter. I will not say that any one
is lying, but somebody is stating something
which .is not correct, either the Minister of
Militia or the Major General, or this gentle-
man in charge at Kingston. We must find
out the truth for the benefit of the people
of this country, and for the benefit of the
militia of the country. It Is the same old
reason. 'You took part ln politics,' and I
suppose probably they could not find any
other reason for dismissing this man. I
hope this inatter will be cleared up. The
ion. gentleman from York (Hon. Mr. Allan)
says it will, and I should like to see it in-
vestigated. It is an important question to
the people of this country if a minister of
the Crown is to tell what is not true, or
the Major General is to state what is not
true, and somebody is punished in the mean-
tine. The only reason they give in the let-
ler to Col. White is that he took part in
polities. I consider that it is of very little
consequence whether lie took part in poli-
tics or not ; it is a small thing to deprive an
oilicer of his privileges because lie happens
to take an interest in politics, no matter
which side gets his vote.

lIon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
vould not have spoken again on this ques-
tion had not the hon. Secretary of State re-
ferred to Major General's visit to Australia
and the fact that lie was recalled. I knew
lie had a difficulty there, and Sir Geo.
Dibbs, then premier of New South Wales,
asked me what we would do in Can-
ada under the circumstances. I asked him
w'hat the Major General had done, and he
told me, I said ' If you were in Canada
that would not be tolerated.' The case was
this: there was a riot at the Broken Hill
Mines, the largest silver mines In the world.
Great injury was done, life was lost and
threats were made upon the legIslature and
government House. They waited upon
Dibbs, then Premier, and he himself, upon
his own responsibility, called out the volun-
teers and threatened to brIng the naval for-
ces from their ship ln the harbour. He sald
exception had been taken to that by the
Governor General of New South Wales, Sir
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Robert DufT, and also by the Major General. 28, 1899, report in a sufficiently exact manner
They claimed that he had no .authority as a part of the speech made by the hon. the First

Minister at Drummondville, on September 26
Premier to act in that way, that he should last:
have made his report through council to ' You know that In 1896 an irritating question

was causing trouble in the country. It was
the Governor, or sent for the Minister of a question where religion and politics were
Militia, and that the order should have gone confounded. The solution of this question

demanded the strongest qualities of a stateS-through the Major General. My reply was man. The old administration pretended to
that if that were in Canada that is the have settled this question by the presenta-
course that would have been pursued. No ion of a Bill called remedial, but which

did not remedy anything at ail. This
Premier would have a right to order out the Bill, from another side, was of a nature to
militla force in that manner, and the proper Irritate the population of a sister province. The

measure was wrecked, and we came into power.and correct way would have been, as far as We have promised to settle the question in six
my knowledge enables me to judge, to have months. You are witnesses that this promise
communicated with the Major General lias been fulfilled to the letter.

The school question does not exist any longer,
commanding the force at the time, and although our friends the Bleus seek to bring it
he should have performed the duty which up again.'
the Premier assumed. Well, he said, 'We Hon. Mr. MILLS-The papers to be moved
pay for it, and I think I had a for in this House and information sought
right to do it.' I sald It would not are papers that are under the control of
be tolerated In Canada. That Is the ministers, or information that Is connected
character of the quarrel, so far as I with the administration of goverument.
know, and the statements of the Secretary This is neither. The ion. gentleman wants
of State brougit vividly back to my recol- to know what the Prime Minister said at a
lection the interview I had had with Sir particular place, I beg to say to my hon.
Geo. Dibbs when he appealed to me to know friend that I cannot tell him, and that if he
what we in Canada would do under the desires information as to that, beyond
circumstances. But apart from that, It is what he possesses himself, he will have to
certain that Major General Hutton must write to the Premier outside of parliament
have been considered an officer fit for the and obtain that information from him. It
position he held, even if he were recalled, or is not information that I am in a position
he would not have been sent to this country. [to give.
If he had not been the British government Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is not answer-
Would not have acquiesced In the request of Ing the question as put ; I do not want tolion. gentlemen opposite to send them a pro- know if the Prime Minister has uttered
per officer. I do not know what course they such or such words, but I want to know if
Pursued in the matter, but I know what the the report which is given is a sufficiently
practice is, that while the appointment Is accurate report of the speech delivered by
ln tie bauds of the minister of tie day, the bon. Prime Minister at Drummondville.
they generally appeal to the home govern- The hon. Minister of Justice should knoW
ment or Commander-in-Chief of the forces, it is a sufficiently exact report.
to send such a man as he thinks is fitted if it is t prt.
for the position, and several names are Hon. Mr. MILLS-And the Prime Mnister
suggested, but it is left to them generally to knows what he had for breakfast this morn-
inake the selection. They must have thought ing and I do not. If the hon. gentleman
Major General Hutton was efficient or they wants to find out he will have to write him
would not have sent him. Major General for that information. The speech the Prem-

Ilutton is a much greater statesman than I ter made at Drummondville Is not of the
took him to be, if he arrogated to himself slightest consequence to me. It may be to
the bringing about of confederation in my hon. friend. It is not a matter under the
Australia. jurisdiction of parliament which my hon.

friend can regularly ask for here. He must
THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION. obtain it from the Prime Minister himself.

INQUIRY. I do not know that he ever made a speech

Hon. Mr. LANDRY Inquired: at Drummondville.

Do the following words, taken from the num- Hon. Mr. LANDRY-When does the gov-
ber of the newspaper ' La Patrie' for September ernment propose to have the Prime Mnister
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in this chamber ? I think speeches delivered
by the Prime Minister in the country are of
such importance that they should be
brought before parliament, and it la my right
to ask if the Prime Minister has given such
utterances to the public as those reported. If
the government are afraid to take the respon-
sibility of the speeches made by the Prime
Minister, no wonder we have the answer
that the Minister of Justice bas given us
to-day. But that is not answering the ques-
tion at all. What about the position of the
hon. Minister of Justice himself ln the face
of those declarations attributed by a min-
isterial organ to the head of the govern-
ment ? Would he assume to take the res-
ponsibility of such a declaration ? Is he
afraid to come here and state in a manly
way that the Prime Minister has uttered
such words?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It la not of the slightest
consequence to me whether the Prime Min-
ister has or has not made such a statement.
The Prime Minister is entitled to say what
to him seems good in addressing a public
audience. I do not know, as a matter of
fact, that he ever spoke at Drummondville.
I am not specially concerned in it, and I say
that if my hon. friend wants that informa-
tion, as it Is not information that he has a
right to move for in this House, he must
seek it from the Prime Minister himself, and
not from me.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-While
I agree in the main with the principle laid
down by the hon. leader of the House, I
must dissent altogether from the position he
has taken in reference to the right of mem-
bers to ask questions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not disputing any
right to ask a question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman refuses to answer-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, I simply say that
I am not called upon to answer.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman must not be so impetuous.
A little less impetuosity on the part of the
hon. gentleman in answering questions
would be much more in accord with the po-
sition he bolds.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Who is lecturing now?
Hon. Mr. LIANDRY.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It ls
the right of every member to ask whether
utterances of a gentleman occupying the
prominent position of a minister of the
Crown have been properly or improperly re-
ported. That ls constantly done. If 1, or
any other private member of parliament,
were to make a statement of fact, it would
be of no consequence, and it would be im-
proper for the hon. member from Stadacona,
or anybody else, te ask questions about it;
but the utterances of a gentleman occupyiig
the prominent position of Premier of this
country are of Importance to every man who
has heard or read them. That is the posi-
tion that I take, because it may be the in-
dividual opinion of the minister or of the
Prime Minister at the time, or he may be
speaking on behalf of bis colleagues, and
giving utterance to a polIcy which they
Intended to pursue, and consequently I
think it is a question that the hon. gentle-
man might very properly ask. It is done in
the other House constantly, and the simple
duty of the minister from whom the ques-
tion is asked would be to say to the Premier
'this question le to be asked : What reply
shall I give to it?' That was the policy
pursued when I was in the government. The
Premier might reply ' Tell him It is none of
bis business,' if he liked, but the general
course is to say 'it is not what was stated,'
or 'it is substantially true, but I am not
going into detail to please the hon. gentle-
man from Stadacona.' But it is unusual to
refuse to answer questions on a subject of
vital Importance to the country-it may not
be important to me, but it may be to others
-as te whether the Premier expressed cer-
tain sentiments and stated certain facts
which affect a great question which la
agitating the mind of the people of this
country or not. It is easy for him to say ' no
I did not say that ; I said something else,'
or ' I said something which is substantially
the same.' If answers Of that kind were
given, we could get on better. An answer
was given to my hon. friend from N.B.
(Hon. Mr. Poirier) the other day-I was not
here-which I thought was not only impro-
per but discourteous. He had a right to ask
the question, and to tell the hon. gentleman
to go and seek information elsewhere is not
doing justice to a questioner.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-As to what is becoming
or unbecomIng to the position I hold, I muet

210



[MARCH 20, 1900]

be the judge. My hon. friend cannot judge
for me. He takes the opportunity of glving
me a lecture whenever he rises to his feet.
I have always sought to obtain the informa-
tion for hon. gentlemen with regard to any
matter before the House which they are en-
titled to ask. But this is not a matter con-
cerning any business of parliament. It le
not a motion for any paper in the possession
of parliament. It 1s not a matter over which
the government, as a government, has any
jurisdiction whatever. The lon, gentleman
cannot move for an address to His Excel-
lency, the Governor General, for what Sir
Wilfrid Laurier said at Drummondville.
This House cannot order it as a return.
That le perfectly clear. The hon. gentleman
pute to me a question to satisfy lis curiosity,
which can only be put with any propriety to
the minister himself. Now, that is not the
practice In parliament. The hon. gentleman
le In this regard departing from the usual
practice. It is not his privilege to rise and
ask such a question except from the indivi-
dual himself as to what he has said at a
particular place out of parliament. Sir Wil-
frid Laurier may have made a speech at one
or other of these places, and may have said
Something similar to what the hon. gentle-
man has put in this question. He may have
said something very different. I do not
know that I have any interest in obtaining
the information. My time te occupied suffi-
ciently with my duties as minister and my
duties In this House, and the hon. gentleman
-I say it with ail courtesy-has no right to
put such a question. He knows that as well
asi I do. It may be a matter of amusement
tO him, but I am not bound to assist in
aMUsing the hon. gentleman as a matter of
duty ln this House. If my hon. friend wants
such Information he muet apply to the Prime
Minister himself on this subject, as a mat-
ter outside of parliament altogether, or he
Iust get some other person to put the ques-
tion to hlm ln the other House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I understand my
questions are not a matter of amusement to
the hon. minister. That le the conclusion I
draw from his speech. But let me show how
illogical the hon. gentleman Is. Some time
ago Iny lion. friend on my right (Hon. Mr.
?oitier) put a question to the mInister. The
Minster Of Publie Works had declared in
Toronto that the nomination of Mr. Cha-

14j

pleau as Clerk of the Senate was merely the
first step in the direction of reforming the
Senate. That was taken out of a newspaper.
The hon. minister refused to answer the
question, because it was taken out of a
newspaper, and was a debatable fact. TwO
days after I read an extract from a news-
paper of this city and asked if a man called
Vandel had been liberated from the peniten-
tlary as the papers said. That was a debat-
able matter, but I got an answer from the
minister. He delivered, It -is true, a lecture on
the duties of ministers of the Crown and the
Minister of Justice, but I got my answer.
He told me there was no truth In the report
ln the newspaper, while my hon. frlend (Mr.
Poirier) who had asked if a reported state-
ment made by Mr. Tarte, ln Toronto, was
true, could get no answer. Was the minleter
more occupied with his business when my
hon. friend on my right asked his question
than when I put mine? And what has hap-
pened to-day ? Here is the hon. minister
giving an answer to the hon. leader of the
opposition in this House relating to a state-
ment made by Colonel Foster in the naine
of the Minister of Militia. Why the hon.
gentleman goes out of hie way altogether.
He gets from the Minister of Militia a letter
which he has read ln this House. He took
much pains to get that letter, and are we to
believe that he could not ask the Prime
Minister if that report referred to ln my
motion is true or not. No time ? he could
wait half an hour to get a letter from the
Minister of Militia, but he could not wait
two minutes to get an answer from the
Prime Minister on a matter of public policy,
as to whether this le really an authorized
declaration that he has settled for ever the
Manitoba school question. The Prime Min-
ister boasted that It was the end of the
Manitoba school question. I want to know
if it le true that he said so, not whether t4le
words are textually cited, but if that extract
which I have given ls sufficiently correct.
The Minister of Justice has no time.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-You want to knOw If
that question la settled or not ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-1 want to knOw If
the question ls settled In the way the Prime
Minister says or not. I want to know if
the hon. minIster can take the responsibility
of giving an answer to that question. He
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la unable to do so. What does Magna
Charta say of that studied silence in which
the minister is fortifying himself ? Nothing
at all. It stands as mute as the hon. min-
Ister.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-As a piece of consola-
tion to amy hon. frIend I will tell him the
hon. minister took at least the trouble to
read his question, which he very courteously
told me he had not done in my case, so my
hon. friend stands one better than I do any-
way.

ALBERTON AND KILDARE POSTAL
SERVICE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired:
Why was the service of carrying the mails on

the Alberton and Kildare route, P.E.I., not put
up to tender on the expiration of the contract
on December 31 last?

He said : Last December the contract for
carrying the mails on this route expired and
some time before the expiration of the term
the contractor, a Mr. Reid, was asked by
the local offilals whether he would continue
to perform the work. He consented, and said
he would like to know whether he was to
have it for the new term, because he wanted
to make arrangements. He was told that
the Postmaster General was considering the
question whether he would allow him to
continue the contract.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say I have not
the Information yet.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-When will my hon.
friend have it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot say. I shall
bring it here as soon as I receive It.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is simply an
answer. Surely that is a matter that it will
not take long for the minister to explain.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It will not take long to
explain when I can get the explanation.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am simply ask-
ing why the contract was not let by public
competition.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot tell the hon.
gentleman until I get the information.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The notice has
been on the order paper for two days.

rHon. Mr. IJANDRY,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am aware of that, and
I am most anxious to give the hon. gentle-
man the information, but until I get it from
the department I cannot do so.

BINDER TWINE AND BARBED WIRE
FACTORIES.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired:
How many manufacturers of binder twine and

barb wire were there in Canada prior to the
change in the duty on those articles? Also,
how many manufacturers are there of each of
those articles in Canada now?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am unable to answer
rmy hon. friend's question. Of course we
have no official information on this subject
since the census. I dare say there have
been some institutions established since for
the manufacture, but how many there are I
am unable to say.

Hon. Sir -MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
statistician, Mr. Johnson, might be able to
give the information if you ask him.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He may have it ; I will
make inquiry.

THE PREVENTIVE OFFICER AT
MONTMAGNY.

INQUIRY.
Mr. LANDRY inquired :
What is the name of the present preventive

officer for the district of Montinagny? What
is his salary? How many seizures has he effect-
ed since he has been doing duty for infractions
of the customs and excise laws? How much
has the government realized from these seizures,
either by the sale of the articles confiscated or
by fines imposed?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Inland Revenue
Department at present has no preventive
officer specially appointed for the county of
Montmagny. In February, 1895, Mr. Maxime
Dubé was appointed a temporary preventive
officer for the district of Montmagny, and
his services were dlspensed with on the 26th
of August, 1896. During that period two
seizures were made by him in the county of
Montmagny, one of which realized net $59.-
99, and the other $163.34. Since the 26th of
August, 1896, no preventive officer has been
specially appoInted for Montmagny, and the
service for that county and the other coun-
ties comprised in the Quebec division is
carried on by the general staff of that di-
vision.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does wash-up of gold from year to year Is very
that apply to customs as well as excise ? great. The transactions between the gov-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, it applies to excise ernment of Canada and the people of that

only. country and the men who have gone in
there are of the most extensive and import-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un- ant character. In view of these facts tnd
derstand this question to refer more par- that it Is now very apparent-I have it on
ticularly to customs. Would the hon. gentle- the authority of some correspondents there
man tell us whether there are any prevent- who, I know, are very well informed-that
ive officers in the Customs Department the wash-up this spring is likely to exceed
there ? $20,000,O0. We know that the Yukon ter-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot give the hon. ritory promises to be a rich gold producing
gentleman that information. country. We know that there are large ln-

Hon.terests requiring the care and solicitude of

man allow my question to stand ? the goverment. Knowing ai these thing,nian llowmy qustio to sandI subrnit the tirne has corne w2xen t2ie gov-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. erment should take up and consider the

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Because I thInk he givlng of the Yukon District representation
is mistaken in his answer. I know there parlIament. We know that day atter day,
is a preventive officer, whether customs or any of us who have friende there, and most
excise I cannot tell. of us, dre say, have we are receiving

communications from theiu cozpla.ing ln
Hon. Mr. MILLS-Will the hon. gentle- the strongest poseible manner of the con-

man give me the name and I shall make dition of affairs there. I am not going to take
inquiry. the ground that ail that arise from lack Of

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The name Is Dion. administrative abllity or some other lack
on the part of the Minister of the Interior,

REPRESENTATION OF YUKON DIS- or that the fauit lie@ entireiy with the offi-
TRICT IN PARLIAMENT. cws sent there. I ar not going to take an

extreme ground on that, but I do hold that
INQUIRY. the Interest@ Involved are 9o great, and the

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON Inquired complants are s numerous and strong
Is it the Intention of the government to in- ou the part of the peopie there fighbug un-

troduce a measure during the present session
giving the Yukon district representation ln par- der great disadvantages to develop that
liament? country and do sorething for thenselves,

le said: The Yukon District is a part of that all this should call the attention of par-
Canada of very great importance. I an not lianent to the neeessity o! giving those peo-
going to submit any statistics or inform- pie sone voice lu the government o! this
ation that hon. gentleman do not already country. Speaktng for .yself, and fror the
pOs.sess, for I apprehend that every hon. letters I have recelved and that others have
gentleman knows as much as I do with re- received, I know there la Intense disstis-
gard to it. We know that trade lu fbe Yuk- faction ln that country wlth the administra-
Ofl district le very large. We know that a ti0u Of its affairs. 1 beijeve at thie moment
considerable population has enitered Into there Is suffiient Indignation and dissatis-
that part of the Dominion-not perhaps quite faction In the Yukon country that, If it Were
as large now as It was some time ago, but equaiiy distrtbuted amonget the cOnatuefr
Ilevertheless a very considerable number des of Canada, would prevent the goVerf-
have gone there. We know the trans- meut getting many supporter retUrned t>
Portation of that country Is a matter of parliament. I know that ail theS 00w'
very great consequence. Vast trade that plaints are comîng lu, not merely fr133 Cou
ean hardly be comprehended by those servatives, but fror men who were MOt
'whio have not gone into it and exam- pronounced Liberais when they weit luto
ined it a little is being carried on in that country. I know that these ren are
that Country. Among other some of great complaining strongîy. I am not saylug whe-
banking institutions have been established ther their complaints are warra.nt«l or Dot,
there and are doing large business. The but the existence Of COuwlaJntd, the Import-
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ant interests Involved, the established rich-
ness of that country-all these things point
out, to my mind at least, the desirability of
giving that country a voice in the adminis-
tration of affairs at an early date.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The subject ls under
conalderation, but I am not able to answer
the hon. gentleman as to whether there wIll
be a measure introduced for representation
during the present session or not. If the
extraordinary condition of things existed
which the hon. gentleman describes, of
course it would be a powerfbl deterrent
against any proposed legislation whatever,
but the information which I have recelved
from the country-and I have received a
good many letters-does not represent that
turbulent and dissatisfied condition which
the hon. gentleman has presented to us here
to-day. On the contrary, I find that those
who are Canadians, who have gone up there
with the hope of engaging in mIning oper-
ations have, on the whole, been faIrly suc-
cessful and are faIrly contented with what
they have done. A good many men have
gone In there for the purpose of living by
their wits at the expense of others, for you
must remember they are not Canadian or
British subjects, and they have not been as
successful as they hoped they mlght be and
tbey are dissatlsfied and many of them have
left, and more, no doubt, wIll leave, and
except for what they consume they have
been of no great advantage to Canada.
Those that go there for the purpose of en-
gaging ln mining operations are, no doubt,
to be encouraged. Many are investing large
sums of money. Others are seeking to in-
vest as well large sums of money, and
they expect to make their fortunes
out of the mines in that country and I am
sure that we all hope that they may
be successful, but those who à go there
to establish gambling bouses and to
live at the expense of the rest of the com-
munity, and to fleece the miners when they
come In from their mining operations, and
who are dissatisfied because the opportunity
has not been presented to them, are not
persons deserving of the sympathy of this
House or the other, or the people of this
country, and I am sure that they have been
disappointed will not be a source of dissatis-
fhetion to the people of Canada. As to re-
presentation, we provided for representa-
tion ln the local assembly by a Bih

Hon. Mr. FDRGUSON.

carrled through this parilament last session.
So far, I belleve, there has been no action
on the part of the people-no expression of
opinion-to avail theniselves of that provi-
sion. I trust they may do so at an early
date, but until we have a more settled popu-
lation in the country we are not likely to
have any great demand for political rights
or privileges within the territory. You have
a great many people going in and remaining
there for a season or two, and coming out
again, and those people are not specially
Interested ln political representation from
the Yukon country. They are looking to the
sections of the country ln which they have
their permanent homes, and so far as the
population of the country Is concerned, I
think about eighty-five per cent of them are
not British subjects.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Outlanders.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They are outlanders ln
a very different sense from what others are
Outlanders in the Transvaal country. Whe-
ther the hon. gentleman ls suggesting that
those who are aliens ln that country and
have gone ln, many of them to make a for-
tune in the way I have lntlmated. ought to
have the rlghts of the elective franchise con-
ferred on them I do not know.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Certainly, If they
become British subjects.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If my hon. friend Is in
favour of conferring upon them the eleetive
franchise the moment they arrive in the
country, bis opinions differ from mine.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not go quite as far as my bon. friend on my
rlght. I think he might very properly wait
until after the next census. That would be
the proper time to consider this great ques-
tion as to the readjustment of seats and the
giving of representation to the Yukon ter-
ritory : but what I wanted to call the atten-
tion of the House to was the state of feel-
ing in that country just now on account of
not having had the law, to which the hon.
gentleman has referred, brought Into opera-
tion. It was only last night I was readlng
an account of a public meeting which was
held ln Dawson City protesting ln the strong-
est possible manner against the authorities
and the manner ln which the affairs of the
country are carried on. Whose duty It is to
proclaim that law I do not know. I regret that
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I forgot to bring the paper here, as I in- to repr
tended to read portions of it to the House, other po
but the burden of it Is this : they have a of the Do
council at present. The law we placed on s much
the statute-book last session gives the right sent dîst
to British subjects there to elect two repre- tien that
sentatives to sit at that council. I was and that
somewhat astonished to find ln the speeches have to 1
which were delivered at that meeting that to my h
this council, which govern the Yukon Ter- for the l
ritory at the present moment, sits with
closed doors. They refuse to allow anybody Hon. M
within the precincts of their offices. They flou.
make laws in secret. One of the judges non s
presides at those meetings and administers we have
the law afterwards. What the meeting pro- able to d
tested against most was that the law was shah hav
not put in force in order that the people to-morro
could bave a representation ln the local msy nak
council, or whatever it is called, and aselet sentation
in the making of the ordinances or laws ne- districts,
cessary for the government of the country ; neeeSslty
and they complained, very bitterly too, that iudleted
ail that is done like in the days of old ln the pacified.
Star Chaniber, with the doors closed, and If they h
not a soul allowed to hear the discussions. out the s
Whether the attention of the hon. minister hope he
has been called to that, I do not know. is offered

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No. Halifax
tal mcot

Ho. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEL-It sentd
a question that I thlnk the Mînister f Jus-t that e
tice should look Into. I will take the lberty, at theti
If be bas no objection, of seudlng h1m a copy that t
f the paper, lf order that he may see what the ut

the expressions of the people are, and take thes Yuo
action in the matter. Thee are not expres- o
slous, from the names and etatement made that dlst
by the editor et the paper, o! what msy be action,i
Called outla.nders, or people who come~ in counc
there for the purpose of fieecing those who1 rem'i55neE
have made mouey, but of ffien who have an ly Owiiig
actual bou fide stake Hn the country. Some othe n.ce
Of then have been living there for years and laton wh
have made money and there are professional 'provided
Mnen who are taking su interest lu what the Privy
theY consider Is for the benefit of the coun- such Per,
t'ry. Whetber It la the duty of the Minlster Act, and
Of Justice to proclalm thnt Act, I do not nances a
kn'Ow. If It 1s, he should take action at once by the
Iu order that the people may bave au oppor- councl, a
tuulty 0f electlng-thoSe two representatlves, ln counci
WhIo must be British subjeete, lu order that manifet
they may agsiat lu makng the laws which Yukon d
are to goveru them. After that wll corne lu availli
the suggestion made by my hon. frleaid as the ct p

entation In parliament. There are
tions of these gold bearing regions
minion which require consideration
as thet. When we look at the pre-
rlet of Yale and the large popula-
is flowing Into AtUn and Rossland
part of the country, that will ail
e considered too, I would suggest

on. friend not to push the motion
kqury-

r. FERGUSON-It is only a ques-

Ir MACKENZIE BOWELIT-Until
the census, and then they wIll be
eal with the ,malter. We know we
e the Representation Bill before un
r, or very early, and the minister
e some suggestion about the repre-
of Klondike, Atlin and Rossland
but I do impress upon him the
of taking action in the line I have
ln order that the people may be
I think they would be satisfied
ad that law put in force. I throw
uggestion to my hon. friend, and I
vill take 1-t ln the spirit in which It
, and I hope my hon. friend from
may not say It is made from poli-
ives.

r. LOUGHEED-I am astonished
atement of the Minister of Justice
legislation of last session has not

into operation with regard to
n council. I mlght say that it

rest at all with the people of
rict to call that machinery into
but rather with the Governor
Il, and if there has been any
ss in that regard It has been entire-
to the government not havlng taken
sary steps to do so. In the legis-

ch was passed last session, It was
that Governor in couneil, under
Seal, might appoint and constitute

sons as are contemplated by the
that the councli should pass ordi-
id make -provisions for the election
public of representatives of that
nd consequently until the GovernoIr
1 acts in that direction, it muet be

to the Ho.use that the people of the

strict are certainly not in default
ng themselves of the rights under
assed last session. With reference

215



[SENATE]

to the suggestion of the hon. gentleman
from Hastings (Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell)
as to the two districts alluded to, Atlin and
Rossland, those districts are in the province
of British Columbia, and additional repre-
sentation could not be given to those dis-
tricts until the census of 1901 is taken ; but
the Yukon Territory is in an entirely differ-
ent position, as well as the North-west Terri-
tories. They do not in any sense come with-
in the provision of the British North America
Act so far as the application of the census
is concerned. The parliament at any time
can legislate with reference to giving addi-
tional representation to any parts of the
territorles. We cannot impress too strongly
upon the government the necesslty, in my
judgment, at a very early stage in the
opening up of new territory of giving repre-
sentation to citizens of the Dominion, or
people who may become naturalized British
subjects, who may settle in those particular
districts. It seems to me that, if, in the
early days, previous to 1885 In the North-
west Territories, when the government had
to confront ail the serious difficulties con-
nected with the rebellion of thait period, if
those territorles had enjoyed representation
in the councils of the Dominion, I very much
doubt indeed If that rebellion would have
arlsen. It is very well known that in the
history of every country, partlcularly durlug
the initial stages of development, difficulties
are bound to arise, owing to the Incompe-
tency, possibly, of government officials,
owing to their not appreciating the questions
that arise in reference to legislation and a
proper recognition of the rights of the
people that lead to interminable, difficulties,
difficulties which cannot possibly be forgot-
ten for many years. I might say that many
of the difficulties to which attention has
been directed as exIsting in the Yukon coun-
try are largely attributable to the fact that
the cabinet are not at ail aware of the exist-
lng difficulties in that country. Whence do
the government recelve their advIce as to the
condition of affairs in that country ? Main-
ly from their own officers, mainly from
those who are prepared to give them
servile following and to offer up In-
cense at their shrine continually. It Is not
from the independent citizen or those help-
lng to develop the country that they seek
advice. It is from their hirellngs In that

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

country, and it is natural that those officiale,
be they hirelings or otherwise, look at the
administration of public affairs or the ad-
ministration of governmental machinery.
from the standpoint from which they them-
selves administer it. I cast no reflections
upon these officials at all, but it is manifest
that if the government will seek advice with
reference to the difficulties which exist In
that country from their own servants, from
those who are charged with the administra-
tion of public affairs in that country, they
must necessarily receive only a one-sided
view, and must necessarily stultify
themselves if they represent to their gov-
ernment that it is necessary to enlarge
the rights of the people, or to enlarge those
avenues through which the public can find
free expression In regard to the abuses and
grievances which exist. It must be apparent
to every one that a public officer In exposing
grievances would be stultifying himself,
because the first question of the government
would be : Why do you not so administer
the law that you wIll prevent any feeling
on the part of the people that they are be-
coming the victims of abuses and griev-
ances ? That las been the history of the
opening up of any new country. History
is repeatIng Itself In regard to the advisabi-
lity of the government givIng an early re-
presentation du the councils of the nation to
the citizens of every new terrItory, so that
the government may have a free and Inde-
pendent expression of opinion upon the
floors of parliament as to the public neces-
sities in those particular places. The longer
I have lived In that western country, the
more I have come in contact with frontier
life, the deeper my conviction has become
as to the expeaIiency of the government
giving proper representation in parliament
to the people, and it seems to me that this
government can easily obviate many of the
difficulties which to-day are confronting
them by giving proper representation to that
new country, a country invested with great
wealth, as has been pointed out by my hon.
friend, and which only can receive proper
attention at the hands of the government by
its representatives being on the floor of par-
Ilament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know that I
differ very much from my hon. friend on the
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subject of representation. I think in the hon. gentlemen 1;this buse, and it leads
terltorlal legislatures that are created for me to an entlrely dIfferent view to that
the local government of the country it is expressed In those letters of the beelers and
well, at a very early day, to introduce're- hangers-on Who have obtalned positions In
presentatives elected by the people for the the Klondike. I have had scores of letters
settiers who have come into the country. which intimate to me that not one-tenth of
That was the provision made in the Bil ail the corruption and ail the rascallty and
last year. The administration of that Bil ail the mismanagement exIsting in that
is not with the Department of Justice, but country hais ever filtered through down to
with the Department of the Interior, and this point, that if they ever had an opportun-
that department, I think, put itself into com- ity sucb as Sir Charles Hlibbert Tupper
munication with the country at a very early asked for ln the House of Commons of giv-
date after our session closed. My hon. Ing evidence before a Judicial Commission,
friend knows it was almost autumn before there would have been such an exposure of
parliament prorogued last year, and before rascality that neither the Minister of the In-
that Bill became law. I am not aware terior nor the goverument eould have faced
whether, up to this moment, any communi- I. We know that the parties who would
cation bas been received from that country. have given that evidence are afraid,
My hon. friend knows the facilities for because nearly ail of them have In-
communication are not good, and the time terests up there which one turn of
Occupied for transmission Is great, and the the screw would probably deprive them
information which the Department of the Of, and they are afrald tu come out
Interior has received up to the present time, and give evidence. They are fot golng to
I am not in a position at the present mo- travel thousands of miles to give evIdence,
ment to say, but I entlrely agree with him or to correspond with the leader of the
that it is most desirable at a very early day, ouse or people of that kind, because they
to have representatives elected sitting In know they wil not get relief lu that way;
couincil and the deliberations ought to be but they correspond with others, and I cVn
publie. But when they eit in an executive assure the hon, gentleman that if he thinks
Calpacity a different view should prevail. he correctly undertands the opinion of

people lu the Yukon district, he is mistaken.
Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-When I There are people there who are perfectly

heard the leader of the bouse make a state- satisfhedo wlt the conditions that exiat ad
Ment thls afternoon giving an account f who are getting on falry wehe, and probably
'the correspondence whicb he had bad with more than fairly well, but those are the

people In the Yukon district l people who have been sent Up there
Whlch he palnted that country In rosy col- with the whisky permits. At Oak Lake,
ours, who assured hlm they were dolng very tweixty miles from where I reside, some par-
Well under the conditions in wbIch tbey ties weore given a permit. They toolty I a
lived, it Is quite apparent to me, as It is large quantlty of whisky and a number
apparent to the mon. gentleman from Cal- of dance girls, and cleared one hundred thon-
'gary, that the correspondence which the sand dollars. They came back and divided
Mînister bas had bas been undou'btedly w cth the money wth prominent people there. 
'a Iclass of peuple who, are sympathizers wlth know an instance in Brandon where a gen-
bis8 OWn party who have gone tu that coun- tieman was given an opportun-ty of going
trY, some of them nctuated by nothing more out there wltb a permit In adrance, whefl
than a desire tu make fortunes forithem- the permts were golng t be stopped, and
selves, but the great majority o-f them forti- he started two days before they stopped
ied wath letters and recommendations giving the permits. He landed under an

frOma mlii-sters whch, wben they laded lin assumed name la Dawson wi t bis cargo
that country, woutd serve to give them of lquor, and when he got there he was the

pointers and 'place tbem on the Inslde track. ouly onie who was allowed to remain. Ail
The coirrespondence aluded to, differs from the rest of the iquor cargues in transit were
the COrrespondence I have had with men wbo not allowed to be taken lu. Hecame down
are lo that country now, and the same cor wth bis soie consig ment and leared about
repondence bas come Into, the hands of other twenty thouspnd dollars and is proud t

2[7



|SENATE]

say so to-day. He Is biIlding a block ln Mr. Ogiivle's office. They ail respected and
Brandon, whieh is commonly ealled the believed hlm.
Whisky Block. That is only one Instance.
There are others who are sharing in the r1L Mr kIIIceHOFFER-a h e
profits. He has to dIvvy up with others as
well, and I know from my own experience Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, 1 thlnk se. It is
tha;t these liquor permits are being issued ail very fine for hon, gentlemen here, among
and sold in Vancouver and Seattle, and the people who are fot famllax wlth the mat-
parties are getting a .rake-off from those ter, te make these reckless statements. I
who have the whisky permits. They re- do fot itake what Is sald by the government
celve a permit and it Is taken away and speakers or opposition speakers as being ab-
peddled In the United States cities, and solutely reliable but I came acrose a small
they make their profits out of it. volume, pubished by an English mlnlng
I do not wonder that t'hese people write to engineer, who goes into the whoie matter
the minister that they are fairly well satis- of the Yukon with a great deal of care,
fied. The hon. gentleman says that the who talks about the character of the mines,
only people complaining are those who are and the prospect of the mines holding out.
living by their wIts-tbe people who have le also speaks of the way lu whlch the
gone ln there and started gamblIng houses. country is admlnistered. These stories about
He does not understand It. Who are mak the universal corruption and ail that, whch
ing the most money ? It is the gambling you mlght expect from those United States
houses and these places that are fostered by friends of the Conservative party, was net
the government. They are the people doIng Indulged lu at ail, but he dld say-and I
the best business in that place. I think a unuerstand that there is a general feeling
country like that is enfiled to a represen- to that effect-that he thought the rate of
tative ln parliament. But from the reports royalty was excessive. That gentleman is,
we get from there of the arduous duties as far as 1 am aware, fot lnterested
placed upon genulue mInerr, It seems to me politicaily one way or the other. His
that the population is stpplng away, and H domicile is n t in Canada, and he was ap-
do not know wihether hese gentlemen w ll parently only axions to give information
flot have sucked that country so dry that to those who mlght thlnk of going there for
there wll net be enough people to appoint a mlnng purposes. I take It hi statement
member to represent I. are much more rellable than the statements

we have been lu the habit of dearlng.
ion. Mur. Pu WR-I do not think this dis-,

cussion would have been complete without
the imaginative speech of the hon. gentle-
man who bas just spoken. We had gentle-
men who came here to Ottawa some two or
three years ago tell us how badly that Yukon
country was governed, but I think some of
those gentlemen did not find It convenient
afterwards to return to Dawson. It was a
continuai matter of ecomplaint on the part
of gentlemen of the Conservative persuasion
that Mr. OgIlvie, a man whom everybody
respected and trusted and belleved In, had
not been made commissioner, but that an-
other gentleman, Major Walsh, had been ap-
pointed. Mr. Ogilvie was afterwards ap-
pointed commissioner, and an Investigation
was made on the spot. The hon. gentle-
man from Brandon was quite correct. You
could not expect the gentlemen from Daw-
son to come four thousand miles to give
evidence, but they might have stepped into

Hon. Mr. KIROHHOFFER.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-What is the ex-
pert's name ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have forgotten his
name. I can produce the document. He is
an Englishman, and I think a graduate or
Oxford.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (50) 'An Act to provide for the ex-
penses of the Canadian volunteers serving
Her Majesty in South Africa.'-(Hon. Mr.
Mills.)

THE CASE OF COL. WHITE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Since the case of Col.
White was under discussion to-day, I have
recelved the following letters :

Ottawa, February 3, 1900.
The Major General Commanding the Militia.

I am Instructed by the hon. the Minister of
Militia and Defence to call your attention to
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the fact that in an official communication writ-
ten by Colonel Foster, under your instructions
to Lieut.-Colonel White, that gentleman was
informed that the minister's reason for striking
his naine from the list of those recommended
for the staff course at the Royal Military Col-
lege was that lie had of late taken some active
part in polities on behalf of the opposition.

I am further instructed to inform you that
the reason assigned in this letter for the minis-
ter's action le entirely erroneous and misleading,
and as the minister understands that Colonel
Foster reported to you what actually did take
place when the minister struck off Lieut.-Colonel
White's name, he cannot understand why you
should have attributed to him the reason you
assigned. The minister then told Colonel Fos-
ter that he struck off Lieut.-Colonel White's
name because he was obviously unfit for such
an appointment, having only recently been re-
tired from the lieut.-colonelcy of the 30th Bat-
talion on account of his length of service, being
too old and maimed.

The minister falla to understand why you
should suppress his real reasons for the action
he took, and substitute for them a different and
incorrect one. He instructs me to express his
wish that the letter written under your instruc-
tiens should be withdrawn, and one written to
Colonel White informing him of the true rea-
sons for the minister's action.

(Sgd) L. F. PINAULT, Lt.-Colonel,
Deputy Minister of Militia and Defence.

February 7, 1900.
Sir,-Adverting to previous correspondence in

regard to your name being removed froin the
list of officers selected to undergo the staff
college course, I am directed by the Major Gene-
ral Commanding to inform you that the letter in
which the reason assigned for the removal of
Your naine was stated to be that ' you had taken
an active part in polities on bebalf or the oppa-
sition,' was sent in error, and ils to be con-
sidered as withdrawn.

The hon. the Minister of Militia and Defence
considered that the course should be restricted
to younger men, and in consequence directed the
rernoval of your name.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant.

(Sd.) HUBERT FOSTER, Col.,
Chief Staff Officer.

To Lieut.-Colonel W. W. White,
Guelph, Ont.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-The
first letter was written to the Major Gen-
eral ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, addressed to the
Major General.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is
there any reply to that from the Major-
Generai ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-None other than the
letter to Mr. White.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-When did the
government terminate his services ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I could not tell.

Hon Mr. LOUGHEED-Was not It previ-
ous to the 3rd February, the date of the let-
ter ?

Hon Mr. SCOTT-No; that letter Is ad-
dressed to him 'Commanding the Militia,
so he must have been acting then.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It does not neces-
sarily follow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
letter Is written by the Deputy Minister of
Militia, L. F. Pinault, to the Major General,
and Col. Foster writes to Lieut.-Col. White,
as I indicated when I made the remark. I
would like to know what answer the Major
General gave, or whether he made any
answer.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He accepted the infor-
mation. He made no answer.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If he
did not answer it, there muet be a reason
for it. If he did answer it, we would like
to see the letter. Would my hon. friend ask
the department whether Major General
Hutton made any reply to that letter, and
if so, will he kindly put it before the Sen-
ate ? I think, in justice to all parties, it
shouid be here.

Hou. Mr. SOOTT-1 will inquire about it.

CRIMINAL CODE BILL.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I wlsh to point out
that early in the session there was an as-
surance given to this House that the Orini-
nal Code Amendment Bill would be intro-
duced at an early day in the session. We
know that for two or three years back the
Senate has given a great deal of attention
to the amendment of the criminal laws. We
have given a great deal of time to the sub-
Ject, and last year I think on the whole a
Bill was passed in this House fuirly satis-
factory to my hon. friend the Minister of
Justice. I know a great deal o! attention
was given to it, and the result was we

thought we were getting a very good Bill

indeed. That Bill reached the House Of
Commons too late to be carried through.
It went into the slaughter of the Innocents
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at the close of the session. This year we Bill (L) 'An Act respecting the Ontario
were promised a Bill on the subject in the and Rainy River Railway Company.'-(Mr.
address ln reply to the speech from the Kirchhoffer.)
Throne, and my hon. friend told us before
the adjournment that he had some little pre- THE SIZE OF APPLE BARRELS.
liminaries to attend to before he would bpe
able to introduce it, but that they would INQUIRY.
soon be got through, and although he was Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired:
not ready to bring in the Bill at that tine, If it ls their intention to introduce a Bill
we would have it at an early day. We are during the present session of parliament in

amendment of the Act of last year, relating to
In the seventh week of the session, and We the form and size of apple barrels?
have not seen the Bill yet. If it is put off
much longer, we will be going through the lie said: Las ear a entlemen
same work that we performed last year wihl rem r, his arihent sse a
wlthout any hope of its becoming law, be- asue rldIng fr the ufr sea-
cause the Commons will not be able to payapebres.twafethetate-
atethel to sure was under discussion here, that there

were some doubts as to whether the kind
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think I stated to the of apple barreis authorized by that Bil

House-my hon. friend was absent at the would be satlsfactory, but as the measure
time-that after the Bill was ready and sent was not te core Into force for over twelve
to the printers we received a large number months, lu fact not until the firet of neit
of suggestions from the varlous prosecut- Juîy, Lt was feit that no harm couhd be doue
lng attorneys, and from some of the magis- by aiiowlug the measure to paso and lt would
trates and judges interested ln the adminis- leave It open for further hegishation ln the
tration of the law, and these I, with some neantime. I may say from communications
of my officers, had to consider before we I have had from apple shippers and dealers
sent the Bill to the printers ; otherwise the lu the maritime provinces, at least, that
Bill would have been printed and ln the there is very strong objection to this
hands of hon. gentlemen by the end of the barrel. It is said to be three quarts larger
adjournment. All these suggestions and pro- than the authorized barrel of the United
posais have been very carefully considered, States, and the feeling I have found te exlst
and those whlch we think ought to be among those interested, is that we shouhd
embraced in the law have been so Incor- adopt a barrel of the same size as that
porated. I had the Bill here yesterday ln adopted by the United States, and that it la
galley form, and I handed it to the Law not wlse on our part to maie our barrel
Clerk to have it printed ln proper form, and three quarts harger than theirs. That dif-
I thought It might be hege to-morrow or next ference in the size would scarcely le ap-
day ; so that there will, probably, be no preciable to the eye, and would very likely
trouble on that score, and no very great de- not resuit lu getting an> better price than
lay. the smaler barrel, while It wouhd be just

The Senate adjourned. wo much more taken out of the pockets f our
apple growers. A hundred quarts e the size
monthsthat in settned by the apple deaers at the
convention lu the Unted States, and that

THE SENATE. ls the size whch egulates trade ln the
United States and with other countries as

Ottawa, Wededay, Marc& 1, 190.: wei . t was stated that this barrel that

The Speaker took the Chair at three was legaized hast year wou d ho d 103

o'ciock. quarts, being 3 quarts larger than the United
States barrel. I know that the feeling l

Prayers and Routine Proceedings. the part of the province from which I come
BILLS INTRODUCED. a, that while it Un eminetiy desrab e that

we shound have a untform barrel for Canada,
Bil (< 'Au Act further te ame fd the it in a tso desirable, as our apples go Bide by

Criminal Code of 1S92.'-(Hon. Mr. Misp.) side, and are sold under the same conditions
Hou. Mr. FFIRGU SON.
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in the common market, as the United States
apples, that we should have the same sized
barrel as they have. There is also a very
strong feeling that the same uniformity
in barrels should extend to other things as
well as apples. Take potatoes, for instance.
When we are speaking of a barrel, it is de-
sirable that it should mean the same thing
all over the continent, if possible.

Hon. Mr. MILLS. The Minister of Inland
Revenue bas had the subject before him,
and the reason for reconsidering the subject
was that which has been stated by the hon.
gentleman, that the apple barrel of the
United States was of a different size from
our barrels. There is less difficulty in bring-'
ing the apple barrel used in the maritime
provinces into conformity with the size of
the barrel in the United States, than there
wougl be in other portions of the Dominion.
In the province of Ontario, where an im-!
mense apple crop is sometimes grown, the
most of the growers purchase flour barrels,
and it might not be convenient for them to
alter the present practice. It is a matter of!
great convenience to be able to get barrels at
any time for this purpose, and the same bar-
rel that is used for the packing and export-
ation of four is also used as an apple bar-:
rel. What the size of that is, I cannot pre-
cisely say, but there may be a difficulty, so
far as Ontario is concerned, in adopting the
United States size of barrel, if it should
be different from that used in the maritime
provinces. It miglit be that the United
States barrel is the same size as the flour
barrel. As to that, I cannot say.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I asked an explanation
from the Minister of Inland Revenue with
reference to this subject, and he tells me
that the barrel which has been legallzed is
the one which has been in use in Nova
Scotia for several years. It was at the
instance of the Nova Scotia apple dealers
the barrel was legalized throughout the
Dominion. Since that tîme they have dis-
Covered that it is a larger barrel than the
United States packers use.

lon. Mr. FERGUSON-Who gave my hon.
friend the Information ?

Hon. Mr. 8OOTT- ir Henry Joly, the
Minister of Inland Revenue. He told me it
Was at the instance of the Nova Scotia
growers that this particular barrel was le-,

galized. He knew at the time it was a
somewhat larger barrel than the ordinary
barrel which had been used, which I pre-
sume was a four barrel. It was so much
larger in parts and held three quarts more
than the ordinary barrel. I understand the
subject will be remitted to the Fruit Grow-
ers' Association in order that they may de-
cide the question.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-However the mis-
take has arisen, whether it is a misunder-
standing on the part of my bon. friend of
what the Minister of Inland Revenue said,
or an error of his own. I can assure the
hon. gentleman the Information Is entirely
erroneous.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-As far as 'Nova Scotia
is concerned ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-1 can tell him that
the barrel used in Nova Scotlais smaller
even than the United States barrel, and the
Nova Scotia people would be called upon, if
the United States barrel la adopted, to aban-
don their barrel. My hon. friend behind me
says the Nova Scotia apples are largely con-
sumed ln the London markets, and they are
sent to market, up to the present time, ln a
barrel even smaller than the United States
barrel, a rather uncouth barrel, but the
character of the apple has been such as to
gain for it an excellent reputation, so that
even ln these smaller barrels Nova Scotia
apples are sold at a higher price than other
apples in larger barrels from other markets.
Uniformity, however, is desirable, and it
would be necessary for the people of Nova
Scotia to give up their smaiqer barrel. The
barre legalized last year is larger than the
one in Nova Scotia, and larger than the one
in the United States.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-How many pounds
of apples does one barrel contain more than
another. We ought to know that. Why not
sell apples by weight ? We night as well as
-have different sized barrels, but say a barrel
shaH contain so many pounds welght.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Apples will vary
very much In size and weight I have found
that apples which were pressed under pre-
ciseiy the saae conditions varied all the way
from 147 to 167 pounds-.different varieties.
Some are very much heavier than others.
The railways take 165 pounda as the welght,
barrel and all.
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-When you ship
apiples you mark on the head of the barrel
what varieties they are. I know one class
of apples welghs more than another. Take
for instance Kings, Spies, Russets, and Bald-
wine, they all weigh differently, but you can
eay a barrel of Baldwins shall weigh so
.much ; a barrel of Kinge so much, a barrel
of Greenings or a barrel of Russets so much.
In that way you would get uniformIty ail
over the country. Otherwise you cannot get
it ?

BARBED WIRE AND BINDER TWINE
FACTORIES.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inqulred:
How many manufacturera of binder twine and

barb wire were there in Canada prior to the
change in the duty on those articles? Also,
how many manufacturera are there of each of
those articles in Canada now?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not the informa-
tion. We have no official information. My
hon. frien'd knows that the information
brought down lin parliament ls information
within the control of some department. This
is not, ýbut it is a matter of public interest,
and I should be pleased to get It for my hon.
friend if I eau do so.

TRADE AT CAPE NOME.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD, (B.C.) rose to:
Cali the attention of the government to the

report published in the 'Colonist ' newapaper
of Victoria, B.C., that the United States gov-
ernment does not intend to declare Cape Nome,
ln Alaska, a port of entry for the reasons here-
Inafter set forth; and will Inquire if the gov-
ernment will ascertain the opinion of the United
States government with respect to this subject:

In reply to the telegram sent Secretary Gage
by United States Counsel SmIth, inquiring as to
whether or not British steamers will be allowed
to enter at the nearest port of entry, take on
an American customs officer and proceed to Nome
to discharge their British consignments, a nega-
tive reply has been received, it being explained
that through the revival of an aiment obselete
section of the American shipping law, contained
in the Revised Statutes of the United States,
vol. 71, such foreign vessels will be compelled
to complete their discharging at the port for
which they have cleared. St. Michael, 150 miles
away, is understood to be the nearest port to
which the ' Alpha' or any other British ahip
may go for the new gold fields, and It le there-
fore not improbable that this one vessel, at ail
events, will be disposed of to American citizens.

Another Unfriendly Act.
Treasury Orders Duty Collected on aIl American

Goods Taken North by Canadian Carriers.
Port Townsend, March 10.-Advices from

Wasbington say that the Treasury Department
iHon. Mr. FIRGUSON.

has taken a decided stand relative to shipping
American goods via Canadian points into Alaska
on British vessels, and has Instructed the col-
lector of customs to collect duty on ail goods
arriving in Alaska on British vessels, even if
they are accompanied with export certificates.
Many shippers to Alaska obtain export certifn-
cates and send their goods to Vancouver and
other points, and thence to Alaska in British
vessels, thereby working an injury to American
vessels. This order will practically debar Brit-
ish vessels from entering the Nome trade lin
the freight carrying business. It la sai& that
American firms have already contracted with
British vessels for the delivery of large consign-
[ments of merchandise at Nome, but owing ta
the ruling of the Treasury Department these
contracts will have to be cancelled.

He said : This la a very important matter.
If goods are put in British bottoms they
have to pay United States duty-even United
States goods. I ask the minister to inquire
into the matter and see if there Is any truth
-in the report or not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I ehall make Inquiry
and find out anything that can be asce.rtain-
ed. I have seen the announcement to which
my hon. frienU refers, that there is no offi-
cer there, and that this place has not been
-made a port of entry, so no goods can be
landed there.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-In
making the inquiry, would the hon. gentle-
man go furither and ascertain whether United
States goods which are ln bond at Victoria
or Vancouver can be carried lin a British
vessel to a United States port In Alaska.
I do not well see how they can prevent that,
unless they Interpret the Coasting Laws to
extend that far, that any goods brought by
a United States vessel and put lin bond lin
Victoria, and then ex-warehoused, and taken
to an Alaskan port lui a British bottom
would be congidered a breaeh of the coasting
laws. I do not see wel. myself how it could
be so interpreted, but I know that lin the
past ln interpreting the coasting laws they
have carried that princlple to a very great
extent. For Instance, 1 have known where
an engine was shipped from St. Paul te St.
Vincent, carried by the Canadian Pacife
Railway to Vancouver or New Westminster.
They would not allow that to be transported
lin a British bottom to 8eattle or Tacoma.
That le carrying the Interpretation of the
coasting laws to a very great extent, but I
know they have enforced It. I do not see
very well how it could be done ln the case
to which my hon. friend calls attention. It
woulI be well to inquire into that also.
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THE DOMINION FRANCHISE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Before proceeding to
the Orders of the Day I should like to ask
a question of the hon. Minister of Justice if
he will permit me to do so without putting a
formal notice on the order paper. It will be
in the recollection of the minister that when
the Franchise Bill was before parliament
two years ago, an amendment was moved
to the Bill in another place whereby there
should 'be an appeal from the municipal
revising authorities to the judiciary. An
amendment to that effect was moved by the
leader of the opposition ln that branch of
parliament and was defeated, being opposed
by the goveunment. However, the govern-
ment at the time promised that they would1
use their influence with the local legislatures
to have the laws ln those provinces where
no such appeal existed brought into harmony
with the law as it existed in the province of
Ontario, and I am aware they afterwards
carried out that promise. They communi-
cated with some of the legislators of the
provinces recommending, I think, that the
law should ibe brought into harmony on that
question with that of the larger provinces
of Ontario and Quebec. When the Bill came
before this House. I moved amendments to
It similar to those moved In the House of
Gommons, which passed this body, but were
rejected in the House of Commons, and the
Bill with the amendment omitted was ac-
cepted afterwards by this House. What I
wish to know le how that matter stands at
the present time. The reasons given by the
Premiers of the different provinces were
that the subject was brought to their notice
to late ln the session to be attended to, and
I think the correspondence contained a pro-
mise that at the next session of these legis-
latures the matter would be taken up and
dealt wlth. I ahould like to know how this
-stands at the present moment, and whether
there la any probability of the promise given
by the government ln the House of Commons
With regard to using their influence to have
the laws brought into harmony on this
question la likely to be carried out. I do not
know whether my hon. friend, the Minister
Of Justice, li prepared to give any answer
to this question. If he is not, I was going
to say that I shall be willing to wait until
lome future oecasion when he will be pre-

pared to give an answer, but if he is ln a
position now to reply, I should like to know
how that stands and what probabillty there
is of the laws being amended.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A communication was
addressed by the Prime Minister, I think,
to the local governments in Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick where this feature of the
law which my hon. friend undertook to
4mend prevails. That communication, I
think, was made to some of the ministers
orally, who represent in the government
here the provinces of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, that in speaking to the local
ministers upon the subject they said
there had never been any complaint
there, or any suggestion ln either leg-
islature that such appeal should be
given, and that until there was some
ground of complaint, or some objection
made, they did not feel dIsposed to take
the matter up. That 1s the position in whlch
the question stood, and I dare say my hon.
friend will see that it la somewhat diffieult to
press upon them to amend the law when the
answer given la that the electors in tre
various constituencies, who are our electors
also, did not desire any such change to be
made, that they were satisfied with the law
as it stood, that there had been no practical
grievance In the preparation et the voters'
list, and that being so, there was no disposi-
tion on their part to disturb it. I am speak-
ing now from recollection of the discussion
or conversation whlch took place some
months ago.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I do not think that
was the purport of the correspondence-the
answer ls given.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, not quite.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I should lihe
to ask the hon. gentleman why it was that
the province of Manitoba, whlch virtually by
attempting to pass resolutions in the Hoffl
and by a clamour all over the country that
the judges should be appointed revising oß1-
cers, was not asked at the same time as the
other provinces who did not want It wer
asked.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thInk they have &n
appeal there.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFEBR-Ob, nO.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not an absolute appeal
as in the province of Ontarlo. My hon.
frIend will agree wlth me that there Is noth-
ing to prevent the party in power to deal
with the matter. One party was in power
there and they were satisfied with the pre-
sent law. Another party is in power ln
Manitoba and if they are not satisfied with
the law I have no doubt a change wlll be
made.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I am sure it
will. I was not calling attention to what
would be done now, but I was asking why

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My impression Is
-and I think I am right-that when the re-
turn from the Railway Department was
submitted, and my hon. friend the leader of
the opposition pointed out that it was In-
complete and did not comply with the order
of the House, the hon. Secretary of State
took charge of it and sent it back to the
Railway Department, and it Is not really ln
the possession of the House. He agreed that
the objection of the hon. leader of the oppo-
sition was quite reasonable, and therefore
he returned It to the department.

the other step was not taken. I know veryi Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That Is
well what will take place now. quite correct. It was never contemplated

when I asked for that return that the day
INCOMPLETE RETURNS. labourers should be given, beeause a break

INQUIRY. might occur and you might require twenty

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I call or thirty men, and when It was repaired

the attention of the hon. Secretary of State they would be sent away. The return speaks
theattntin f te hn. ecetay o Sttefor itself. I do not want anything unrea-

to the return which he laid on the table yes-f
terday. It is only from the Customs Depart- sonable.
ment. Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will make further in-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The others have corne quiry about it, and whatever it was, it will

down. be brought down, and we will see what fur-
ther information can be obtaIned.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Only a!
few of them. I will make a memo. of those THE REDISTRIBUTION BILL.
which have not come down.

SECOND RlEADING.
Hon. Mr. PERGUSON-The return from Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-

the Department of Railways and Canals was n. (13 ' noAct secnd rear-
brought down, but was rejected because it iing of Bill (13) ' An Act respecting repre-

b sentation In the House of Commons.' He
was not sufficient, and was sent back. said: In rising te move the second reading

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have endeavoured to of this Bill, I am submitting for the consi-
have it put in the shape my hon. friend de- deration of the House a Bill embracing prin-
sires, but I am quite unable to obtain It. ciples that were accepted by both political

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Are we parties down to the year 1872, and formally
to understand, then, that the Department of enunciated by the Prime Minister on that

Railways declines to give the return ? occasion, the leader of the Conservative
party, as the basis upon which he was pro-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--They said they gave all
the information in their power. I think the
only omission was ln reference to the labour-
Ing men, and there was no record kept of
their names.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And they were not in
the civil service.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It should only apply to
those who have some standing in the civil
service. My hon. friend ls running this ques-
tion of dismissals Into the ground. They
could not possibly give the names of labour-
ers who are employed two or three days, or
perhaps a month, as track repairers.

Hon. Mr. KIROHHOFFER.

posing the redistribution of seats after the
census of 1871. The principle then enun-
ciated was accepted by gentlemen who re-
presented ln the House of Commans the
views and sentiments of the Liberal party.
So that there was no ground of division be-
tween the two parties at that time. Both
accepted the principles enunciated by Eng-
lish statesmen and upon which a distribu-
tion of seats was provided In England for a
very long period of time. in 1882 a differ-
ent rule was adopted, and it Is perhaps of
some little historical interest to call the at-
tention of hon. gentlemen to the reasons for
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the course that was adopted on that occa- fore 1878, and so they undertook to alter
sion. My hon. friend opposite, and those the boundaries of constituencies in a way
associated with him at that time, occupying that was in fact revolutionary, In a way
a prominent position in the Conservative wholly inconsistent with those principles of
party, supporting the views that were put parliamentary government, and with that
forward, adopted as a fiscal policy of Canada theory which had been recognized for a long
the principle of protection, and in 1878 they period of time ln the United KIngdom, and
won the elections largely upon that ground, with the doctrine that had been enunciated
perhaps greatly supported In their chances by Sir John Macdonald himselt In 1872. A
of success by the very great depression that tundamental principie under the Engllsh
had existed in the commerce and industries parliamentary system le that the boundarieS
of Canada as well as nearly ail the rest of of counties shall not be broken In the fori-
Christendoam at that period. Hon. gentle- ation of constituencies, that they shah be
men know right well that the promises made preserved intact, and that wben any elec-
on that occasion were not quite consistent toral district is tormed, or a riding, Its elec-
with each other, and It was not easy to re- tors shah consist ut those who have been la
concile the views put forward by various h
prominent members of the Conservative other purposes conncted with the affairs of
party with each other. Not long atter that, the country. In tact, under the English par-
the enthusiasm In favour of the principles lismentary systen they recognized the prin-
of protection began to wane. There had not ciple ot social organisn. They admit that
been the large sums brought to Canada from the nation Is a thing ut organle growth, that
abroad for investment that were pro- It Is not a m ere artificial contrIvance that can
mused, the expectations that were heid out be cut or earved as It may please poiticians
were not realized, and there was In many and representatives In parllament, that you
parts ut the country not a lbttre disappoint-o igikn with the family as a unit, and you
ment. Betore the perlod for which the par- have the titheing acd the hundred and the
lament ut 1878 was elected had expired, county and the kingdom, and s we here, In
the hon, leader ut the goverament on that forming a confederation, neyer inteded that
occasion advised His Excelleney uI.i t Lorne, we should separate the provinces wholy
that It was Important to dissolve parliament ro the Dominion. The townshps, the vil-
and appeal tt the country to know whether lages, pie u ounties, the provinces are ail a
the country was prepared stili to stand by unit, an Integral part, the one o the other,
the principle ot protection, because there and so the province In lke manner Is an
were thousanda of peuple abroad with mil- integral part of the Dominion. If the
lions uf money auxious to corne to tbis coit- Dominion is obliged to go back and beneath
trY for the purpose ht wer e pro vinc, t ln a-
trial enterprises, but vho do not wsh to in-th province atif, ial c finds th e otht au

Vest their money l this country until they bvncput oied as it ay a ptnd e othei p-

knew whether the tarif which the govern- vniancpesea th ey are liabent t t eyo-

Ment had adopted in 1879 was lilkely to be ine, ith ife I nerakle pnto ayou

permanent or not, and so the appeal ma-de oethe and the hounrn and tter oregah

llamhe cntry17 was eletedbl had texpred couanty oan t kind m and so eher e a in

tosthe hn aera otnheno fer the pn o ations, you are undertakng to constrct or
that it wascemortaint thrssole plmenut base the Dominionupon condiion thi-g
the electorate ou Canada was the sare la that the province bas nut recognized. la
the that It has been s 1878. But I wsh otaer wrds, you are undertaking t Ignore
to empiud hon, gentlemen that the gover- the existence ut the province and the mu
ment that day dd eot wholly rely upi- ntepalities l t Dominion ffairs. That Wh
the Confidence that the electorate had In the not tue Intention, ad t was poited ont by
tryor that had been adopted. They eit that Sir John Macdnald, in the speech whIch he
It Was aeeesry to awrengthen the position made In 1872 In discussing dis mubJeet tmat

f the goverdnient, to gbve them a greater n yu were to eut off a township from one
chance nt succes than they would have un- rdng or counaty and attach oi to another
der the condition o thig l thaf elte and- atd different countY, yo i take the very
Wiih the conastituencies as they exsted be- ec e man of the nt onstltueacy, Most Pro-
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mising man, who may not yet have appeared to agitate the province of Ontario against
In public life, and put him into a consti- that injustice and to appeal to the sense of
tuency where he is personally unacquainted, justice and fair-play of the people of the
where the community hnow nothing about country to rectify the wrong which had been
him, or his fitness, and you destroy his op- done, and fot to further lower the moral
portunities, the legitima ? ambition which le tone of the country by degrading the parlia-
may properly have, and deprive the country ment of Canada to the same level of pollcy,
of the advantage it w anld derive from af- lu this regard, that the local legisiature of
fording him the lef Jtimate opportunity Ontario were accused of having attempted
which he may ri(htfully claim. As in respect to the return of members to the
he pointed out then, in the Dominion of local legisiature. 1 think I arnot mis-
Canada, and especially in the province of stating the factshistorically when I say that
Ontario, you have municipal bodies, you several gentlemen lad a map prepared-
have your township councillors sitting in of the government with the assent
the county council. They become acquainted of their c4league for the province of Onta-
with each other's capacity and ability. You rio-in which there was marked in every
have them meeting together as jurymenin municipality the vote that bad been re-
the administration of 'justice. You have corded at the elections of 1874, and that vote
them meeting together in agricultural so- was largely against the Conservative party.
cieties and in the promotion of the various A large rajority was returned at that elec-
Interests which the communities possess. tion to the buse of Commons ln favour of
In this way they form a body of organic Mr. Mackenzie's administration. Now, there
growth, and when you come to create con- 1 was marked on that map the vote and the
stituencies returning members of parliament, problem whicl these hon. gentlemen pro-
you give to each man the legitimate opportu- posed to themselves-and their naes have
nity which he may fairly claim of obtaining been given to me-was how can we divide
that position and status as a public man to the province of Ontario, witb a vote which
which he is entitled. I say that we departed ias the most unfavourable to us that bas
from that principle in 1882. What was the occurred la recent years, so as with that vote
reason given ? If any hon. gentleman will to give us a majority of the constituencies
tura back to the discussion in the Ilouse of of the province? That, I understand, was
Commns that occurred on that occasion, lie the proposition, and so to work ont that with
will see that the reason given was, not that a free band it was necessary to d.lsregard,
there liad been any mistake la the principle county boundaries altogether. I say that
adoptcd ln 187d2, but that Sir Oliver Mowat, tnat me tsure was ost unust. It was one
in forming the constituencies for the prov- that was greatly agaiust the interests of
Ince of Ontarmo for the return of members this country. It was one wlIch destroyed
to the local legisiature, iad disregarded it, the feeling that the contest betwee political
and had gerî-ymandcred the constituencies, iparties ouglit to be open and manly warfare.
and that the goverament of the Dominion It was an attempt to secure, regardless of
were justified la adopting the sane policy- thepublic opinion of te Country, a majority
that he bad been snterfering la the formation tf the seats li parliayent, wno matter wbat
of the coustituencles-that he had establish- might be the current of that publie opinion.
ed bo>undaries to the disadvantage of the That was doue. The mensure lias been some-
Conservative party lu the returning of mcm- times defeded on the ground that the pro-
bers to the legisqature, and that the goveru- posai wa s one based upon t e princIple of
ment of Canada were justled la doing the representiltion *by population. I say now,
same sort rf thing for the return of mem- as I said bere a year ago, there Is no founda-
bers to sit la the House of Gommons. Now, tion whatever for that statement. It e ut-
I ar not goIcg into any discussion on the terly at varlance with the fact . There t
preselit occasion as to how far tint was a not the slightest regard to the prInaiple o
correct stateient. It is not necessary tnAt representation by population n what was
I sbould do so. If It were true, and I think donc. If the prineplie of Population were to
It lw an exaggerated statement-but If It were have been adopted as the paramount aonsd-
truc, titt would be a reason for undprtaking eration, and the boundaries of countes were

Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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to be disregarded, you would need to begin in this regard. We could change the repre-
at some point, say the Detroit River, and sentation every year if we thought neces-
when you had an equality ln any one of the sary, but we cannot change the proportions
constituencies-they required to be about within the ten years .between the different
twenty one thousand at that time-that you provinces of the Dominion that are settled
were te stop at that point and then begin an- by the census. Let me suppose this state of
other constituency ; but so far from that things : supposing you had a legislature re-
being so, you find that there were some turned here, partisan in Its feeling, so strong-
constituencies with eight or ten thousand ly partisan that ln order te secure an as-
more residents than were required for the cendancy in the province of Quebec, it un-
representation the county received. When dertook to divide that province ln such a
you come te the county of Kent as it was way as to enable the English speaking min-
formed, you find that their representation ority to return a decided majority te parlia-
was about 12,000 more than was entitled to ment. Supposing they were te divide the
a member, and where that was the case it French ceustituencles of the province of
necessarily followed that there must be a Quebec te give them twenty represen-
number of constituencles the population of tatives, and te give te the Englieh
which was far below the unit entitled te speaking population of the province forty-
return a member te parliament. Now, I say five representatives, they would have the
that that is absurd. It Is at variance with legal power te do so. Let me sup-
the facts ? It is net honest te pretend that pose that the legislature was se strong-
Population had anything te do with the ly anti-French and partisan in its feel-
imanner in which the province was carved ing that it would undertake te adopt a
Up on that occasion. The paramount con- measure of that sort and did adopt it, and
sideration was not population, but party, and i It became law, would any hon. gentleman
how the division could be made so as te give seriously argue that when public sentiment
one party, no matter what might be the cooled down, and after a new election under
political feeling ln respect to it, a majority a fairer state of public feeling a majority
in paijiament, te load the dice, te assure It was returned disposed te do justice between
success, no matter what the political feeling the different sections, of the country, that
Of the country might be. No, I say that that because you had one redistribution in ten
principle was one utterly at variance with years you could net rectify the wrong and
the principles of British parliamentary gov- make a fair redistribution of the constituen-
ernment. It was tar more ln accordance cies in the province of Quebec ? Will any
With those principles which prevail In some hon. gentleman say that is so ? Does he
Of the South American Republics, and it think that this parliament should be pre-
Would be Impossible te maintain a high and cluded from correcting a wrong of that sort,
mantly tone in public life ln this country if simply because the previous parliament,
suchi methods of warfare are te be recog- after a census had been taken, had so mis-
nized. A great wrong has been done. That used their power or authority ? I am sure
Wrong has been .perpetuated for a long series no hon. gentleman will so argue, and so the
Of years, and we are proposing at this mo- question that we have before us to-day 1s
ment that the wrong should ceome te an end. net a question whether the census is going
It has been sometimes said, and I should te be taken next year, or the year after, or
cOnsider that matter more at length in a whether the distribution will be made lu
noment, that we take the census every ten 1902 or net ? If the census shows that a
years, and last year several hon. gentlemen different number of members should be
in this House, among them the hon. member allotted te the different provinces from the
from Marshfield (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) main- number now prevailing, of course there
tained that it was Illegal te undertake the should be a redistribution.
Peditribution of seats except immediately

ter the taking of the census. I think that
the Position will hardly be seriously main- Hon. Mr. MILLS-A re-adjustent. I
tained, to-day. There can be no doubt what- accept the hon, gent'eman's Phrase. It 10

ver Of the plenary authority of parliament more accurate. My opinion is that we ought
15J
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to disturb the constituencies in re-adjust- the people of this country, at the general
ment as little as possible. In 1882 we al- election in which this was an issue, have re-
tered the boundaries of 55 constituencles in turned a majority to the House of Commons
order to give the province of Ontario four for the purpose of carrylng out that principle
additional seats. That at least was a most and giving it the effect of law. The principle
Improper proceedlng, but apart from that that governs this House Is precisely the
altogether, if this principle of cutting and same as that wlich governs the House of
carving and gerrymandering the counties, Lords in respect to matters of this sort. The
dIsregarding county boundaries, is wrong, House of Lords claimed an unrestrained
as I maintain it is, and as every Liberal has power in respect to the subject of representa-
maintaineid throughout the province of Onta- tion prior to 1831. In the elections of 1832,
rio, and I believe throughout the Dominion immediately after the rejection of the Re-
of Canada since the time that the Injustice form Bill, Earl Grey, who was the Prime
was perpetrated, we have a right to correct Minister on that occasion, proposed the ap-
that wrong, no matter whether we are pointment of a sufficient number of peers
within two years of the taking of the census |for the purpose of carrying the measure in
and another readjustment, or whether we the House of Lords, or giving to the friends
are eight years away. of the measure a majority. The political

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I think there is no sovereignty of the country, the electorate,
doubt about that. had pronounced in favour of it. The repre-

H sentatives in parliament had given a similar

of it ether, and while there is no doubt pronouncement. The advisers of the Crown

about the justice and the constitutionality held that view and took the responsibility of

of the course neither l there any doubt as submitting a measure of that sort to parha-

to its expediency. Ail we have to establish ment. Now, in order to avoid: the policy of

Is that the principle is wrong, and that we appolnting a sufficlent number of peers to

have a mandate from the people of this enable them to carry the measure, a certain

country to restore the prineiple that was number withdrew from the House of Lords

recognIzed from the timhepre confederation and permitted the measure to be carried by

was formed until 1882. This was one of the a majority, and from that date the rule

questions that was discussed In every parlia- adopted in the House of Lords has been,

ment from 1882 to 1896. There was no par- where a question has been an Issue In the

liament in which there was not a resolution country and the majority have pronounced
in its favour or an administration is returned

on the subject proposed. In our conventions are prepared to takeIt up and sustain It,we discussed tlhe questIons. It was an Issue 1is to accept the principle of the measure.
U l h i

in the electouns, and it wais suc an ssue aus
any other one of those which hon. gentle-
men refer to when they say we have given
pledges which we have not redeemed. This
ls one of the pledges, and It is one that we
are undertaking to redeem, and one of the
pledges that the electors of Canada, as
the political sovereignty of the country,
have returned us to parliament for the
purpose of redeeming. That being so,
it le important to consider what is
the position of this House upon that
question. I say that this House has the
power of rejecting this measure, as it has
the power of rejecting every other measure
which we propose to submit to it, but the
power to do a thing and the constitutional
right to do anything are entirely different,
and I say this House has not the constitu-
tional right to reject this measure, because

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-What about the pre-
cedent of 1884-Gladstone's Bill ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Does my hon frIend re-
fer to the Redistribution Bill ?

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Both the Redistribu-
tion and the Franchise BIll.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The principle was not
departed from. On the contrary, the prin-
ciple was recognized, but the opposition salid
' we will postpone the measure, not vote
against it or reject It, until you bring down
your Redistribution BIiL'

Hon. Mr. MILLER-' Satisfactory to us.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They proposed a Bil
for the extension of the electoral franchise,
buti they wanted the Redistribution Bill to
be submitted along with it, because they
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were entitled to have both before them and
the one, the opposition maintained, could not
well be considered without the other.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-But did not Glad-
stone's government promise a satisfactory
Redistribution Bill would be submitted, and
was not a satisfactory Redistribution Bill
submitted ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A Redistribution Bill sa-
tisfactory to the men who returned them to
parliament. I should like to call the atten-
tion of the hon. gentleman to the speech of
Disraeli at the time in the House of Com-
mons, when Gladstone opposed the abolition
of the established church In Ireland. That
was near the end of parliament. Disraeli
said ' public opinion bas not been expressed
on this ; you are proposing an amendment
to the constitution. You are proposing to do
a thing which, if done, cannot be undone,
and therefore the electorate of the country
ought to be heard upon a question of this
sort,' and Gladstone agreed with that view.
He agreed that no measure should be intro-
duced beyond adopting the resolution which
committed the party who supported It to the
abolition of church and state connection.
He admitted they ought not to go further
until there was an election held.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-On that specific ques-
tion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, on ail the questions
that were before the country, and on ail
those questions there la an opinion express-
ed, because we have not adopted the
principle of the plebiscite in public
elections. We do not submit a single ques-
tion for the purpose of ascertaining
the views of the country. It is the
entire pollcy of the party that is submitted,
and if that party Is returned to power, the
House Must assume that they have a man-
date to deal with all the questions embraced
In the policy of the party. That is as clear
as noon day. It ls the principle recognized
1in England, and that principle has been ad-
hered to ever since. I say that the govern-
lent went to the country on that question,
but not oun that question alone. There were
a number of other questions lnvolved. They
Were all dealt wlth by the Gladstone govern-
ment, and the House of Lords proposed no
anmendment directed against the principle of
any o4e of their measures. Reforme were

proposed; changes were proposed that it
was held would emasculate some of those
measures and diminish their utility, but there
was not an amendment proposed which
pointed directly against the principle of a
Bill upon whIch the public opinion of the
country had been pronounced. What le the
recognized doctrine of modern times ? It la
that the electorate are the political sover-
eignty of the country.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. MILLS-There was an appeal

made to the electorate In 1896. That appeal
embraced the adoption of the franchise as
it existed in the different provinces. That
was accepted and has become law. It was
supported In this House, not on the ground
that my hon. friend, or others who agreed
with him, approved of the principle of that
measure, but on the ground that they, as
senators, were prepared to acquiesce in a
settlement which had been expressed by the
electorate of the country who must finally
determine what shall be accepted and what
shall not. There would be no object in in
appeal-there would be no point In an appeal
If, after the appeal had been made, the ma-
jority in this House had the constitutional
right to reject the proposition after it had
been approved of by the people. That being
so, this House is constitutonally bound to
give effect to the principle that the county
boundaries shall be respected, and that the
divisions in the ridlngs where divisions are
required shall be made In conformity with
those boundaries. That la the position, and
this House, I have no hesitation In saying,
will be direlict in its constitutional duty If
it rejects this measure. We go a long way
in this measure in proposing that, after
having adopted the doctrine that is re-
cognized In England as to what we
ought and ought not to declare, we
leave to certain judges the power of making
the redistribution. What le the reason in
England of adopting the principle of referr-
ing this to commissioners, In many cales
surveyors, men qualified to carry out the
object and aim of parliament ? Wben a
county has to be divided In England, the fit1t
thlng to be considered la what portion of its
population are a borough populationl, Who,
although residing outalde of the tOwn çr
city limit, are neverthelesu a city populatien ;
and they are Included along with the popu-

[MARCHI 21, 1900ù]



[SENATE]

lation of the borough. That is one duty to
be discharged. It is a matter of following
a principle which Js well understood, and
then there la the division of counties into,
ridings. In that country there is far less
necessity for appealing to any outside body
than there ls here, because there l no par-
ticular fact that requires outside interference
-there is no fact better known to the com-
mission than to the House of Commons.
Nevertheless, the government of Canada,
knowing that their conduct In making a divi-
sion would be open to criticism, and that
charges of partisanship might be made, con-
tent themselves wlth these declarations and
provisions which are recognized in the Eng-
lish practice ; that is, they declare the num-
ber of representatives to which a county is
entitled, and leave it to three judges to say
what the division of that county shall be.
They have not left-they could not leave it,
having any regard to the law, to the judges
to say how many representatives there shall
be. We recognize in a subordinate way-in
a way that the constitution intended, ln the
way that was recognized when confedera-
tion was first established-the principle of
representation by population. And Bo
you say that a county with a large popgla-
tion shall have, where the population is
sufficient to entitle it to an additlonal mem-
ber, the largest representation. You say, as
far as you can, from -the census provIded,
what number of representatives shall be
given to each county, and when a division
comes to 'be made you leave to this outside
body the power of making the division.
This ls the rule which is recognized in the
British North America Act. I shall not pur-
sue the subject further. I am content with
stating the general principle of the Bill, of
its having been an Issue in the elections of
1896, of its having received popular sanc-
tion, and I ask this House not to stand in
the way of having the wishes of the people
ln this regard carried into effect.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Is this an exact
copy of the Bill that we had before us last
year, or have any changes been made ?

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It is not an exact copy
of the Bill but a copy of the Bill as amend-
ed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.
Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The clause relating to
St. John has been dropped and the clause
dealing with Toronto has been amended.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is a copy of the Bill
as It came up to us.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-No, St. John is drop-
Me ?
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thought that was drop-

ped In the House of Commons.
lon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We

have had the usual academic display from
the hon. gentleman and the annual lecture
upon the constitution repeated, that we
have on all occasions of this kind. I confess
that I have that speech pretty nearly by
heart. I have heard it a great many times,
and every time the hon. gentleman repeats
it, the better he makes it. By the time the
regular redistribution takes place in 1902,
he will have it so perfect that we will all
know, not only what to expeet, but how to
enjoy it when we hear him deliver it. Be-
cause it is always well in any person who
has a speech or a lecture to deliver that
he should have It y beart; when he has it
by heart it comes more freely, and it is
enforced with greater power. I congratu-
late my hon. friend on his reiteration of the
speech he has delivered so often.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I re-

member once, when we were both in the
other House, and I was criticising some of
the acts of his with reference to the affairs
of the Department of the Interior, in which
I called attention to the fact that on a num-
ber of papers which came under my hand,
I found the initials ' No, D. M.,' and the same
thing comes up here. The bon. gentleman
has delivered a speech not only with force
and emphasis but containing a good deal of
information and a good deal of assumption,
and if It would not be considered improper,
I would put presumption with it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The presumption ls
yours.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He bas
told us ail that was done by the parliament
of 1874, and there I think he was in error.
He did not mean 1874, because the Con-
servatives party were not in power.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--I said 1872. I mention-
ed '74 with reference to the number of votes
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that had been recorded for my hon. friend's
party.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-What
we have to do with just now is the Bill be-
fore us, and It was not my intention to dis-
cuss at any length the merits of the Bill
or the reasons which induced the Senate to
reject it last year. The reasons are fresh
ln the minds of the people. The position he
bas taken as to the constitutional right to
change and amend the Bill was not disputed
by the Senate when it passed the resolution
rejecting the measure. Hence the fifteen or
twenty minutes devoted to that point was
quite unnecessary. It was predicated, how-
ever, on the position take by one or two
members of the Senate who differed from
the hon. gentleman on that question, and I
might say that when my hon. frIend from
Marshfield (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) assumed
that position, he did It upon the opinion of
just as eminent lawyers as there are ln this
Dominion, and who entertain the same opin-
Ion to-day. However, that was not the opin-
ion we then affirmed, nor do we pro-
pose on that ground to deal with the
question now. My view of the matter
Je simply this ; the government had noth-
ing ready, they had no Bills prepared, and
when they were asked if they had anything
for the consideration of the House of Com-
mons they reintroduced the old Bill which
had been rejected by the Senate last year,
and that the introducing of it was for the
purpose of giving them time to prepare

a whatever they had to submit to parliament.
The hon. gentleman has devoted a good deal
of time to impressing upon the minds of sen-
ators the iniquity of the Bill of 1882. He
bas told us that some person had a map pre-
pared ln order to show what votes were
Cast in different constituencies. Well, sup-
Posing they had-I am not prepared to deny
that they had-supposing that the redistri-
bution le submitted with the county bound-
arIes to the judges as they propose to do,
Will it not be necessary for those judges to
have some authoritative map before them
to enable them to come to some conclusion
as to the proper division, and should not that
map contain a statement of the population
ln each constituency and county, if they de-
Sire to come to any conclusion as to the pro-
per representation by population or the
equality of representation [n the constituen-

cies. My hon. friend says that is a crime. I
do not deny that such a map was in existence
and I do not deny that I have that map
ln my possession now, and it would enable
me at any time, looking at that map, to
ascertain not only the extent of each county,
but the population in each township. But
the hon. gentleman goes further : he says :
As to the opinions held justly and to a very
great extent naturally in these townships,
any one who desires to deal intelligently
with a question of this kind, would neces-
sarily have just such information before
him ; but he says it was all done for political
purposes, and they pledged themselves at
the last election that they would destroy
thit redistribution and adopt the system of
county boundaries. That may be what they
said ln the constituencies, and what
probably they Intended to do, but I
venture the statement that no con-
stituency had the slightest idea that
that redistribution was to take place until
after the census of 1901, nor would they
contemplate anything of that kind. That
le the position that the Senate has assumed
before, and I think are prepared to assume
now. What are the facts ? I hesitate not
to pronounce this Bill an abortion ; that is,
If It be based upon the ground that the re-
presentation should be confined to county
boundaries. My hon. friend has told us
as they told us in the House of Commons,
that county boundaries were necessary in
order to keep us within the constitution of
the country. To my mind, adherence to
county boundaries is an absurdity, so far
as it refers to representation in the House
of Commons. If It has been the principle
of the Liberal party throughout the whole
country that county boundaries should be
strictly adhered to, why in the name of
common sense bas not the province of On-
tarlo adhered to It ? Take the county of
Cardwell, which is composed of two or three
townships. Take the constituency which the
hon. Minister of Education represents to-
day ; that is composed of two or three coun-
ties, and not confined at all to county
boundaries. The Minister of Education in
the province of Ontario site in a riding whIch

is made up of three counties, a portion of the

county of Lincoln, a portion of the countY

of Welland, and a portion of the countY of

Haldimand. Take the county of Cardwell
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In the province of Ontario. That riding was
composed of two counties, portions of Sim-
coe and Peel. I merely eall attention to
these facts to show that the fundamental
principles of the Liberal party have not
been carried out ln a province where they
have had a majority for over twenty years.
The fact is, they have done in the province
of Ontario precisely what my hon. friend
proposes to do here-carve out, and so ar-
range the constituencies as to wlpe out of
existence the Conservative party so far as
they can possibly do It.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-And
yet I suppose we ought to approach these
things with a great deal of fear and trembl-
Ing, considering the threats that have been
thrown out to us. In order to intensify what
I have said In reference to the object which
this Bill lias in view, ail you have to do
is to cast your mind back a very short time,
and look at the speech made by the hon.
Mr. Tarte, the master of the administra-
tion, when he was in Brantford a year or
so ago. He said that they had secured the
province of Quebec, and just as soon as
they had an opportunity of changing the
constituencles in Ontario, they would 'take
the life out of the Conservative party.' I
am quite prepared to allow the electors of
the province of Ontario to decide as to how
far they propose to allow Mr. Tarte to take
the life or the life-blood out of tbem.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I thInk he used the
word ' squeeze.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, I
have the exact quotation-' take the life out
of them.' We find the Hon. Mr. Pater-
son, the Minister of Customs, telling then
In the debates :

Now that we have the power ln our hands, we
propose to act
That is to take the life out of the Con-
servative party in Ontario. We may go a
little further, and find that Mr. Heyd, the
successor of Mr. Paterson for Brant, uses
this very moderate language :

My own opinion la that the government are
altogether too honest in dealing with our friends
on the other aide. If I had the power that
the present government will recelve from the
people when they once more appeal to them,
it would not require thirty Grits to assist gen-
tlemen opposite in filling that aide of the House,
because there would only be a Grit House here.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

The threat Is clear enough. But that Is not
ail. Take the Hon. Mr. Davies. He held
out dire threats as to what would be the
consequence If we dared, under any circum-
stances, to Interfere with this Bill. But
then I am not frightened, I must confess,
at any threat which the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries makes. I have heard of a good
many threats he made to the electors of
Prince Edward Island but a few months
ago, in which he told them that If they
dld not vote in a certain way and return
certain members to the local legislature, the
probabilities were that the government of
which lie was a member would not build a
railway for which they had taken an ap-
propriation, and In order to Induce them to
vote, lie held out other promises. But the
honest people of Prince Edward Island In
these two constituencles paid very little at-
tention to the threats of the hon. Minister
of Marine and Fisherles and rejected both
bis candidates, one of them being the Attor-
ney General of the province.

Hon. Mr. POWER-What have these in-
teresting facts to do with the Bill before
the House ?

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
speaking of the threats the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries made In reference to
what Is to become of this House If we re-
ject this Bill, and I am saylng at the same
time-and If the hon. gentleman had pald
any attention lie would have understood
what I have said-that his threats were of
very little avail, that even the people in his
own province, and that too, In a gerry-
mandered county, a division in the province
of Prince Edward Island, rejected bis can-
didate notwithstandlng the threat he made
to deprive them of rights to which this par-
liament said they were entitled. That Is
a point I am desirlng to make, and I hope
it is sufficiently plain to my hon. friend.
however disagreeable It may be to hlim.
The hon. Minister of Marine and Fisherles
In dealing with this question in the House
of Commons used the following language :

Are they going at ail times to submit to the
dictation of the Chamber which does not elther
directly or indirectly represent the people of
Canada? Is the voice of the people of Canada
to be for ever silenced by the vote of a Chamber
which ls utterly irresponsible? If a Bill embody-
ing these just principles ls peraistently thrown
out by reason of party principle, then some other
method muet be resorted to for obtaining the
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rights gof the people. But, Sir, if the Conser-
vative party, with a majority in the other Cham-
ber, determine that the intervcntion of the
judges shall not be permitted, then this House
of Commons will have to take the matter into
their own banda and make the division them-
selves.

I ani quite willIng that the people should
decide as to whether this House has done
its duty to the country, and in the interests
of the people, notwithstanding the covert
threats of the hon. gentleman to whom I
have referred. Now, does this Bill carry
out the principle my hon. friend has, with
so much ability and eloquence, advocated ?
Let me ask him the question, is he of the
same mind as to the necessity of representa-
tion in the whole of Ontario as that which
he held in 1882, when he discussed this ques-
tion, or has he, like bis colleagues, changed
his opinions ? If he bolds the same views
that he uttered then, he should have ap-
plied the Bill to the whole of the province
of Ontario, and not confined it to the west-
ern section, in which they expect to obtain
political advantages by interfering with the
divisions. I will read an extract from the
speeech of the hon. Minister of Justice, de-
livered in 1892, upon this question. But
before doing so, let me point out to the
Ilouse that they have taken the western sec-
tion of the province of Ontario and declared
that the representation shall be re-adjusted
in accordance with the county lines, but In
the eastern portion of the province they
have not interfered with any of the constit-
uencies below the county of York. Why is
that? During the whole discussion upon
this question, both ln the press and by pub-
lic men-and no man was more eloquent or
delivered himself oftener than the lion. Miu-
ister of Justice upon the iniquities that were
perpetrated upon the people of Ontario, be-
cause the representation of the people of
the eastern section of Ontario, on account
of the inequality of the representation be-
low the city of Toronto, or the county of
Ontario, and yet to-day that which they
have been condemning for ten or fifteen
years they have not touched. If there were
better evidence of the correctness of the Re-
distribution Bill of 1882, it is the fact
that they have not interfered with that
which for twelve or fourteen years they had
been constantly through the public press and
lu parliament condemning. The hon. Min-
ister of Justice, then in the House of Coi-

mons, at page 1871 of Han8ard, volume two,
1892, spoke as follows :

It is only necessary to look at the census
to see that the portion of the province Of On-
tario whlch lies west of Toronto is under-repre-
sented at the present time, and the portion which
lies to the east, between the Ottawa and the
St. Lawrence rivera, and the eastern portion of
Lake Ontario, is over-reprosented; but the hon.
gentleman and bis colleagues have taken away
the two members from the district which la
already under-represented, and have left that
section of the province which is at the present
time and has been ail along, over-represented,
having in this House a representation out of
proportion to the numbers which its population
would warrant, just as it is.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE· BOWELL-The
bon. gentleman says 'hear, hear.' Let me
finish the quotation:

Why that is done in perfectly obvious to every
member of this House, and will be perfectly
obvious to every citizen of the province of On-
tario.

Now, could any one suppose that utter-
ances of that kind, to whic'h my hon. friend
cries ' hear, hear,' approving of his utter-
ances of 1892, that he would come down with
a Bill to correct what he says are errors,
improprieties and iniquities, and never
touch that part of the province at all, leav-
ing it precisely as it was readjusted in
1892 by the Conservative party ? But he
deals with the whole western section of
Ontario-not the whole of it, but that section
a little west of Toronto, and from which
they expect to gain some advantages. The
hon. gentleman knows as well as I do why
it was necessary to readjust that portion,
or certain portions of the province of On-
tario. It was In order to give additional re-
presentation to sections of Ontario not then
represented In the Commons ; and if you
confined the readjustment to county bound-
aries, you would necessarily have to de-
prive those growing portions of Ontarlo,
what is now familiarly known as New On-
tario, of representation In the Commons
altogether. The district of Algoma 18
nearly as large as the whole of the other
portions of the province of Ontario. The
construction of the Canadian Pacifge Rail-
way was the means o! settling it and add-
ing to the population, what is termed no*
the Nipissing District, extending over a

large area of country ; large numbers of
inhabitants were being brought from the

United States by clergymen and settled in
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that portion of the country. It had increas-
ed numerically so much that they were
entitled to a representation, and the only
means of giving it to them, was by dividing
up the south-western portion of Ontario,
and depriving that section of one represen-
tative in order to give it to the district of
Nipissing. And what did the Conservatives
do in that case ? Did they deprive a Grit

Conservatives at one time would not and
did not accept it. But, just as it is to their
interests and their purpose to ignore every
profession of principle which they uttered
in the past, they are quite as willing to
swailow this as they have swallowed every
promise they have made. The Hon. Mr.
Mills, then a member of the House of Com-
mons, at page 3268, volume 2, of Hansard,

constituency of its representative in order the same year said:
to accomplish this purpose ? The constitu- In the readjustment of the representation in
ency that was wiped out of existence was the province of Ontario the proper course, what-
represented, and bas been for years repre- cver system might have been adopted, would

have been to have withdrawn representation fromsented in parliament by a Conservative. that section of the province which is over-
Run the mind back from the time of the represented, and to have conferred the represen-

tation obtained in this way upon those sectionsfirst redistribution, and every sinigle con of the province that are inadequately represent-
stituency in the province of Ontario that ed, but that is not done by this Bill.
was deprived of a representative, either for
the purpose of givIng the representation to Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.
another section which was more largely Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
populated, or for the purpose of wiping out might apply that argument to the present
small boroughs, was represented by a Con- Bill. The hon. gentleman says 'hear, hear.'
servative. Cornwall bas always been re- He condemned the Conservative party be-
presented by a Conservative. That was cause they did not interfere to any extent,
wiped out of existence and attached to the except to equalize the population in the east-
county. Niagara had always been repre- ern section of the country. He reiterates
sented by a Conservative, but was wiped that, and approves of that now, by saying
out and attached to Lincoln. Monck, the' 'hear, hear,' and yet, strange to say, lie
last one that was wiped out of existence has a Bill before us in whieh lie bas not
and deprived of its member, had been repre- touched that point of the country at all.
sented by a Conservative. Yet the bon. He leaves it precisely as we left it-the best
gentleman tells us that everything that has compliment be can possibly pay to the action
been done by the Conservative party in the of the Conservative party in 1892. The Hon.
readjusting of the representation of Ontario Sir Richard Cartwright spoke very strongly
in the House of Commons bas been to de- upon this point also, and after pointing out
prive the Liberal party of its just rights the over-representation of the eastern group
ln that part of the Dominion. There never of counties, said:
was a baser slander uttered against the On every principle that can be conceived
Conservative party than declarations of that whether you have regard to the convenience of
kind, as facts and history will show. I am uniting one or more counties together, whether
not going to weary the House with the you have regard to the distribution of the popu-

lation, whether you have regard to the wealth
speech I delivered in 1892, which will be and tax-paying qualities of the population, on
found in the Debates, which established be- every concelvable principle, any members that

o it may be necessary to give the central group
yond a doubt the incorrectness of the state- in order to afford it such representation as it
ment made by the Minister of Justice as may be entitled to should, if you disturb the
to population. representation at ail, in ail fairness and justice,

be taken from the eastern group, whose popula-
Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was perfectly cor- tion Is at present nearly 20 per cent below the

r figure required to entitle it to its present repre-
rect, and we can establish It, I believe. sentation, and not take it from the western

group, which at present has barely the repre-
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In the sentation , to which its poplation entitles it,

redistribution of the constituencies in that taken collectively.

section of the country, population was the He sald further:
basis upon which it was made, and it Is I find, on examination, that out of the thirty-five
the principle upon which the party, now constituencles which now return representatives
represented by hon. gentlemen, nearly drove to this House east of Toronto, thirty return sup-

porters of the government, and flve members
this country into rebellion, because the i of the opposition. I turn to the other side of

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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the ploture, and I find that out of the western
section of Ontario, which to-day returns fifty-
one members, the Liberals hold twenty-seven
seats. Need I say more to explain to my hon.
friends or explain to the people of western On-
tario why ilt has been found absolutely indis-
pensable to cut and carve the boundary lines of
half a dozen constituencies in western Ontario,
,while not a finger is held Up to touch a censti-
tuency east of Toronto, with the single exception
of Russell and Prescott.

Here is another strong condemnation of
the division which took place in reference
te the eastern portion of Ontario, and yet
Sir Richard Cartwright, being in the gov-
ernment to-day, and as well as my hon.
friend who, we have every reason te be-
lieve, prepared this Bill, bas not one word to
say about iL. Why, because at the present
moment this iniquitous inequality which
they have pointed out, in the last elections,
returned a majority supporting the hon.
gentleman. If the representation of these
constituencies, the boundary lines of which
they condemn se strongly, had returned
Conservatives, as they did at the time Sir
Richard Cartwright made that speech, you
would have found that tinkered with and
interfered with the same as the others, but
they do not dare te do It now, because, if
they do, It will result ln disaster te them-
selves. Take the city of Ottawa. The city
embraces the former village of New Edin-

with. Then, take the cities. In Toronto they
take the suburb of Parkdale, which, for elec-
toral purposes, belongs to West York, and
attach It to Toronto. They take it out of
Mr. Wallace's constituency in order to
carry out the boundary Une principle, and
make West York a Grit constituency, se
that Mr. Wallace may be defeated. Then,
there Is the suburb of Yorkville, which be-
longs, for electoral purposes, to East York,
a constituency which gives Mr. Maclean a
large Conservative majority. They detach
it from East York and add it, for electoral
purposes, to the city of Toronto, hoping to
defeat any Conservative who would run In
East York. Then, they destroy the present
mode of representing the city of Toronto,
by divIding it Into five divisions, each te

î elect a representatIve, in the hope that they
may catch one, or, perhaps, two of them.
Why have they not applied the same prin-
ciple to the city of Ottawa? The city of
Toronto was not gerrymandered. Nobody
interfered with it. Parkdale became a sub-
urb ; Yorkville became a suburb from the
settlement that took place owing to the
manufacturing industries and the terminus
of the railway station to the north. Park-
dale bas belonged always te West, and
Yorkville to East York, but there was a

burgh and the former suburb of Roches- poilaI advantage te be obtained, and,
terville. New Edinburgh bas a large Con- ergo, they teok ParkdaIe and Yorkvlie
servative majority. For electoral purposes eut of the two constituencles te whlch I
it is within the county of Russell. The have referred and attached thein te the
county of Russell is sufficiently Liberal te City ot Toronto, with the hope et securng
overbalance the majority that would be an advantage. It was absolutely necessary,
given by the Conservatives in New Edin- they say, ln order te secure a proper repre-
burgh. Hence, it Is not added to Ottawa, sentation et the people, te divide the City
because It would be sure, with the other Into five censtituencies. Why they have
suburb te which I have referred, to returu net dIvIded Hamilton, or Ottawa, or Hall-
two Conservatives for" the city. Rochester-!fax, each et which returns two members,
ville belongs, for electoral purposes, to the bas yet te be explalned. They propesed te
county of Carleton. Carleton, with its large intertere with the City of St. John, ln the
Population, could very well spare Rochester- province ot New Brunswick, and give the
ville, but it Is sufficiently strong ln Con- county, with 14,000, a representatIve, and
servatism te elect a Conservative. Attach the city et St. John, with 39,000, twC me»-
that te Ottawa, and It would make Ottawa bers. I am using, new, Mn. Eilis'5 figures,
beyond a doubt strongly Conservative. whlch I have under my hand. As oo' as
They have not touched it, and why ? I Mr. ille, a supporter et the govennt,
leave you te draw your own inferences. 1 i eut te thei that he wouid have
Could go on and show In other cases, such t vote agaînet It because It was neither
as Prontenac and Addington, where one part fain play non British justice, they came
Of the ceunty Is attached te the other, but down, lîke Davy Crockett's ceeu. Ail he
they are nt present partially represented by had te de was te point the gun and down
gentlemen who support the present govern- came the ceen. If that was iqulteus, and
ne'nt. and, consequently, are not Interfered the rniquity was ptnted eut te them, and

235[ MARCH 21, 1900]



236 [SENATE]

they receded from their position, why did
they not do it in the case of other ceonsti-
tuencies ? Simply because those who ob-
jected to the wrong that was to be per-
petrated belonged to the Conservative
party. There never was, to my mind, a
grosser and more palpable exhibition of
partyism exhibited than there is in this
change in the representation. It is not
my desire or intention to occupy the time
of the House at any length In further dis-
cussion. There were a great many things
said by the hon. gentleman in his speech to
which I might take serious objection, but
I want to point out this fact : In 1874, the
hon. gentleman's party went to the electors
and were sustained by a very large major-
Ity. About five years of the administration
of the affairs of this country convinced the
people that a change was necessary if the
country was to prosper, and a change took
place on the same basis of representation
.as before. In 1896, the hon. gentlemen
went to the electors of this country and
were sustained by a large majority, and
now hold power. They have a majority ln
the province of Ontario, a majority derived
from the constituencies which they say
were so iniquitously changed and mani-
pulated in the interests of the Conservative
party. More than that, they hold power,
as far as Ontario is concerned, with a
minority of the votes-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
with a minorlty of the votes cast, so that,
if the divisions were such as to give the
full majority of the votes cast in 1896 to
the Conservative party, they would not
have a majority of representatives from
the province of Ontario, but would be in a
minority ? I do not say that they would
mot be in power, because Quebec gave them
such an overwhelming majority as would
have sustained them independent of the
province of Ontario. I have no objection,
particularly to their redistributing the seats.
I think it is within their province to do so,
providing they carry the next election, and
after the decennial census has been taken.
The doctrine laid down by my hon. friend
for the guidance of the House of Lords is
In some respects correct, and in some, not
.correct. Take Gladstone. He went to the

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

people the last time principally on the ques-
tion of Home Rule for Ireland.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Solely.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
House of Lords did not object to the Home
Rule Bill on the ground that it had not been
submitted to the people, but because Glad-
stone, on behalf of the Home Rulers, refused
positively to define or give any explanation
as to the manner ln which Home Rule was
to be conceded to Ireland. His ministry was
returned by a large majority, but just as
soon as he brought down the details of the
measure, the House of Lords rejected it,
and they rejected it upon the ground that
the people, when they voted for Gladstone,
mainly on the question of Home Rule, were
not aware of the principle on which It was
to be carried out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend is mis-
taken.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, I
am not mistaken. I have not studied the
constitution as closely as my hon. friend
has, but I keep myself tolerably well posted
on political events, and I repeat, that the
ground on which the House of Lords re-
jected that Home Rule Bill was because
the details of the measure had not been
submitted to the people, and they made
this statement, that if the people had known
what the principles of the Bill were, and
the terms upon which it was to be con-
ceded, they would never have returned
Gladsýone to power. Then, parliament was
again dissolved, and they went to the peo-
ple, and the position taken by the House of
Lords was sustaine4 by the largest major-
ity that any Imperial cabinet bas had dur-
ing the last century. I point this out to
show the fallacy of the statements made by
my hon. friend, that the House of Lords
bas acted always in accord wlth the prin-
ciples he has laid down. I do not hesitate
to say that had the people returned to power
Gladstone and hie party, knowing what the
principles of the Home Rule Bill were, the
bouse of Lords would have acceded to it
at once. I am quite satisfied when the
hon. gentlemen go to the people, if they are
returned again, and have under the law the
readjustment of the constituencies, if they
have to give Ontario an additional one or
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two representatives, taking the unit as it is
laid down in the constitutional Act, they
will have to distribute the constituencies in
some way or other to accomplish that, un-
less New Ontario has becôme sufficiently
populous and important to give that dis-
trict representation without interfering with
the others. There are many cases in history
to which I might call the attention of the
Senate with reference to the action of the
House of Lords, and the Senate occupy to-
day, in a minor degree, a position similar
to that of the House of Lords. The hon.
gentleman says that one of the pledges of
his party was to respect county boundaries.
I need not repeat, I look upon it as a mere
fiction-a matter of no consequence what-
ever in the distribution of seats for the
House of Commons. If the people did
affirm it, that was one of the minor issues,
if it was an issue at ail. I have no recol-
leetion of It being made an issue, but If it
was, the people thought at the time and
voted ln accordance with the opinion that
the readjustment would take place after the
census had been taken. The hon. gentle-
man started out by saying that we had the
constitutional right to reject this measure
as we thought proper. He wound up bis
speech by declaring that we had ne con-
stitutional right.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The hon. gentleman
said we had the constitutional power, but
not the constitutional right.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
may be a difference, but it is so slight that
I am quite Incapable of comprehending what
the hon. gentleman means by having the
Constitutional power but not the constitu-
tional right.

Hon.. Mr. MILLS-The Crown has the
constitutional power to pardon everybody
that is now in penitentiary, but the Crown
has not the constitutional right to do it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-There is no analogy.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Crown also bas the right to declare war,
but will my hon. friend say that Her Ma-
Jesty has no such constitutonal-power? That
Imay be predicted on the fact that she has
0 power to carry on war unless the House

Of Commons vote the supilies. The people

have power over the Crown in that respect.
If we have the constitutional power we have
the constitutional right, and If we have not
the constitutional right the sooner the power
la taken from us the better ; but just go
long as we have the power to do It under
the constitution, we propose, if we can, to
exercise the right in accordance with our
judgment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-You could reject every
Bill on that theory that is proposed to the
House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman is altogether too abstruse In
his constitutional theories for the ordinary
mInd. We have the right and power, I ad-
mit, to reject every Bill, and if every Bill
was of the character of the one which Is
now before us, which does not carry out
the principle which the hon. gentleman bas
been advocating for years, but la in direct
contradiction to his own views uttered over
and over again, we would be justified ln re-
jecting them. When I say we, I mean the
majority of the Senate, and if they enter-
tain the same opinion of this Bill that I be-
lieve they do, they will do what my bon.
friend from Richmond suggests. My hon.
friend gave as an illustration the course
pursued by the government with reference
to the Franchise Act. Certain amendments
made to the Bill in the Senate were reject-
ed, and certain amendments were accepted
by the lower House, and we pointed out
that we thought it essential to a free fran-
chise and a correct voters' list that there
should be an appeal to the judges. The Pre-
mier pledged himself to take certain action
in conneetion with that. My hon. friend the
Minister of Justice did precisely the same
thing in the Senate. He said if the Pre-
mier has promised what the hon. gentle-
men opposite has said, I will assist in carry-
ing it out. I then read the pledge made by
the then Hon. Mr. Laurier, and when I ask-
ed about It the next session, not a sine
ste-p had been taken to carry out that
pledge. They have falled also to carry out
other pledges with regard to the franChise.
One pledge which was contInuallY advoC$ted
by my bon. friend opposite, was that we
should adopt the provincial franchises nl-
tact. Have they done so 7

An. hon. GENTLEMAN-Yes.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Who ion, and not matters affecting the individual
said 'Yes ?' The man who said that has province ?
never studied the question. The franchise! Hon. Mr. MILLS-No government as
that exIsted in the province of Nova Scotia Hon. Mi. ILh so oerncla
for the local legislature, the franchise that ever applied it to the divisions of a province.
exists In Prince Edward Island, and in Br- Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
tish Columbia, are not the franchises upon pninciple ?
which the voters' lists are made up for the
Dominion elections. They are changed In Hon. Mr. MILLS-The principle of repre-
three or four instances, one, quite properly, sentation by population. Your constitu-

because It gives the franchise to certain of encies have varied from 50,000 to 9,000.
Her Majesty's subjects of which they were Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
deprived by the local legislature. But it hon. gentleman has a habit of interjecting
sustains the position I have taken ; what something different from what the speaker
I have said is, the government have not car~ has In his mind's eye at the time he Is pre-
ried out their pledges in that respect. They senting lis argument. The point I want to
did not dare to do it. They had to depart make is, If the principle of representation
from it to a certain extent, and where they by population is to be applied and Is proper
did depart from it, they departed In the as applied to provinces, why is It not equally
right direction. The reason which in-, proper as applied to constituencies ?
duced the Senate to reject this Bill
last year is intensified this year. We Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say you never have
said in our resolution last year that the applied It.
constitution makes it imperative on the gov-
ernment of the day to re-adjust the repre- Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I say
sentation after the decennial census. It we did, so far as it was practicable to do

was pointed out that the power was given it.
to the local legislature to re-adjust the con-!
stituencies whenever they pleased, and if it Hon. Mn. MILLS-Oh, no. I can tel the
ever had been intended by the fathers of n
confederation that the constituencies should Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-I can
be gerrymandered or tinkered with, or inter- tell the bon. gentleman that I know
fered with, during the period between the whereof 1 speak. There were excep-
times at which the census should be taken, tiona. The Muskoka District waz gîven a
It would have said so. My hon. friend representation when it lad only about 8,Q
knows that at the first Quebec conference Inhabitants. Why dld we do that? fhe
the redistribution of seats and re-adjustment matter was fully dlacussed at the tImp. It
of constituencies was to be lef t to the pro- was donc on the same principle that you
vincial legislature, but after mature de- gîve to Niplssing District a representation,
liberation that power was taken from them. and before ten years rolled round the Mus-
leaving the power only to deal with th? koka district had from 18,000 to 20,000, and
constituencies of their own provinces. Now, las to-day more than its full quota, hecauae
that was done for a purpose. It was done, it was then belng opened Up by the Ontaro
I have no doubt, for the purpose of depriv- government by free grants, and people were
Ing the provincial governments from jeopar- pounlng In, and It was known before the
dizing the interests of the people In different neit decennial census could posslbly le
sections of the country. My lion. frtend says taken that that county would have more
that the question of representation by popu than Its quota of Population, and bo It bas
lation lm only applicable as between the pro- been wt l the otliers. Let me put this ques-
vInces, taking the unit ef Quebec, but that tien to n'y hon. fniend : Ia not the county
thls Is net te ie applled t a&H the met wf the of Vaudreuil just as muc interested you
country. I should hike to know whether what takes place Diere as the county of
there la any good reason why that p hinciple Glengarry adjacent to It? Would not the
should lie adepted for provinces In dealng legllation f tiis dominion affect that por-

with matters affectng the whole Domin- tion of the province f Quebec just as r ueb

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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as it does the province of Ontario, and if it
was thought necessary that the province of
Ontario, having the largest population.
should have a larger representation in par-
liament than the province of Quebec, with
a small population, why should not we carcy
the principle further and say that the city
of Toronto, having 200,000, should have a
representation on the basis of the unit of
the province of Quebec ? The principle is
precisely the same. If we were dealing
with municipal matters and matters of
roads and bridges, then I could under-
stand, the argument of the hon. gentle-
man, and bis logic in advocating boun-
dary Unes which apply to counties. Now,
we deal with something of a larger
character. We deal with the question of
protection, for Instance, and it matters not
whetber a man gives bis vote In one county,
-or township or another, when that question
is placed before him. These being the
tacts, and believing sincerely that the con-
stitution never contemplated what the hon.
gentleman suggests, and believing further
that it is not in the interests of this coun-
try that the Bill before the House should
be passed, but that the matter should be left
until after the next census is taken, my owu
opinion is that the Senate should do with
this Bill what they did with the other. The
hon. gentleman says, ' Let us leave this
question to the judges.' That Is a fiction.
What do they do ? They say, 'You must
take the county boundaries and then you
Must divide the county lu such a manner
for representation.' Why does he not go
further ? I gave utterance to this opinion
last session when we were discussing this
question. I do not go quite so far as Sir
Charles Tupper does in his amendment, but
it is Infinitely better than the one the bon.
gentleman bas proposed, because after the

tives, because I believe they would do jus-
tice. But the hon. gentleman goes further ;
he says, adhere to county boundarles-that I
have no particular love for-with a view to
the population of each constituency. That
is the principle that I should like to see
adopted, even If you stick to county boun-
daries. It is not new to me. The bon.
gentleman knows I advocated it last year.
There is another evidence of the facllty
with whIch these gentlemen change their
views and opinions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman bas
changed bis.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE B WELL-In
what respect ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-About this very matter.
The hon. gentleman dld not act on bis view
of last year durIng the eighteen years he
was In power.

Hon. Sir MACKNZIE BOWELI-I have
not changed my views at all ; it is the hon.
gentleman who bas changed bis views.
When this question of submitting the re-
distribution to the judges in 1892 was be-
fore the House of Commons my hon. friend
knows that bis leader denounced the prin-
ciple.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The leader accepted It,
and my hon. friend rejected it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
did nothing of the klnd, and neither did .
Will the bon. gentleman look at Hansard.
Here is what Sir WilfrId Laurier sald In
1892.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We had a division in
1892, and Sir Wllfrld Laurier voted with

census is taken It deprives any party or any
government of the right to interfere wIth
the re-adjustment of the constituencles. It on Sir aK B W L au'
says this--You take the judges, not selected Thel

"by the ministry of the day, but the chief jus- voting one way and preachlng anotlier
tices, no matter who they may be, and In L
OntarIo that would place the adjustment of t
the constituencies In the bands of the chiefM
Justices, a majorIty of whom are Liberals.
I have every confidence In the chief jus- Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not at
tices. I woul4 leave it In their bands &s the tîre I am speaking of. e was dead

-re4dIly as I would lu the hands of Conserva- ln 1892. This la the language e Mr. Lau-

239



ISENATE]

rier when this question was up before. He
sald :

The suggestion has been made that the duty
of redistribution should be referred to a com-
mission of Judges specially appointed; In other
words, that parliament should divest itself of
Its power in this most Important particular.

Sir, I am bound to say at once that this ls
a proposition which my friends and I would
not favour elther upon this or any other sub-
ject.

I am bound to say that we would not entrust
to any this duty and privilege which properly
belongs to parliament,

Moreover, this proposition Impliei a singular
want of confidence in parliamentary Institutions.

It implies that ln a matter of this kind the
majority would never be able to rise above the
low temptations of strengthening themselves at
the expense of their opponents.-' Hansard,' 1892,
p. 312Ç.

Sir John Macdonald took precisely the
same view ln this discussion. He was a
very great stickler for the rights and privi-
leges of parliament, and was opposed in
every instance to delegating the power
of parliament and the responsibilities of
responsible government to judges or to
any one else. My hon. friend will remem-
ber he took that view when Mr. Blake pro-
posed lis measure for referring disputed
constitutional questions, particularly the
Manitoba school question, to the court. Sir
John objected at the time, but after reflec-
tion, he used this language, that upon read-
ing carefully the amendment which was pro-
posed by the hon. member for Durham (Mr.
Blake), he found that It left the power In
the hands of the executive of the day, and
did not deprive the responsible advisers of
the Crown of that responsibility which rest-
ed upon them, and that they would have
the power, potwithstanding the decisions or
the Judges of the court, to deal with compli-
cated questions of that kInd and take the
responsibillty. I give that as an illustration
to show the tenacity with whIch the Hon.
Sir John Macdonald adhered to what he be-
lleved to be the correct principle of respon-
sible government. He agreed with Mr. Lau.
rier when he uttered those sentiments, and
now, the other day, the hon. gentleman com-
plimented Sir Charles Tupper on the posl-
tion he has taken, and while complimenting
him he voted against lis amendment. Mr.
Laurier spoke as follows:

I have to congratulate the House that at last
the opposition have come to a better understand-
ing of the principle which we maintained in 1882,
and again in 1892, that a redistribution should be
made by a judiclal authority.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEIL.

These hon. gentlemen took Issue with us.
They would not hear anything of the kind.
They insisted in 1882 that the redistribution,

Instead of being made by judicial autbority,
should be made by the authority of parliament,
and they said the same thing in 1892.

You have the utterances of the preseut Pre-
mier ln 1882, and you have him compliment-
Ing Sir Charles Tupper and the Couserva-
tive party upon enunciating a principle
which he says they adhered to and advo-
cated in 1882, and which the extract which
I read from the speech proved he con-
demned. I am net surprised at my hon.
f riend saying he made a speech one
way and voted another. There is scarce-
ly a question which arises affeeting
the public weal In whIch the Premier
aUd those surrounding him, fali to perpe-
trate the same act. My hon. friend con-
deined in the strongest language he could
pick out of the dictionary the distribution
of this eastern section of Ontario, and yet
to-day he does not touch it. He has the
power, but yet, like his leader, I suppose
he has changed his views. I am firmly of
the conviction that the action of the Senate
nt the last session of parliament with refer-
ence to this Bill is the same course that
should be pursued at the present time, and
if there are a suffleient number of members
in this Senate holding the same view as
myself, they will vote that way. I therefore
move, seconded by the Hon. Mr. Ferguson :

That the bill be not now read the second time,
but that It be read a second time this day six
months.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Before the motion ls
put, I wish to say a word ; Sir John Mac-
donald, ln discussing the dismissal of Mr.
Letellier, as Lieutenant-Governor of Que-
bec, sald that he did not question that the
Lieutenant-Governor had the power to dis-
miss his ministers, but that he did question
the constitutional right to dIsmiss them.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I admit there are
cases where a constitutional power may ex-
ist without a constitutional right. The case
quoted by my hon. friend the MinIster of
Justice, when he interrupted the leader of
the opposition was that of the Crown pos-
sessing many cOnstitutional powers wlth-
out constitutional rights. I said that that
case bore no analogy to the constitutional
right of parliament and the constitutional
power of parliament, and I will explain to
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the House w1hy I said so. It is well known
that the constitution of Great Britain la not
a written, but an unwritten constitution.
Many prerogatives of the Crown whIch
existed years ago, and many constitutional
rights of the Crown which were acted upon
many years ago, have during modern times
been curtalled and limited by usage and
precedent, which under the British consti-
tution has the force of written laws. WIth
us, therefore, I say there are many cases
where the Crown has a constitutional
power where, however, It has lost the con-
stitutional right by usage and precedent
established during this century.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Hear,
bear.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-But take the parlia-
ment of Canada ; can there exIst a case
where a constitutional power ls given to the
parliament of Canada where no written re-
striction la placed upon that constitutional
Power, that that power does not exist
In Its fullest force and vigour ? In our
constitution there are many proofs of
what I say, because there are some
constitutional powers possessed by the
House of Commons whleh are expressly In
the British North Ameriea Act taken away
from the Senate. I wIll give one Instance
alone which will do to Illustrate my argu-
ment at the present moment We have not
the power to Initiate In this House money
bills. Why ? Because it la expressly taken
away from us by the British North America
Act, our constitutional charter, but where-
ever any constitutional power ls given by
the British North America Act and It is not
limited by that Act, I contend that that
POWer exists in Its fullest force and vigour,
and there is no analogy between such a con-
stltutional power to legislate as was at-
tempted to be set up by my hon. friend ln
quotlng the Instance of the prerogatives of
the Crown. I thInk the point la so clear that
there cannot be the slightest difference of
Opinion w'th regard to It, and I can only
attribute it to what ls justifiable In contro-
Versy between members of the House that
my hon. friend would use such an Illustra-
tion, because my bon. friend bas too pro-
fould a knowiedge of constitutional law
flot to know better. Althougb I take the
liberty of differlng w'th him, perhaps no
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man in this House bas a higher opinion of
bis knowledge of constitutional law, but in
this and many otber cases, be uses the pri-
vileges and perhaps the rIghts of contro-
versy to adduce an illustration whicb he
knows will not bear the test of reason or
of argument.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, March 22, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers aind routine proceedings.

THE DUTY ON PETROLEUM.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I bave presented
several petitions, largely signed, asking to
have the duty taken off petroleum. I have
been asked to read this petition, which 1
shall now do :

Humbly showeth : That your petitioners neces-
sarily lmport and use large quantities of petro-
leum and the products thereof: that the persons
directly connected with the Standard Oil Com-
pany, of New York, U.S.A., and other persons
and corporations affiliating with it, did during
the summer of 1898 obtain control of the oil
refining industry in Canada; that the Grand
Trunk Railway Company and the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway Company and other railway com-
panies operating in Canada did, on October 1, 1898,
advance the freight rates on petroleum and the
producta thereof from 50 to 100 per cent to
your petitioners and other persons not connected
with the Standard Oil Company, but did not
advance freight rates in the same manner to
the Standard 011 Company and persons and cor-
porations aflillating with it;

That to illustrate the freight discriminations,
your petitioners submit the following: The Grand
Trunk Railwway Company and tthe Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company and others, are charg-
ing the Standard 011 Company and persona and
corporations affiliating with it, 25 cents per hun-
dred pounds from Sarnia, Ont., to MOntreal,
Que., whereas the said railway companie are
charging independent importera and shippers not
connected with the Standard Oil COmpanyP, 8
cents per hundred pounds from SUspeniofn
Bridge to Montreal, notwithstanding the fa*t
that the distance from Sarnia to Montreal la
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seventy-sevcn miles more than from Suspension
Bridge to Montreal. To many other points in
the province of Quebec and elsewhere, the dis-
crimination is far greater;

That the Standard 011 Company, or persons and
corporations affiliating with it have formed a
trust or combination, and have unduly enhanced
the price of petroleum and the products thereof
In Canada at the expense of your petitioners
and many others, whereby your petitioners have
suffered great loss and find it impossible to
continue their various Unes of business as be-
fore, particularly in such branches of their
business where they use large quantities of petro-
leum and its products;

That your petitioners submit that if the very
heavy duty now imposed on petroleum and the
products thereof were removed, the Standard
Oil Company and persons and corporations affi-
liating with it could no longer continue to exact
such enormous and unreasonable profits from
your petitioners and the people of Canada gene-
rally;

That your petitioners submit that the petro-
leum industry in Canada to-day Is no longer
what might be called a Canadian or home in-
dustry, because it is controlled and manipulated
by the Standard 011 Company of New York,
and persons and corporations affiliating with
it, and millions of dollars are to-day being un-
lawfully extracted from your petitioners and
the people in general of this Dominion for the
sole benefit of the Standard Oil Company and
persons and corporations affiliating with it;

That it Is the firm conviction of your petition-
ers that unless some measure of relief is afford-
ed by your hon. Senate, In parliament assembled,
your petitioners and the whole Dominion will
suffer;

Wherefore, your petitioners humbly pray that
your hon. Senate, In parliament assembled, may
be pleased to take the foregoing representations
into consideration with a view to abolishing the
existing customs on petroleum and the products
thereof, so that the comibination now existing
may be broken, and your petitioners he en-
abled to purchase petroleum and its products at
reasonable prices;

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will
ever pray, &c., &c.

THE PARIS EXPOSITION.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired:
1. If the Hon. J. Israel Tarte, Minister of Pub-

lic Works, has been entrusted by the government
with any duties on behalf of Canada at the
Paris Exposition ? If so, what are these duties ?

2. Is the selection of persons to act as assist-
ants to Mr. Tarte made directly by him or by
the Governor in Council, or by the provincial
governments?

3. Will all the provinces he represented on
the staff of assistants at the said exposition?

4. Has Henry J. Pineau, member-elect of the
legislature of Prince Edward Island, been as-
signed any duty at Paris In connection with the
said exposition?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

5. If so, was he nomInated for such service by
the provincial Premier or any of his colleagues,
or any member or Senator representing the pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island in parliament? If
sa, by whom?

6. Wbat remuneration is he to receive, either
under the heads per diem allowance for services,
or as living or travelling expenses? And how
long will his employment continue?

7. What are the names of all other persona
employed in connection with the said exposition?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The chief officer of Paris
exposition on the part of Canada is Lord
Strathcona ; he will receive no compensation.
The Chief Commissioner is the Hon. Israel
Tarte, who was appointed on the 13th of
March, 1900, without salary.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is a bad date.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The selection of the
officers connected with the exposition is
made by the Canadian board of commis-
sioners of which the Hon. Sydney Fisher,
Commissioner of Agriculture, Is Chairman.
The varlous officers are Doctor G. M. Daw-
son, no salary, receives a living allowance
in Canada of $3.50, and in Paris of $5.00 per
day.

Hon. Mr. FER-GUSON-Which question is
the hon. gentleman answering now ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am answering the
question by whom are the selections made.
They are not made by Mr. Tarte. None of
the provinces are represented, so far as I
know, in the organization. I do not find Mr.
Pineau's name upon the list that I have, and
so I assume that he has not been appointed.
Of course if he is not acting he has not been
assigned any duty. The provincial govern-
ments have nominated no person, so far as I
know, certainly not any one connected with
the representation of the Dominion. I am
not aware that Mr. Pineau is to receive any
remuneration, because I am not aware that
he is appointed. The names of those ap-
pointed to the Paris International exhib-
ition, are :

Lord Strathcona and Mount Royal, High
Commissioner for Canada ; Hon. Jos. I.
Tarte, M.P., Chief Commissioner, appointed
13th March, 1900. No salary. Canadian board
of Commissioners: Hon. Sdyney Fisher,
M.P., Minister of Agriculture, chairman.
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Appointed.

LIVING ALLOWANCE.

Salary.

Canada. Paris.

$ c.

Dr. G. M. Dawson, C.M.G,.................. ........ ... fan. 1, 1899 None....
W in. Saunders, LL.D .......... ........ ................. n 1, 1899 ,
J. W . Robertson................ ............. ... .... . 1, 1899 . .
Lieut.-Col. F. Gourdeau . ................................. 1, 1899 ,
H on. A. H . Gillior.................... . .............. .. .. 1, 1899 2,50) 00
J. X. Perrault .......................... ............ .... 1, 1899 2,500 0)
-Jas. G . Jardine .... .......... ....................... ... n 1, 1899 2,500 00
W. 1). Scott .. ... ........................... ........ 1, 1899 2,500 00
Auguste 1)upuis Joint Secretaries 

. . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. .. .
Mar. 1, 1899 1,600 00

L. A. Cusson... í J S 1 ..................... Jan. 1, 1900 1,600 00
J. M. Macoun, Superintendent, Tinber Exhibit....... ... eb. 15 1900 None...
A. Halkett i Forest and Sport Exhibit.. n 20, 1900 .
E. R. Faribault n Mineral Exhibit...........n 20, 1900 .
C. W. Williniott il .... ..... 20, 1900 .

W. H. Hay o of Decorations ...... .. Jan. 16, 1900 .
H. C. Knowlton.......................................... -, 1900 Salarya nd

living.
J. O. Turcotte, Chief Caretaker.. . ................ . ... 16, 1900 I il
W. A. MacKinnon, Superintendent, Food Products.... ... Mar. S, 1900 ..........
Robt. Hanilton , Fruit Exhibit ......... 8, 1900 ...
W. S. Coneau, Clerk .................................... eb. 1, 1900
Mrs. Dandurand, Hon. Lady Comnissioner......... ...... ....... .........
Miss A. Galbraith, Lady Comminssioner. . .............. ............ ... .. ..
M iss Barry, Asst, Lady Conmissioner......... . ....... ....... . . ... ...
Miss E. LeBoutillier, Stenographer and Typewriter, Ladies'

Commnittee... ................................ I .......

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Are
we to understand they are all salaried ex-
Cept those who are mentioned as having no
salary ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They are not salaried,
except the two secretaries. The others re-
ceive living allowances only. They receive a
living allowance of $3.50 in Canada in con-
nection with the exhibition, and $5 a day
in Paris. Otherwlse there is no compensa-
tion except to the two secretaries, as I have
stated.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
cannot have failed to observe that one ques-
tion has not been answered. In fact, I
think two of them have not been answered,
but one in particular. I asked my hon.
friend if Henry J. Pineau, member-elect of
the legislature of Prince Edward Island,
had been assigned any duty at Paris in con-
nection with the exposition.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I told my hon. friend,I believe he is not appointed, and therefore
ail the other questions depending on that dis-appear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
Will allow me to say the way I understood

16j

$ c. 8 c.

3 50 5 00
3 50 5 00
3 50 5 00
3 50 5 00
3 50 5 00
3 50 5 00
3 50 5 00
3 50 5 00
3 50 o00
3 50 5 00

...... 4 50
......... 4 00

4 00
4 00

...... 4 00

600
6 00

. .. .. .. 6 00
6 00
6 00

.......... Expenses.
4 00
6 00

--.. .... 4 00

him to answer the question. He said that
he did not see Pineau's name on the list be-
fore him, and therefore concluded he was
not appointed. I submit that Is not an ans-
wer. Mr. Pineau's name had no right to be
on the list given in answer to question seven.
It was in the power of the hon. gentleman
to learn whether Pineau had been appointed
or not. If he Is not appointed it is easy to
say so. It is not sufficient for my hon.
friend to say because he does not find Pin-
eau's name on some list that he is not ap-
pointed. The question is speelfic,-has lie
been appointed ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not look at the
answers placed in my hand until I came
here, but I asked for a statement of ail the
officers who had been appointed, and I had
this statement from the Department of Agri-
culture,-not froin the minister, but from
the officers of his departinent. I have also
In my hand the statement of the minister
hlmself, as reported in the Citiefn, this
morning, which he informed me is Correct, in
which I did not find the name of the gentle-
man about whom the hon. senator is mak-
ing inquiry, and as his name 1s on nelther

list, I think the conc'Lusion is fair that he ha
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not been appolnted at all. I am asked spe-
cifieally the particular question which the
hon. gentleman has put. I think it is pretty
clear that Mr. Pineau, of whom he makes
inquiry, Is not an officer connected with the
Paris exposition.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If the hon. gentle-
man will allow me to say it, I cannot help
coming to the conclusion that all this is an
attempt to evade an answer to the question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman has
no right to say so, under the rules of this
House.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have a right to
say so, If I choose, and I am lu my right to
say so.

Hon. Mr. MILIIS-The hon. gentleman has

spoken, and I have uscd the word evasion
with regard to the reply which I have re-
ceived. I have good reason to know that
Pineau has been assigned some duty-that
he has been spirited away out of
this country in order to affect the stand-
ing of the government in the provincial
legislature in the province of Prince Ed-
ward Island-that this man bas been elected
by the people of t'hat province since the last
general election, and that he has been ap-
proached and spirited away under the cover
of doing service for the goverunment at the
Paris exhibition. That is a plain statement,
and it becomes my bon. friend and the gov-
ernment lie represents in this House, to
answer this question, and not to say lie
draws some conclusion from some document.

no right to draw an inference which means Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I ar quite at sea as
that some member of the administration is to one part of tbe answer of the bon. min-
acting dishonestly towards him. ister. I think lie stated, in speaking of the

salary or allowances given tbose people, that
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have a perfect tbey would be given $3.50 a day while ln

right to say that my lion. friend, or any Canada, and $5, I think, wlile in Paris; but
other member of the government, is evading between Canada amd Paris there is a long
my question, and I submit my hon. friend'distance. Wbat wifl be tbe allowance then?
Is long enough a member of this House to
know that I am perfectly within my riglt Hon. Mr. MILLS-The on. gentleman is
to say so. Here Is a plain question, to which at sea.
yes or no can be sald.

Hon. Mr. LAN'DRY-I want to know wliat
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I submit, as a matter wlll be tbe salary between those two places.

of order, If the hon. gentleman Is not satis- Supposîng one of the parties stops over In
flied with the reply to his question, I told England and spends a montb in London,
him what I was ready to do-he may put wlat will be the salary? Will the Parisian
another question, but I do not think the salary or the Canadian salary be allowed?
hon. gentleman Is entitled to rise and make I thlnk the answer of the bon. minister Is
a speech as a commentary upon the answer not complete.
I have given.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My lion. friend Hon. Mr. MILLS-If the lon. gentleman
knows the practice of the House has per- puts bis question, I shah answer it.
mitted these commentaries, and I muet tell Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
him I decline to put another question on the practice bas been to pay the per dlem aliow-
paper, because I have already put one ance from the time an officer leaves lere
whlch he must elther answer or refuse to until lie reacles bis destination. Sometimes
answer. It le not enough to say that be- they have te be ailowed somethlng at sea,
cause lie does not find the name of Pineau but, as a mie, the passage money covers
on the list, he draws the conclusion that le the expenditure for board and allowance on
has not been appointed. We can all draw a sea. If In London, I presume the Paris per
conclusion. The question is: bas Henry J. dlem allowance wlll be pald. That las been
Pineau, member elect of the legislature of the practice ln the past, and there Is ne
Prince Edward Island, been assigned any reasen te départ fronit now. I do not
duty at Paris In connection with the said thlnk the allewance they make these gen-
exposition? I have reaion to know that he tlemen and ladies while they are away, le
lias been so assigned, and therefore I have any too nuch, If I May be permltted to ex-

Hon. Mr. HNuLLS.
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press that opinion. As to the salaries, I do
not know anything about that.

I want to call the attention of the hon.
Minister of Justice to the very serious state-
ment made by the hon. gentleman from
Marshfield. He says that he has reason to
know that a certain gentleman who had
been lately elected in opposition to the gov-
ernment of Prince Edward Island, had been
appointed, or promised an appointment, to
perform some duties for the government in
Paris, and he went further, and made the
serious statement that this newly-elected
member had been spirited away. That
means, if I can draw any conclusion from
it, that he bas been spirited away by those
who have been Instrumental in having him
appointed to the position which he is sup-
posed to hold, In order to affect the stability
of the government of one of the provinces.
The hon. Minister of Justice did not Indicate
any intention of replying to that charge,
that the government had seduced a member
who had just been elected to oppose the
local government, and whose vote In the
island legislature would, in ail probability,
turn out the government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Would certainly
turn it out.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Some
one made him an offer-in other words, pur-
chased him and sent him out of the country
to remain away until after the legislature
has met and adjourned, and the government
remain In power with one of a majority, or
With the casting vote of the Speaker, as the
case may be. If that be true, it is a very
serions charge against the administration,
or some member of It or some one who
acted on their behalf.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Do you not think It
Would be well to ascertain whether it ls
true or not, before making such a charge
In the House, here?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
hon. friend (Mr. Ferguson) said he knows it
to be true, and I am only repeating what he
said. I know nothing about It. I am re-
Peating the charge he deliberately made In
this House on bis own responsibllity as a
memLiber of the Senate, and I take It for
Ptanted he knows his pouition 4ere as well

SMn of us, a4q he k98 not oely the

difficulty, but the very unenviable position
in which he would place himself in making
a statement of that kind unless he knew It
was true.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-You ought to have a
comnmittee to inquire.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
should be a clause in the Criminal Code to
punish people who traffic ln giving offices ja
that way. I know that the principle has
been acted on that ' business Is business ' ;
If this is business, It is a very serious busi-
ness, and one which affects the reputation
of the government and of every man con-
nected with it, and certainly is a charge
which should be met fairly and squarely by
a direct denial or admission.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thoroughly under-
stand the language of the hon. gentleman
who bas just spoken.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I tried
to be plain.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And sometimes offen,
sive and Insulting also.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
neither one nor the other. There Is no gen-
tleman in this House who is more offensive
than yourself-no one who rises and contra-
dicts gentlemen with more pertinacity than
you do.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman Is
out of order : he bas no right to refer to
any gentleman personally in this House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL- I ad-
mit it and apologize for it; but you should
not have set the examle.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If the intention of the
hon. gentleman from Marshfield (Mr. Fergu-
son) is to make a charge against the govern-
ment, let him do so, but he has put a ques-
tion. The hon. gentleman makes a state-
ment which, if true, seriously atects the
Minister of Agriculture and the local gov-
ernment of the province of Prince Edward
Island. If he knows it to be true, then let
him bring forward his proposition. Let him
call for an Inquiry. Let him be prepared to

make a declaration. But that ls not what the

hon. gentlenian has done. He bas put a
question here to obtain information with

regard to a matter on which he professes to
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have all the Information at the present mo-
ment that will enable him to make an affir-
mative declaration. Then the hon. gentle-
man who leads the opposition gets up, and
assumes that to be true, and makes a certain
number of offensive declarations with regard
to the government. Whether this statement
were true or false, I say I have seen this
party's name for the first time in the hon.
gentleman's question. I know nothing about
his appointment to office, if lie were ap-
pointed. I say here that the answer given
to me does not contain the name of this
man, and as I put the question before my
colleagues which the hon. gentleman put,
I assume that if this party had been appoint-
ed his name would have appeared in the list
of officers appointed. Then the hon. gentle-
man gets up and says we are trafficking in
officers.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILDS-I say that is not the
fact, and what is more, if the hon. gentle-
man thought that, lie ought to have formu-
lated that into a charge against the admin-
istration, and not skulk behind a question.
It is a course of discussion that is unworthy
the hon. gentleman when he rises in this
House aud makes offensive and insulting
references to the administration In that way.
That is not the way to carry on discussions
In this House, or elsewhere. I wish to main-
tain friendly intercourse with the hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, but when an hon. gentleman
rises and practically says ' you are a thief
and a robber,' and makes every conceivable
charge that can be made against a citizen,
the hon. gentleman is himself seriously in-
terfering with the ordinary rules of debate
and the ordinary courtesies of this House.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-The hon. gentleman
from Marshfleld ought not to allow his sus-
picions to carry him quite as far as lie does
on some occasions, and to insinuate that the
statements made by the hon. Minister of
Justice are not fair, honest and Ingenuous.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I did not Insinuate
It at all. I made It broadly.

Hon. Mr. $OOTT-When I heard it, I left
my seat and called Mr. Fisher out and asked
him if Pineau had been appointed on the
Paris Exposition. He said, no, I have heard
nothing about his appointment.

Hon. Mr. MLLS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Why was not this
question answered ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--It was answered.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It was not an-
swered.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The minister read the
statement given to him by the department
and also by Mr. Fisher. He said Pineau's
name had never been submitted to him-he
had never contemplated the appointment,
and did not make it. The provincial govern-
ment may appoint him, I suppose, just as
the other governments are appointing re-
presentatives. I see that in Ontario the
Speaker had been appointed them, and it is
just possible, although I do not know any-
thing about it, that Mr. Fisher was ignorant
of any suggestion of Mr. Pineau's name.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
iiot in the habit of skulking behind any one's
question when I have anything to say. I do
not think that is a charge that any one who
knows me will lay at my door, except the
Minister of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not refer to the
hon. gentleman at all.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
lion. gentleman said I had skulked behind
the door of what the hon. gentleman had
said, I -made no charge agalnst the admin-
istration. I did not insinuate a charge
against the administration. What I said
was, if the statement made by the hon. gen-
tleman from Marshfield was correct, then
certain things should follow. I guarded my-
self by saying j knew nothing at all about
it. I knew nothing about it until I heard
my hon. friend imake lis statement here to-
day, and then, knowing the facts connected
with the election in Prince Edward Island,
I had a right to place the matter before the
Senate as I did, without receiving the chas-
tisement that the hon. Minister of Justice
thought proper to administer to me, and
used language which lie attributes to me,
and which he hlmself Is apt to use and ls
continually using when he wants to correct
any one. I repeat every single word I sald,
that If the statement made by the hon. gen-
tleman from Marshfield be true, then some-
body is guilty of a wrong. I do not say the
minister did wrong. I said If the ministry
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did what is alleged, they deserve condemna-
tion, or if any persons did it for the purpose
of getting rid of that man out of the Prince
Edward Island legislature, then they should
be sulbject to the condemnation of every
honest man in the country. I repeat it. If
It be considered offensive to so characterize
an act, which bears on its face dishonesty
and corruption, I take all the responsibility.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I wish to
throw oil on the troubled waters. I do not
wish to be offensive. I never made an offen-
sive remark in my life. (Laughter.) I am
glad to hear this unanimous approval of that
remark. When the hon. gentleman who
moved for these answers made the remarks
he didi he was justified by the minister's
reply. We all know that the question was on
the paper for some days. It was thoroughly
familiar to persons who know that part of
the country that the principal part of the
question referred to Pineau. When the
leader of the House answered the question,
it was perfectly clear that he answered
every part of It except that one that was the
gist of the whole thing. When the hon. gen-
tleman came to Pineau's name he stopped
and hesitated and looked at his paper and
said he did not see the name of Pineau upon
it, and therefore concluded lie had not been
appointed. I agree wIth my hon. friend from
Marshfield that that is no answer to the
question, and I think the House will agree
with me that it Is not. It does not at all
necessarily follow that because the name
was left out of that paper the gentleman
was not appoInted. I do not wlsh to lecture
hlm upon this matter, but I will point out to
the leader of the House that where ques-
tions of this kind have been on the paper
some time, and when he says the name oc-
Curs to him now for the first time-

Hon. Mr. MILLS--It was put on the paper
on the twentieth and this Is the twenty-
second.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHIIOFFER-That is three
days. When the bon. gentleman says it is
the first time this name has been cailled to
his attention, and that since he entered the
House he read the questions for the first
time, it Is not-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The answer was put
Into my bands since the House opened.

Hon. Mr. KIROHHOFFER-If the hon.
gentleman was not prepared to answer that
question himself, as an honourable man he
knows how a question should be answered.
I think when lie came to this question he
should have said 'as far as this part of
the question is concerned I have no Infor-
mation.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I told my hon. friend be-
fore I sat down that I would make direct
inquiry about this particular part. I pro-
mised to make further inquiries.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-If further in-
quiry is to be made and an answer to be
given, I think the whole matter mlght be
allowed to stand until that information is
given.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
told me I could give further notice, which
I declined to do, because I had given as clear
notice as could (be given under the circum-
stances. I said before tbere were two of
these questions which were not sufficiently
answered. One was the third ' Will the
provin'ces be represented on the staff of
assistants at the said Exposition ?' If my
hon. friend gave any answer to that I cer-
tainly did not hear It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I told my hon. friend
that in making these appointments we had
nothIng to do with the provinces.

Hon. .Mr. SCOTT-They were not consider-
ed at all.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I understand by
that, the federal government, in choosing
officers, to look after the affairs of Canada
at that exposition, will not look to the point
of having ail the provinces or any particular
province represented ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That does not follow.
The federal government is making a dozen
appointments. It is selecting those parties
from the varlous provinces, but that Is a
wholly different thing from my hon. friend's
questions.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No, no. If £fY
hon. friend will look at the question he WiVl
see that I am speaking of assistants to Mr.
Tarte, and I ask, will the provinces be repre-
sented among these assistants.

Hon. Mr. MILS-Not as provinces.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Ontario government have appointed the
Speaker of their House to represent the pro-
vince of Ontario at Paris.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We do not appoint
them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I was not looking
for information as to what the provincial
governments were doing, I am referring to
what the government of Canada is doing
and whether the government of Canada, in
arranging the staff of officers Is looking to
the point of having the provinces represented
on that staff out of the assistants tbat wili
be employed there by Mr. Tarte, or whoever
Is the chief commissioner at that exposition,
and the answer is not yet as distinct as I
could have it. because iy hon. friend ap-
peared to think I was asking what the pro-
vincial governments are doing. I was simply
asking what the government of Canada is
doing, and whether in their arrangement
they are going to see that the provinces are
represented.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think they have done
so. In the selection they have taken into
consideration the entire country, and under-
taken to represent the entire country.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The next question
referred to Mr. Pineau. The facts of the
case are that Mr. Pineau was elected less
than nine months ago In opposition to the
provincial government in a very hard con-
test. Since the beginning of the year, in
fact, some time during the month of Feb-
ruary, it began to be rumoured that Mr.
Pineau had been approached and offered
$5.00 per day and expenses for going to
Paris to represent elther the province of
Prince Edward Island, or the Dominion, in
some capacity In connection with the Paris
exhibition. That statement was broadly
put forward and Just as Indignantly denied
and repudiated by those who thought it was
Impossible that any such proposition, involv-
ing such deep dyed corruption, could be
rpade by any person lu the interests of the
federal government or the provincial gov-
ernment, who were opposed tQ Mr. Pineau
lu polities ; as the Qbject could only be to
get Pineau out of the way la order to save
the provincial government In the approach-
ing session. Ur. Pineau gave notice of a

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

number of meetings in his constitu-
ency to discuss local questions. On the
Monday previous to the dates these meet-
ings were to take place, without consulting
his political friends, without giving any ex-
planation whatever, he went down to Char-
lottetown and from there to Georgetown,
and from there he came to Ottawa. He
gave no explanation of his conduct to his
constituents. They met and he was not
there. There was no explanation and no
answer given. He was in Ottawa as we
know for a period of nearly two weeks. He
was evidently kept out of the way. No Con-
servative member or no person in sympathy
with the Conservative party could see this
man or find out where he was. He was
here until about the day Mr. Tarte left for
Paris, and it is belleved, and not only be-
lieved but thoroughly understood, that he
was engaged to represent the provin-
cial government or the federal govern-
ment at the Paris exposition, and that he
was employed and bargained for to act in
that capacity.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Did the hon. gentleman
advertise for it-lost, strayed or stolen ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
treats this matter with levity. First he
tried to frown it dow-n with anger, and now
he treats it with levity. I think the coun-
try has had too many exhibitions of this
kind. We have had the burning of the bal-
lots in West Elgin, and then the pur-
chase of a member of parliament in
another province, and the determined
efforts being put forwar'd to prevent
Investigations into election frauds In another
place. We have all that before us, and still
my hon. friend asks me to formulate the
charge. I am not In a position to say whe-
ther It has been done In the Interests of, or
by the agents of the provincial or federal
government. I have not said by whom It
was done. Very likely it has been worked out
In collusion between the two. But I make
the charge that this man bas been approach-
ed and seduced from lis duty to bis con-
stituents.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-By whom?
Hon. Mr. FfRGUgON-By the federal or

the Dominion government, or their agents,
and that he is now on bis way to Paris. I
make these statements on good authority,
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and I have very good reason for believing tainly have great regard for my hon.
them to be true ; and that being so, it is frlend, the Minister of Justice, and will ac-
not a surprise to me to find that ny ques- cept bis word when le says he does flt know
tion has not been answered yes or no, when anything of it, and if I lad received a direct
ail the other questions were answered di- and emplatie answer of 'no' to MY ques-
rectly. My lion. friend says ' I cannot find tion, I would at once have core to the con-
this Man's name on the list submitted to clusion that the provincial governreflt had
me, and therefore he lias not been ap- been guilty of this act and that this gov-
pointed.' ernent were innocent. That weuld have

'%Ar X T T N QIr been the conclusion to whice, I would have
H--on. r.. y o . r en we

and saw the list.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I rise to a question of
order. My hon. friend is making a third
soeecl.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I move that the House
do now adjourn.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I se-
cond that motion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I expected that would
be the result.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I was going to deal
with the observation of my hon. friend the
Secretary of State. It appears that he bas
had some communication with the Minister
of Agriculture since this debate began.
The Minister of Agriculture may, for rea-
Sons that suggest themselves to him, not
core to the front in this matter. So far,
it Is possible that Mr. Tarte may have made
this arrangement-more than Ilkely that Mr.
Tarte made the arrangement, and that the
Minister of Agriculture May be able to say
truthfully : ' I do not know anything of this,
I did not make the arrangement.' But what
strikes me as most remarkable is that this
evasive answer came from the Department
Of Agriculture. My lion. friend was answer-
Ing for the Department of Agriculture, was
lie not ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-CertaInly. There was
no0 other department concerned.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Then, does it not
seem strange that this question could not be
answered directly when it came before the
department in the way of an inquiry from
parliament ? It Is a most singular thIng
that the Minister of Agriculture could give
an answer, yes or no, by telephone to the
SeCretary of State, while he could not give
a direct answer to the question of the
BoUse. It seenMs most extraordlnary
that such should be the case. I cer-

come, notwithstandIng the fact that it Is
very strange that Mr. Pineau should come
to Ottawa for instructions, and that he
should be here nearly two weeks, but still if
the direct answer had been given by my lon.
friend, supplied as he Is with Information
form the Department of Agriculture, that
Pineau was not employed in any capacity
whatever, we would have been much better
satisfied in our own minds. I am Inclined
to think that some one In the Department of
Agriculture has had something to do with
this scandalous appointment of Mr. Pineau.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We ouglit always to
think the best we can of our fellow citizens,
and it occurs to me there is one solution to
the puzzle which is troubling us ail just
now, which is simple enough, that Mr.
Pineau my have come to Ottawa, and may
have gone to see the Minister of Public
Works on some business or other, and that
the Minister of Public Works may have been
so impressed by Plneau's business capacity
and other good qualities, that Mr. Tarte
may have selected Pineau to act as his pri-
vate secretary.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I beg to withdraw
my motion to adjourn.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-This question of the
appointment of this man becomes a very
serious one, and I am not dIsposed to reiter-
ate the charge made by my hon. friend from
Marshfleld, but to draw certain Inferences
from what has been stated. I think the
answer of the Minister of Justice was glVen
in such a hesitating, undecided way that It
left the door wide open for suspicion. It was
not such an answer as an ordinary man
would expect from a mInister of the Crown.

It looks to me as if we are pretty near the

climax of corruption to-day in this trans-

action. It was bad enough in the oldeg
days when candldates used their 9w noI7y
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to bribe the electors. It was ten times sition, and he says le las fot appointed hlm
worse when the government of the country and that lis name was neyer mentioned to
took public money to bribe and purchase him, and the hon. Secretary of State cores
votes. It became fifty times worse when back and makes that statement; yet in the
the machine was organized in Canada for face of that statement the hon. gentleman
the purpose of stealing ballots and replacing says 'I do fot believe what the minister
them by ballots in favour of the party which says; 1 do fot think le is stating the truth.
instituted this machine. And it becomes I know that this man has been corruptly
fifty times worse. after an election takes appointed by somebody. He is a member
place and the public vote has been given in
favour of a policy, when the machine, or
parties governing the machine, take the
public money to buy that representative of
the people and deprive the electors of their
representation, which they have chosen. I
say It becomes a serious matter, and as I
said the other day, I think the time has
come when we al should speak, not in an
evasive way, but declare ourselves openly
against this corruption whIch is sapping the
life blood of Canada to-day.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I entirely agree with
the hon. gentleman that we ought to have
honest government and we have waited a
good while for it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-We are waiting yet.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman is
waiting for something more. The hon. gen-
tleman las made certain charges, but he
does not know agalnst whom. He is perfect-
ly certain that there is corruption in this
matter, but he does not know whether it is
the local government or the Dominion gov-
ernment that has bought Pineau, but he is
perfectly certain somebody has bought
Pineau, and without any knowledge on the
subject he is prepared to come to this House
and make imputations incompatiable with
the honour or honesty of somebody.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There is no doubt
about that.

Hon. Mr. MILDS-The hon. gentleman
proposes that somebody shall be put upon
trial, but he does not know who It Is has
committed the offence, or who the party is
that ought to be tried. The hon. gentleman
has bad from the Secretary of State, who
went after the hon. gentleman put his ques-
tion here directly to the Minister of Agri-
culture, who has alone authority to deal
with matters within his own department
and jurlsdiction, and asked him whether this
man Pineau had been appointed by him to
any position connected with the Paris expo-

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.

of our party ; he was in the market ; he has
been bought, and the local government have
been kept in office by his purchase. I do not
know whether the Dominion have the slight-
est interest in keeping him in that position,
but as I am here, and as the Dominion gov-
ernment is here, I am prepared to come
into the Senate Chamber and make the
charge against some minister or other, not-
withstanding the denial and notwithstanding
the fact that I have not a single iota of evid-
ence of any kind whatever, to submit to this
House to substantiate the very serlous accu-
sations which I am making'. That is the
hon. gentleman's position here to-day. He
says: 'Pineau was brought to this town.'

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I did not say that.
I said he was spirited away.

Hon. Mr. MILLIS-' I do not know what he
came for, but he was in the city ? I do not
know, but I believe while he was in the city
of Ottawa he saw the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries.'

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I did not say that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-' And there was evident-
ly a corrupt understanding between the
parties or he would not have been here at
all.'

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I did not say that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-' He may have seen Mr.
Tarte. I do not know whether he saw Mr.
Tarte or not. I did not see him with Mr.
Tarte, but he was here and Mr. Tarte was
here, and the probability is that he saw Mr.
Tarte, and Mr. Tarte is gone and Mr. Pineau
is gone, and I think they must have gone
together. I am not sure. I dld not see
them buy their tickets-I did not see them
on the railway train together, but they were
In the town and are now out of town,
and that is evidence of their guilt, and I ask
you to assert here that Mr. Tarte has pur-
chased Pineau and taken him off to Paris.'
That Is the statement whIth the hon. gentle-
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man makes. I say that statement is wholly
unworthy of any member of this House to
make upon a mere suspicion existing in his
own mind. There is the statement.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Who pays him?
Somebody must.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know that lie
gets a dollar from anybody. I do not know
whether -lie was employed by the local gov-
ernment or not. I have no connection with
the local governent of Prince Edward
Island, but I know that my colleague who
has charge of this matter, who is respon-
sible for these appointments, says 'I never
appointed this man, and his name was never
mentioned to me.' That is enough for me.
It ought to be enough for the hon. gentle-
man, unless lie lad something more than a
suspicion to bring before this House. He bas
had nothing but suspicion. and I think to
mention such suspicions affecting the char-
acter of a man on no better evidence than
lie brouight, is an unworthy suspicion, and
lie ought to have kept it to himself unless he
was prepared to sustain the suspicion by
more cogent facts than lie has brought here.
Re might just as well go on and say he has
a suspicion that some man has committed a
criminal offence and on sucli suspicion put
him on trial. What has this House before
it ? If the statements were true, this House
WOuld have a right to inquire into the matter
for the purpose of maintaining purity of gov-
ernment. Does the hon. gentleman propose
to do that ? He has not a scintilla of evi-
dence to submit. Then why should he bring
things here that are only calculated to de-
grade the dignity of public life ? That is
the Position the hon. gentleman takes here,
and lie nardly ever takes part in any debate
aEecting the administration, or any member
Of the administration, that he does not put
forward such 'unworthy suspicions as he
las submitted here to-day. We have oc-
eupied more than an hour here doing what ?
Dis'cussing the suspicion of the hon. gentle-
man. I told him that, not having the name
Of Pineau on the list, I was prepared to make
further inquiry, although I was quite cer-
tat1in he had not been appolnted. The hon.
gentlemna was not satisfied with that, he
viust go on naggIng and nagging, as he does
lVhenever an opportunIty oceurs of castingSome uiputation on a minister. That le the

position bere to-day, and the hon. gentleman
wishes to cast unworthy imputations against
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, or
against the Minister of Agriculture, and on
his own showing lie has no evidence what-
ever upon which those suspicions can be up-
held.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I think it is very re-
grettable this discussion has gone so far, and
that so much has been said on both sides
which would be better left unsaid. It can
only excite resentment and irritation. Whe-
ther the hon. gentleman from Marshfield has
been more persistent in trying to get an an-
swer to his question than was perfectly
justifiable, I cannot say, but I regret there
should be anything like ill-feeling between
the two sides of this House. I am quite
content to accept the explanation made by
the amiable senior member from Halifax
(Hon. Mr. Power) when he suggested to us
that the probable solution of the whole thing
is that Mr. Tarte has splrlted this man
away as his private secretary.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-The words
of Marmion are absolutely applicable here:

O, what a tangled web we weave,
When first we practice to decelve.

If the hon. Minister of Justice had noticed
the way the answer was put on the paper
when he first attempted to answer the ques-
tion, and had sald that he could not give an
answer to that question, but would ascertain
the facts and reply at an early day, there
would have been no necessity for this dis-
cussion, and I am sure It would not have
arisen.

The motion for adjournment was with-
drawn.

DISMISSAL OF R. K. BRAGE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inqulred:
Why bas R. K. Brace, of Charlottetown, been

dismissed from the office of Inspector of Gas
Meters, Charlottetown, P.E.I.?

He said : I would call my hon. frIend'a
attention to the fact that Mr. Brace is In the
prinme o<f his life. He was a good officer. I
think that is well understood In CharlOtte-
town. He furnished bis only son as a mem-
ber of the contingent that represents Canada
and is now flghting in South Africa. The
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same mail that brought Mr. Brace the notice
from the government that his services were
dispensed. with in the little otfice worth $175
a year, brought the announcement that his
only son had been wounded while fighting
for the Queen in South Africa.

Hon. MIr. MILLS-The services of Mr.
Brace, late inspector of gas in Charlottetown,
have been dispensed with-he is not dis-
missed-on the ground of economy and the
duties of inspector of gas have been given to
Mr. E. Davy, the inspector of weights and
measures, without any increase in his salary.

HILLSBOROUGH RIVER BRIDGE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired:

Whether the bridge proposed to be constructed
over the Hillsborough River at Charlotteto wn,
at the joint expense of the Department if Rail-
ways and the provincial government of Prince
Edward Island, will possess separate tracks or
roadways for railway, vehicular and pedestrian
traffic?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The bridge, I under-
stand, is planked entirely over, where the
track Is as well as elsewhere, and the rail-
way track Is laid down in the centre. It ls so
laid down that there is no difficulty in ordi-
nary vehlcles drivlng across it-driving one
side or the other. It is not ralled off and
made separate from the ordinary portion of
the bridge used for vehicles and traffic.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-May I ask my hon.
frlend whether the bridge Is sufficlently
wide to admit of vehicles passing while a
train is on the bridge ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-So I believe.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
gives that opinion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not absolutely sure
of the width of the bridge, but I am speak-
ing of the manner lin which it Is constructed,
so that vehicles may drive on elther side of
the track or on the track.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-When trains are
on the bridge ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot say as to that.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Is there a separate
roadway for pedestrian traffle ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understood that there
was.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

THE PREVENTIVE OFFICER AT MONT-
MAGNY.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:

What is the name of the present preventive
officer for the district of Montmagny? What Is
his salary? How many seizures has he effect-
ed since he has been doing duty, for infractions
of the custonis and excise laws? How nuch
has the government realized from these seizures,
elther by the sale of the articles confiscated cr
by fines imposed?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I was told this would
be sent to me to the House to-day, but it has
not been sent yet.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-This notice was given
on the 13th March.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I know. This is a mat-
ter that is not within my department. I
asked for the information, but I see there
are as many as one hundred questions on the
list lin the House of Commons, besides the
questions here, and my hon. friend must not
expect to get answers as quickly as he
wishes. I have pressed for an answer and
have not received it yet, though I expected
it here to-day.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the hon. gentleman
would press it out of his fingers we might
get It.

THE GOLD FIELDS OF THE KLON-
DIKE.

Hon. Mr. POWER-During a discussion
two or' three days ago I referred to the
work of an expert as a good authority on
the Yukon Territory, and the hon. gentleman
from Monck asked me the name of the ex-
pert. I regretted at the time that I was not
able to furnish the hon. gentleman with the
name. I am glad now to be able to say I
have since secured another copy of the work,
and I find that the name of the expert Is
A. N. C. Treadgold. He is an M.A. of Ox-
ford, and special commissioner of ' The
Mining Journal, Railway and Commercial
Gazette,' on the gold fields of Klondike. The
work is published by George N. Morang &
Co., of Toronto.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Has the author
recelved any encouragement from the De-
partment of the Interlor ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not know.
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Schrieber and see if the report was there. attend the military school. In the frst
'You are quite sure it was returned ? atn h ilayeho.I h iplace, he says he is not past the age, and

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes. in the second place, he is not lame. He says
Might I ask the hon. gentleman whether this letter is written by the hand some of
he has made any Inquiry as to whether the fingers of which are gone. All I can
General Hutton made any reply to the letter! say le If I could write as good a hand I
Which was sent to him, and which the hon. should be gratified. I make that statement
gentleman read here yesterday, or If there in justice to the gentleman. If this corres-
Is any other correspondence with regard te pondence is coming down, I shaîl not put
It 2 a notice on the paper. If not, I shall give

notice that I will ask for them.
Hon. Mr. SCOT - understood there was

anl answer marked 'confidential, which they Hon. Mr. SCOVTT-I have not observed the
i i th1 hl

could not very well give me. It was marked
confidential by the General himself.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We are
in a rather strange position. We have the
Minlister of Militia sending a letter and hav-
ng It read here in justification of himself,

and the General's reply withheld because It
ls confidential.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Would you expect me
to bring It down under these circumstances ?
I saw the letter to-day and It was marked
very significantly. 'confidential.'

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Why bring the other ?
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The other was a public

document.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Whe-
ther that letter was a denial or an accept-
ance of the case as stated by the minister
Of course le best known to themselves. All

nLiu U e ut qer H Louse. LI there is any-
thing to be brought down, I shall ask Mr.
Borden for a copy of the return.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
not see the notice either, but I say unless
there is such a notice-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The correspondence
with Col. Hughes is prepared. A large part
of It is marked confidential. I do not think
It would be advisable to bring It down, but
It le quite ready te lay on the table and I
just hesitate whether any good will come Of
it. Mistakes were made on both aides. It
was rather unfortunate ail that was said On
both sides. I shall hand It to My hon. frlend
and he can decide whether it would be wel
to bring It down.

SOOND READINGS.
Bill (E) 'An Act for the relief of Kathe-

rine Cecella Lyons.'-(Hon. Mr. Olemow.)
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Why has this I can say Is, if he will take the trouble to
been distributed gratuitously by the Depart- look through the reports whIch have been
ment of the Interior ? brought down for the last twenty or thirty

Hon. Mr. POWER-I was informed that years to parliament, he will find many let-
after the work had been published they ters were laid before parliament which were

bought some copies of It. marked confidential. If it be in the inter-
ests of the public the word 'confidential '

INCOMPLETE RETURNS. does not In all cases cover them. I shall not
INQUIIRY. dispute the point with the hon. gentleman

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I now. It *is Important, however, If we are

should like to ask the Secretary of State if to have a correct knowledge of what is tak-

he would kindly see, that the Railways and ing place, that we should have both sides

Canals Department return the report which of the question. I should like also to ask If

was sent back to them for amendment. If my hon. friend knows whether the return

they decline to give further information, I whIch was moved for In the other House ls

suppose it is impossible for us to compel likely to be brought down-that ls the cor-

them ; and If that be the attitude they as- respondence with Col. Hughes and Col.

sume, let us have the return as they pre- White. I make this statement because I

sented it at first. have a letter from Col. White this morning
in which he gives a positive contradiction

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--I gave instructions to as to the reasons which were assigned for his
the deputy minister to go over and see Mr. removal from the list of those who were to
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Bill (21) 'An Act respecting the Hereford
Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Perley.)

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (M) 'An Act for the relief of Gertrude
Bessie Patterson.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

THE REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day being called,

Resuming the adjourned debate on the motion
of Hon. Mr. Mills for the second reading (Bill
13) An Act respecting Representation in the
House of Comnions, and on the motion in amend-
nient thereto of the Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
that the said Bill be not now read a second time,
but that it be read this day six months.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON said : The Bill be-
fore us being substantially the same one as
we had before the parliament of Canada
last year, and having spoken at some
considerable length on the measure wlen
it was then before us, I would be content
to have given a silent vote on the present
occasion, satisfied that the reasons advanced
by myself and others a year ago were ample
to justify the action of myself and the
majority of this House in voting against the
Bill on that occasion ; but I have to ask the
Indulgence of the House for a few minutes
in consequence of a return which was
brought down to this House by the govern-
ment in answer to a motion by my hon.
friend the leader of the opposition. I may
say, with regard to that return, that a most
extraordinary course lias been pursued
in dealing with it. I have no objection
whatever to members of the government
holding any correspondence they chose
as between themselves, and whether they
are profound or whether they are silly is
no concern of mine ; but when these gen-
tlemen hold a correspondence between them-
selves, I submit they have no right, under
a motion of this House that does not call
for that correspondence in any sense, to in-
terject those letters between themselves
into the return brought to this House. And
especially is that the case In this corre-
spondence. A gentleman, not a member of
this House, dealing witlh statements made
on the floor of this House, under cover of a
return, undertakes to discuss questions
with members of this House. That, I sub-
mit, the Solicitor General has done in a

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

letter which has been submitted to the
House. I pass over the introductory part of
the letter of the Minister of Justice which
calls for this communication. Mr. Fitz-
patrick says :

I have seen it stated that the opinion is not
reasoned, and is not as valuable as one that
has been reasoned.
Then lie comments upon that as follows:

Those who think that counsel of such eminence
as Blake, Haldane, Asquith, Carson and Robert
Cecil give lightly opinions on an important ques-
tion such as that involved in the case submitted
to them, know little of the ethics of the English
bar.

This had reference to a quotation from
the Debates of a remark of mine. All
I have to say Is that the Solicitor
General may be a very high authority
on the ethics of the English bar, but
he certainly is not an authority on the
ethies of parliament. I assume the Min-
ister of Justice did not bring this letter
down without his consent and desire, and i
hold that lie is responsible, and if lie is, he
has a very limited acquaintance with the
ethics of parliament or he certainly would
not have made such an uncalled-for remark.
To deal for a moment with this flippant, I
might say impertinent, statement of the
Solicitor General, I venture the assertion
that an unreasoned opinion by a lawyer
is not entitled to as great weight as a rea-
soned opinion, and I will submit the opinion
of a gentleman whose name stands first on
this list itself in support of that view. In
1890, Mr. Blake, in proposIng a resolution
on disallowance, used this language :

For my own part, I attach little comparative
importance to judicial solutions reached with-
out argument and announced without reasons.
This, Sir, is only common sense. The experience
of mankind has established as the essential in-

1 gredients for the attainment of justice between
man and man. The opposing arguments of the
rarties before the tribunal and the reasoned
judgments of that tribunal upon the arguments
so addressed to it. The acutest minds are but
tco apt to err unless so aided in the. formation
of their judgmeat, and so checked In the an-
nouncement of It. Which of us, I ask, would
submit, in any imp)rtant case of his own to such
a method of reaching a conclusion. And how
can we expect that the Public at large will sub-
mit to such a method In the public cause. Let
the opposing views be stated, presented and sifted
in public, and in the presence of both parties
so the best materials for consideration will be
obtained.

Here Mr. Blake was speaking and con-
demning as unworthy of great value a
judiclal solution by a court, although law-
yers might have appeared on both sides,
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although the case might have been openly
presented and sifted, unless the judge was
checked by the necessity of giving the rea-
sons on which his judgment was founded ;
and yet, in the face of this, the Solicitor
General voluntarily injects into papers
that did not call for anything of the kind,
an opinion of his own, that a man who held
such views as I have read from Mr. Blake,
knows nothing of the ethics of the English
bar. Now, I shall read another opinion on
the same point. Sir John Macdonald said,
in the same debate :

As the hon. gentleman has stated, when a
question Is submitted by the Crown to the
courts. The simple answer, 'Yes' or 'No,' Is
most unsatisfactory. It is a ' pronunciamento '
of the court without giving any reason for the
decision which has been given. The proposition
in this resolution that the courts could be re-
quired by the executive to hear counsel, to take
evidence in questions where facts form a por-
tion of the subject to be decided, the fact that
it is provided that the courts can and must
give reasons for their answer Is sufficient, in my
opinion . . . . to warrant this House to
adopt it.

Now, I shall give you a similar opinion
of Mr. Blake on another occasion. I refer to
the Jesuits' Estates Bill. It will be in the re-
collection of hon. gentlemen that in the year
1899, after the Jesuits' Estates Bill was be-
fore parliament, and the vote of parliament
was taken upon it, the government of the
day undertook to submit that case to the law
officers of the Crown before the next sitting
of parliament, and the unreasoned judgment
Of the law officers of the Crown was sub-
mitted to parliament. A number of leading
members of parliament, among them Mr.
Blake, expressed strong disapproval of the
course of the government in that matter,
although agreeing with the conclusion
reached. Mr. Blake said:

Not that I deny for an instant the uprightness,
the honour and the transcendent ability of many,
of almost ail, those who have filled the high
Positions of Attorney and Solicitor General of
England. As a rule, they win that position by
force of merit and they hold It by force of
merit . . . but what I say is, this, that these
are busy nien, as well as that It is not theirregular business to act judicially at ail; thatthey are political personages, and their opinions
expressed on these occasions are not entitled tothe same weight as the opinions of judges.
I say that the three possible sources to whichwe might apply, the law officers are unquestion-ably the third. I hold that the Judicial Com-mittee of the Privy Council and the SupremeCourt both stand in rank of suitability for thatPi.rpose higher than the law officers.

And against the manner in which this opin-
10on had been obtained from these lawyers,

Mr. Charlton, a prominent supporter of the
present government in the other Chamber,
on that occasion denounced the conduct of
the government of the day in obtaining from
the law officers of the Crown opinions on
the Jesuits' Estate Bill, without the case
having been presented by those who were
interested on the opposite side of it, and he
characterized the conduct of the govern-
ment as clandestine, and if bis language was
applicable on that occasion, it would be ap-
plicable now, when the Solicitor General,
behind the back of those who took the op-
posite view, obtains this opinion secretly,
and now comes down here and tells us that
those who think that the judgment so ob-
tained is not entitled to great weight or value
because it is not reasoned, or without the
case being fairly presented, is a stranger
to the ethics of the English bar. I could
also read a statement by the present pre-
mier of Canada on the same point. In 1890,
Sir Wilfrid Laurier took the government to
task. The hon. leader of the opposition in
this House was a member of the govern-
ment at that time. Sir Wilfrid condemned
them for having obtained the opinion of the
law officers after parliament had dealt with
the question at the last session. He used
these words :

The reference to the law officers of the Crown,
in my judgment, was an ill-timed movement,
because it must have struck the government
that any such reference, in which the contentions
of those who opposed the Act could not be heard,
could not be satisfactory at ail, and by making
the reference, the government created the Impres-
sion that they were not sure of their own ground.

That was Sir Wilfrid Laurier's opinion in
1890 in regard to the submission of the law
officers of the Crown of the Jesuits' Estate
Act. What conclusion are you to draw ?
That the Solicitor General, in submitting
this question to these eminent lawyers in
England, was not very sure of his own
ground, or the ground taken by the govern-
ment, or else he would not have made the
submission. The opinion in itself, as stated
by such eminent authorities as the hon.
Edward Blake, Sir John Macdonald and Sir
Wilfrid Laurier, I have no hesitation in saY-
ing is plainly an opinion obtained, behind
the backs of those who held the contrarY
opinion to that of the Solicitor General, on
the statement of a case to which they pro-
bably would not assent or agree, an opinion
had without argument, and then announced
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with just a bare categorical answer, which
amounts to nothing more thau yes or no. I
know ln the estimation of lawyers it would
not be considered very weighty, and I do
not think It would be held to be of very
much weight in the estimation of any other
person. But it appears from the discussions
which have already taken place. and
from this correspondence between the Min-
Ister of Justice and the Solicitor General,
that this submission was made to combat
some of the views that I had expressed on
the floor of this House last year. It appears
that the Solicitor General of Canada-this
very eminent lawyer who can afford to use
his profession as an eminence from which
he can look down on other people who do
not happen to be lawyers, and express his
contempt in the supercilious manner in
the papers submitted to the House,
that he was obliged to call in Mr. Blake,
Mr. Asquith, Mr. Oarson, Mr. Cecil and
Mr. Haldane, and get a formai opinion
from them simply to negative some of
the things a layman like myself had ad-
vanced In the course of debate, not alone,
I am happy to say, but advanced by the hon.
gentleman from Calgary (Hon. Mr. Lough-
eed) also ; but In reading the discussion I
find the reference was just to controvert
some of the opinions I expressed. I am
flattered with the honour this Implies. Such
honour Is often conferred upon the gods, but
not often upon men. Some discussion took
place yesterday between my hon. friend on
my left and the hon. Minister of Justice
with regard to the constitutional power of
the Senate to defeat the Bill whIch lis now
before us, and my hon. friend the Minister
if Justice, took the ground that this House
had the power to reject this Bill, but It had
not the right to do It. He drew a distinc-
tion which I daresay, If it were explained
to us, would be found to be a very subtle
one, between the power and the right.
Applying this view to the right of parliament
to pass this Bill, my hon. friend will con-
tend we have the power to pass It. He did
not always take such a ground as that, but
he makes that contention now. We know
this parliament has the power to do most ar-
bItrary things. We could, by a very strict
exercise of our power, do things that would
be very strange indeed. We might stretch
our power in order that we might do this,

, Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

but what I suppose my hon. friend means
is that you must draw a distinction between
such a stretch of power and the proper ex-
ercise of it. I am not willing to admit that
this House has the constitutional power to
pass this Bill. I daresay my views on this
subject will not be accepted by a great many
members of the House. I am not at ail con-
cerned whether tbey will be agreed with or
not, but I am content with having satisfied
myself on the subject and having found my
views sustained by, I think many gen-
tlemen who are at least as good lawyers
as any of the hon. gentlemen opposing us
in parliament. I arn therefore all the more
satisfied with the views I have arrived at in
my own way by the application of common
sense without any pretension to any
legal knowledge. I take this ground,
that this parliament has very extensive
powers, but there are limitations imposed
by the British North America Act on our
powers. I may say, in starting, that my
lion. friend who lias charge of this Bill,
ind who had charge of it last year,
and who had spoken three times upon
It, has not, on any of these occasions, gone
Into a close, careful argument, such as he
has indulged in on similar occasions in the
past, and which he Is well able to do. I
have noticed that in these debates lie has
avoided a close discussion of the constitu-
tional right of parliament to pass a Bill of
this kind except at a decennial census, and
I have wondered why my hon. friend has
done so. We know that in the past,
when such questions as the Jesuits' Estates
Act and the Redistribution of 1892 were
being considered, the hon. gentleman enter-
ed very keenly and warmly into elaborate
discussions as to the constitutional merits
of these questions at that time, but It will
be observed, If his speeches on this Bill
are carefully read, that while making
assertions and taking things * for grant-
ed, he has taken very great care that
he has not entered into any very el-
aborate argument on the question. But
the hon. gentleman did enter into an elabor-
ate argument on a question which covers the
entire ground of the constitutionality of this
Bill. He entered Into that argument in 1892.
I have looked over that speech very care-
fully, and It has convinced me-and I think
It would convince almost any hon. gentle-
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man who will read it as carefully as I have
done-that the parliament of Canada has no
right to pass a Redistribution Bill at any
other time than in connection with the de-
cennial census. I think my hon. friend the
@inister of Justice, seeing that I am pro-
ceeding to deal with his own argument on
a previous occasion, might do me the court-
esy of paying some little attention to what I
have to say. I cannot help it if the hon.
gentleman will studiously remain away from
his seat 'and ignore the argument I am pre-
senting. Of course, he has a perfect right
to do so, but I do think that in courtesy to
this House, of which he is the leader, hav-
Ing charge of this Bill, it is his duty to pay
some little attention to the argument that
may be advanced on the other side of the
question, even although It may come from
so humble an individual as myself. I turn
to a speech made by the hon. Minister of
Justice in 1892. He was dealing with the
40th section of the British North America
Act. I will read the section so that there
may be no mistake. It is as follows :

Until the parliament of Canada otherwise pro-
Vides, Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick shall, for purposes of the election of
members to serve In the House of Commons, be
divided into electoral districts as follows:

Then there is a schedule for the province
Of Ontario, and there is provision for the
province of Quebec, and provision for the
province of Nova Scotia, and still another
provision for the province of New Bruns-
wick.

Hon. Mr. MAODONALD (B.C.)-Are they
county lnües ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-These are the
constituencies as they existed then, or as
they were provided in the schedule to the
Act at that time. That question of county
lines is not involved In the argument which
I am now presenting. The question of
county boundaries is not at all presented In
that argument. It was provided In the Bri-
tish North America Act that these con-
stituenCles should remain in the shape
and form in which they then were,
untIl the parliament of Canada would
Otherwile provide. The hon. Minister of
eustice, when speaking on this question in
1892, made use of these words at page 3206,
'7asard, 1892 :

What doea the 40th section say? It sa7s * until
the Parliament of Canada otherwise provides.'

17

Until the parliament of Canada otherwise pro-
vides-provides how? In what way arbitrarily?
No, Sir, provides in tte way pointed out in
section 51. It Is authcrized to provide in that
way. It is not authorized to provide In any
other way. Now, there la no rule of constitu-
tional authority better rettled than this, that you
c.nnot set up an implied power against an ex-
pressed one. . . .

And then he quot.d the fifty-first section
that we are all familiar with. It goes on to
say that Inmedlately after the decennial
census such and such shall be doue. Here
the hon. minister laid down that the fortieth
section provIded that the boundaries of the
constituencles should be so and so, and that
that could be altered in no other way under
the fifty-first section. These are not my
words : These are the words of the hon.
Minister of Justice himself.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-He was
on the other aide then.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I ask hon. gen-
tlemen to follow me and I ask them to read
these words of the hon. gentleman. He is
not dealing at all with a readjustment as
a starting point. He is dealing with the
constituencies as they were settled by the
British North America Act, which Act pro-
vided that they should remain In that way
until they were changed by the parliament
of Canada, and he goes on to say that the
parliament of Canada could change them
In no other way than under the 51st section.
Nothing could be plainer than the words
of the hon. gentleman on that question,
and if I entertain the opinions I do on that
question, that these constituencies were not
Intended and are net authorized to be dealt
with by the redistribution except after each
decennial census, I have the solid opinion
of the hon. Minister of Justice himself, as
placed on Hanoard, declaring that way.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am glad to see
that the hon. gentleman Is following me
now. In case the hon. gentleman should

lose the point, these words are to be found
on page 8206 of the Haneard of 1892. He
says the electoral districts as provided in

the British North America Act, could onlY
be changed under the 51st section of the

British North America Act, whicb provide
for the readjustment after each decennial

census.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-Will the hon. gentle- Hon. Mr. MILLS-There was a redistri-
man read anything where I said they could bution amending Bill introduced in 1886.
only be changed once every ten years, after Does the hon. gentleman say that parlia-
each decennial census? ment had no power to make that revised

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I shall answer the
hon. gentleman by asking him another ques-
tion. Does he hold that the parliament of
Canada has a right to make another redis-
tribution, under the 51st section, apart from
the redistribution that is required after each
decennial census ? My hon. friend is silent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The parliament of
Canada has power to make the redistribu-
tion, and I think the 51st section is broad
enough to enable them to do it every year.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-We shall see what
my hon. friend has said on that question,
and before I conclude I shall have oc-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is altogether
another question. I discussed that question
very fully last year, and I have no objec-
tion to stating my views on it now. If the
parliament of Canada, on the completion of
the census, undertakes, in the fulfilment of
its duty, to make a redistribution to comply
with ail the requirements of that 51st sec-
tion, and there are many of them, and com-
pleted it, the work is then done. But, if it
should be found during the then decennial
period that some omission bas been made,
by which parliament had not completed its
work, that would be another question. Let

casion to quote my hon. friend entirely op- me point out the case of the city of Ottawa.
posite to the view he now expresses. I will
show where my hon. friend pointed out
that parliament had gone wrong in 1882,
and in subsequently dealing with the distri-
bution of seats, and he went into a long
argument to show that although parliament
had done wrong in these previous years,
that was no reason why they should do
wrong now. I will reach that at a later
point, but here we have my hon. friend
nailed down to this view, that the constitu-
encies of Canada, as they were provided
for under the 40th section-that is, the indi-
vidual constituencies in ail the provinces of
Canada-could not be altered in any other
way than under the 51st section of the
British North America Act. In the argu-
ment which bas been offered on the other
side of the question, I have not seen any-
thing like the contention that you could
make a second redistribution under the 51st
section. The contention was you could
under the 91st section, which enables par-
liament to make laws for the peace, order
and good government of Canada-that un-
der that section you could pass a Redistrl-
bution Bill. If you could do it one year, you
could do it every year intervening between
the census years-you could do what the
British North America Act says you shall
do on the completion of the census. My
hon. friend is not alone in evidence on this
point. The hon. Minsiter of Marine and
Fisheries, discussing the question at the
same time, declared it had to be •done then.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

It was found, on the taking of the census
of 1891, that the province of Ontario was
entitled to ninety-two members, and that
number was assigned to Ontario, but in the
Redistribution Bill of 1892 a mistake was
mnade, and Ottawa was given only one mem-
mer, which left Ontario with only 91 mem-
bers. It was a purely clerical error. I think
my hon. friend will agree with me that par-
liament had the right to go on and com-
plete the readjustment of 1892, which had
given Ontario so many members, and in
order to carry that out the clerical error
which was made had to be remedied. That
illustrates what I mean, and I believe ail the
others, with the single exception of the
Tuckersmith Bill, were in the same direc-
tion, to remedy errors that had been made,
and which left the redistribution incomplete,
and without which it was not a fulfilment
of the provisions of the'51st section.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Bill of 1886 took
certain municipalities off one riding of the
county of Renfrew and put them on an-
other.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Every one of these
was thrashed over in this House last year,
and the result was we had a good deal of
trouble with one or two in Quebec which my
hon. friend from Stadacona settled by pro-
dueing indubitable evidence that they were
to remedy an error in the Act of 1892, and
without which the Act would not have been
a real adjustment such as is called for by
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the British North America Act. That was
the ground that my hon. friend took, and
took it with the greatest possible firmness,
in 1892, that parliament had no right to
deal with this question except under the
51st section. He took the ground that even
if parliament had dealt differently before,
and had done wrong in introducing mea-
sures between the census years, it did not
alter or change the law, and that the true
interpretation should be given to the law
now. Hon. gentlemen are aware that under
the Quebec resolutions the 23rd article
provided that the redistribution of seats
should be under the supervision of the
provincial legislatures of all the provinces-
that the Dominion of Canada should have
nothing wbatever to do with the shaping
of constituencies. That was the original
Intention. Those who have gone over the
confederation debates know there was a
good deal of argument on that point. In
the province of Quebec there was a feeling
that the Dominion parliament would hive
the French constituencies. There was a
feeling in other provinces that the Dominion
would not do justice to the increase in
wealth and population wbich might pre-
vail in some sections. There was a jealousy
of the federal power with regard to the re-
distribution of seats, and until the delegates
went to England, the 23rd article remaineçi
the basis of confederation, and that article
provides that the redistribution of seats
should be managed and controlled by the
local legislatures. When the delegates met in
EIlngland this 23rd article was abandoned. I
think I am right In saying that a compromise
was arrived at. Those who entertained doubts
about giving the ful and unrestricted power
to the parliament of Canada to redistribute
seats in the fear in one province that they
might do Injury to races or creeds, and In
another they might not do Injustice to the
industrial growth and growth of population,
those who held these ideas were induced to
give way, and the 51st section, with some
of its subsections were substituted for
the 23rd article. Why? Because there
was a feeling that there were not
safeguards provided up to that time,
the feeling was held etrongly that the
interests of the provinces had to be safe-
guarded, and it was not until this 51st
section was put in the shape it now Is that

17J

the different provinces withdrew their ob-
jection and allowed the federal parliament
to redistribute the seats. My hon. friend
will, perhaps, say that there was no occasion
for such fear as was felt. Perhaps not,
but it was entertained all the saie. There
was a feeling of alarm and anxiety on the
part of many people of Canada that this
power might not be exercised justly by the
federal government, and this safeguard was
put in that a redistribution should be made
immediately after each decennial census,
'by such authority, in such manner, and
from such time as the parliament of Can-
ada from time to time provides.' Now, the
hon. gentleman tells me that all the safe-
guard that was then obtained was a safe-
guard against a possible wrong that eould
be done in adding one member to Ontario,
or taking one from Nova Scotia, or some-
thing of that kind-that that was the only
thing that was safeguarded against. Sir
George Cartier, and other eminent men,
were satisfied, we are told, with the 51st
section as a safeguard against a possible
Injury that might arise from the abuse of
power by the federal government In the
adding or reducing of one or two seats.
le was quite satisfied, they say, with
that safeguard, leaving the door entirely
open during ail the other nine years-
leaving the government to cut up the
constituencies throughout the Dominion of
Canada. All I have to say, if they held this
view they were easily hoodwinked. They
were easily satisfied, if we are to accept
the theory that nothing was meant by this
readjustment, but simply dealing with the
one or two seats which might accrue to a
province by change of population, and that
it was only to guard against the wrong
that might be done the minority in race or
creed, or to a province In the decennial
adjustment, that this provision was put
into the Act, and all the strong grounda
which had been taken with regard to
holding the redistribution in the hands of
the province were relinquished and cut
away. I am certain that these men were
satisfied in their minds that they got in
that 51st section an ample guarantee
against any abuse by the federal govern-
ment which they would not possibly have
had If it was free to any governiment under

the 91st section of the British North Amer-

259



Ica Act for the malntaining of peace, order they would be marked with the views of

and good government of Canada, to eut and those who appointed them. If my hon.

carve the constituencies of the country as friend doubts it, I can easily find it.
it thought proper. These are my own
views, but I read the views of the hon. Hon. Mr. MILLS-That has nothing to do

Minister of Justice in 1892. The hon. gen- with the point I just now put.

tleman used these words : Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes it has.
In looking over the articles of confederation, That was the view of the hon. gen-

which were adopted prior to union, I find that ,
by the 23rd article, it was agreed that the legis- tleman's leader. My hon. friend made
lature of each province should divide such pro- an academic speech ln favour of an-
vince into a certain number of constituencies. other view altogether, entirely opposite toThat seemed to be the plan. There was some
distrust as to the use which parliament might the resolution whih he voted for and the
make of Its power, and if the hon. gentlemn speech of lis leader, and that was ln favour
will look at the discussions which took place
at confederation he will find the view expressad of relegating the redistribution to some In-
that you might hive the French, you might divide dependent authority. Arn I fot right? That
the province of Quebec in such a way that the o
English-speaking section would have a majority
of the representatives on the floor of this House. speech was made in support of tbat idea of
You might find jealousy of the rapid growth of
a particular province so divide its constituencles
as to prevent an adequate expression of its the division and the slaping of the constitu-
opinion in consequence of its increased popula- encies to some independent authority, and
tion. To guard against such contingencies, it 1
was proposed, in the first instance, that the i It was in connection witl that idea tlat this
legislatures of the different provinces should whole speech of bis ln 1892 was made. Tha,
.divide the provinces for the Dominion parliament.
That, however, was abandoned before the dele- i
gates went to England, and when the British lon. frlend must know very well, that when
North America Act was formed for the purpose one starts out on an expedition sucl as le
of carrying into effect the articles of confedera-
tion-the Quebec resolutions which were agreed started out upon on that occasion, and when
upon--the 5sst section was substltuted for them. ie was laying a foundation for his conten-

Here was the view of my lion. friend the tion that parliament could ot distribute tin

Minister of Justice, and lie is entirely riglit. Iseats itself dlrectly, but must cali ln an Iu-

He says this twenty-third section, whicl re- dependent authority, he laid so broad a foun-

taned tlie redistribution In the liands of th dation that hle supplied the most admirable
provinces, was taken away from the pro- 1sprgument against any redistribution except

vince at that time, and that those wlo stood after the completon of the decennial census.

for tlie provinces having control o! the re- He supeied an admirable argument ln

distribution yielded on account of tlils favour of only one redistribution, as provid-

ftfty-first section. ed for inder te 5wst section o! the Bris-
tish Nortih America Act. My lion. friend

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My lion. friend kfows las th s advantage over me, lhe as lad a
tiat ln using my argument there for the longer and wider experience in the discus-
purpose of showing a redistribution can be sion of these questions n parlianent than
made only once in ten years Is misrepresent- I have had. Tliat Is a decided advantage o
ng my argument entdrely. My argument whlch ie lias made good use; but It so iap-
pointed to one thing, and that was the In- pens when an hon. gentleman discusses
tention n makng the redistribution to tahe questions of this klind on many oc-
some outide authority. casions, ihe places hmself under this dis-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I understand pre- advantage, de fiuds himself brougit up by
cisely. My on. friend on that occasion was a short tur In antagonism to, some view
making an academic speech as le very often ie las expressed previously. And thiat
does. His leader stood out by declarwng lu Is wlat bas occurred n this Instance.
the House of Co gmon that he wasfentre- We find lere, In poîntîng out wtth exact
ly opposed to relegating t e powers of par- trutbe on is side that It was originally In-
piament to judges or any one else. Parlia- tended that the provinces should redistri-
ment siould do its own work in Its own bute the constituencies, that ths was ad-
way, and lie lad no confidence ln perlons gered to for the reasons whih lhe enumer-
who would le appointed twt way, because ated, and whch seemed to be strong reasona

Hon. Mr. FERGUSOr.
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in the minds of those who held them, yet
they did waive those doubts because of
the insertion of this 51st section of the
British North Amerlea Act. My contention
is if they waived it because they got those
provisions, they felt they were safe against
any redistribution except what could be
made under them. If not, they were very
childish in giving away their contention un-
less they got an ample safeguard. In addi-
tion to that, I find in reading the speeches
in the British House of Commons-that the
members of parliament who framed the Act
were themselves of the opinion that they
were giving, under this lifty-first section,
a decennial redistribution and no other. I
have not the parliamentary debates at my
hand, but it was either Mr. Adderly or Mr.
Cardwell, I am not sure, who made this
statement when somebody had objected
that a redistribution every ten years was
too often. The reply was it would certainly
be too often for England, but that in a new
country like Canada, where population in-
creases very rapIdly, it was not too often,
showing very plainly that in the minds of
British politicians who framed this Act, they
regarded this redistribution immediately
after the decennial census as the only re-
distribution provided for under that Act
I shall read another extract from the speech
Of my hon. friend the Minister of Justice
in 1892. It is a very copious and full ex-
tract. I have taken great care to begin
where the hon. gentleman begins the point,
and carry it on to his conclusion, and while
as I said before, it is quite true that all this
Is an argument in favour of the reference
of the redistribution of 1892 to an indepen.
dent authority, yet hon. gentlemen cannot
fail to find that it had a far-reaching effect
and that the argument suatains the con-
teltion of those who ihave held that we
shOuld haive a redistribution only after the
decennial census and not at any other time.
Here are the Hon. Mr. Mills's words:

We are entitled to have a House of Conmons;it 'WUa to be elected every ave years, if not
ooner .4asolved. Then there must be a r.4g-tribution of seats. If there were no provisionfor the distribution of seats, certainly the powerWould be here. and be here on the priiolple that

i tncide o
bt whenl the consttton itsai does preaibe

Jul by which t tg t is to b,ø .ÀI.

tbeutio 0! el at you alre a b ytributon of seats by a tribunal created byyo

and acting under instructions from you, in which
you describe the manner and the time It must
be followed, and all the more because by it
we have the protection against the very abuses
we complain of in this Bill. There is a special
condition in the law for the exercise of this
power, and I deny aitogether that is or can
be applied in the grant which the hon. gentleman
has mentioned. It has been said by a very
bigh authority in the United States, as well
as in the United Kingdom, that you cannot
draw as an Incident of an express grant what
is an express grant in another way.

I have submitted these extracts, which
are very full and coplous, and I will leave
hon. gentlemen to decide as to Whether I
have not the authorIty of the hon. Minister
of Justice In favour of the proposition that
I maintain, and that Is that we have no
power to distribute the seats except under
the 51st section. If I am wrong in that, my
hon. friend was wrong when he made this
admirable inquiry into the subject ln 1892.
His speech in 1892 is well worth reading,
and if hon. gentlemen would take the
pains to read It, which I strongly ad-
vise every member of the House to
do, I am convinced every one of
them wIll rise from the consideration of
that question convInced, as I was, that a
very powerful argument had been made
against any redistribution except one im-
mediately following a decennial census.
Then we have, In support of this view that
I am expressing, the usage of parliament
since confederation, with the exception of
rectifylng inadvertent errors made with re-
gard to Ottawa and with regard to a town-
ship or two in the province of Quebec-with
such exceptions there has been no attempt
made since confederation to redistribute
seats, except what was made immediately
following each decennial census. There
was one exception and that Is the Tucker-
smith Bill, a different one from all the
others. It was for the carrying out of a
different object altogether. Sir John Mac-
donald declared, in his judgment, not long
afterwards that the Tuckersmlth Bill was
an attempt at an Infraction of the pitish
North America Act He showed by this re-
mark on the Tuckersmlth Bill thqt he wag of
opinion that redistribution could only tak0
place immediately following the celsUS
wIthout an Infraction of the British Noâh
Armerica Act I have placed these views
on record. I arnot copcei-ùed just now
whether they wil be co4urred ln n
not. I ám quIt coteai th thêy
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should go on record, and it will be found at
least that I have had very good authority
for the position I have held on this sub-
ject. I have this confidence, that as the
years roll on in Canada, the view that I
have presented will strengthen, and that
whatever little deviations from that prin-
ciple occurred in the correction of these little
errors in the Acts passed after the census
of 1882 and of 1892-whatever may have
happened ln that respect ln the past, that
we are advancing to solid ground on this
question, and it will not be very long when
the parliament of Canada will stand unani-
mously and resolutely on the ground I have
taken. I have confidence that such will be
the case, and I am willing to pledge myself
for my own action that I would neither be a
member of the government nor support a
government that would attempt to deal
with the constituencies of Canada as this
Bill proposes to deal with them. Admitting,
if you will, that this parliament, ln the exer-
cise of its utmost power mlght do It and
that the elections held under the Act, even
though wrongly passed ln the first instance,
would be valid, this parliament, if it choses
might do extraordinary things, but that
does not make them right. It does not even
make them constitutional, but I am willing
to let time settle this question, and I am
confident it will not be very long until the
wonder will be expressed lu Canada that
any party should ever be found so foolish
or so misgulded as to attempt any such
thing as ls proposed ln the Bill before us,
putting It on a constitutional ground. As
far as the expediency of this Bill is con-
cerned, I think scarcely a word can be sald
ln its favour. If there were no provisions
for decennial readjustment at ail. I take
the ground that we should not pass this
Bill now, because we have not a census
avallable to give us,the rIght guide for the
fixing of the seats. Putting the whole ques-
tion of the British North America Act if
you like to one aide, putting the question of
the decennial redistribution out of the way,
I hold that the mere fact that the census
ls nine years old, and that ln a country like
Canada population has been'increaslng and
moving with such great rapidity, lihat
rot one sensible word can be urged in
favour of making a redistribution so
near the next decennial census as this.

Hon. Mr. FEMRUSON.

The position Of the government was weak
in the matter last year. It was then eight
years after the census, but here we find
them, one year from the next decennial cen-
sus, bringing down this Bill, forcing It into
the House last year, and now bringing it
down a second time and forcing it upon us
when they must know that it is impossible
for them to allot representatives in these
counties in such a way as will conform with
the results of the next census. My hon. friend
in introducing the Bill started by saylng that
the principle of it was one that was ac-
cepted by both parties in Canada in 1872.
i was a little curious at that stage of my
hon. friend's remarks, because I wanted to
find out what he meant when he spoke of
the principle of the Bnl, for I confess
I have not been able to see any principle in
it at ail, but I find that what he referred to
was the county boundaries. It is hardly
necessary to discuss these details, but every
hon. gentleman knows that this Bill does
not apply the principle of county boundaries,
except to a very small portion of the Domin-
ion of Canada, only dealing with a very
small part of the country, and that If it is
proposed to apply the principle of county
boundaries that principle should be applied
to every county ln Canada. That cannot be
the principle of the Bill, because it only ap-
plies to a few counties. Then an argument
lias been attempted to be bulît up, in favour
of this principle, and it is hardly necessary
to discuss this, since the principle is not
proposed to be applied ail round In Can-
ada ; but to my mind, if there is anything
at ail ln the argument that my hon. friend
addressed to the House yesterday, that it
is not desirable to break up existing associa-
tions, it is not desirable to carve counties
because you may pen a man off to a part of
the eounty where he le without influence, tak-
ing him away from the district where he is a
strong and influential man. And how Is he a
high and influential man? Because ln busi-
ness and in his intercourse with his fellow-
citizens he has developed a strength of char-
acter which makes people consider hlm well
suited for parliament. If you carve that
county where he has these associations ln
an unfair way, or Indeed at alt, you are not
rendering it easy for him to get elected te
parliament. Ail this ls a magnifcent
argument against this Bill. What do we
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find ? The present shape of these counties
that it is proposed to change is nearly
twenty years old. It will be nearly twenty
years from the time they were formed
until an election is held under this
Bill should it become law. That is a long
time in the life-time of a community. If
you take the trouble of comparing the voters'
lists in the different counties you will find
very few names remain for 20 years.
Some die, some go away, some change their
views, and a world of change takes place.
My hon. friend in order to carry out this
idea of county boundaries, In order to pre-
vent good men from being treated In this
way, and to prevent counties from being cut
up, brings in a Bill that breaks up all these
things that have grown up for 20 years. Sup-
posing a Bill in 1872 broke up things that
were as old, or older, it was a pity. There
may have been good reason for it, but it was
a pity if any injury was done. I do say that
the Bill as it is now shaped, and as he pro-
poses to deal with these counties, breaking
them up in this way, will accentuate the
trouble and create the difficulty which my
hon. friend the Minister of Justice depre-
cated so much. Then he speaks of represen-
tation by population. But my hon. friend
did not claim that that was a principle of
the Bill. Toronto has a population of 200,-
000, and it is proposed to give it five repre-
Sentatives. Ten should be the number,
taking the unit applied to the province as
a whole. It Is proposed 'to give Prince county
in the province of Prince Edward Island,
Witb 35,000, two members, while the county
of King's, with 27,000, will have one mem-
ber. One man will represent 17,000 lu
Prince, and another man will represent 27,-
000 In King's. That is the way the princlile
of representation by population will be re-
Spected. I may say the state of things,
it le proposed to do away with In Prince
Edward Island, Is an exact application of
the principle of representation by popula-
tion. The division could not be -made
flore exactly except by cutting Into town-

ShipS, and if you go over thatt province from
one end to tihe other, it will be found on a
close examination, that no other division
could be made that would more exactly cou-
form to the principle of representation by
population, and no division could be made
which would do less Injury to the feelings
Or desires of the people with regard lio the

manner in which they should be associated
together than the arrangement this Bill la in-
tended to repeal. In Prince Edward Island we
have no county institutions at all, and conse-
quently no municipal life bas grown up in
that province, and a township In King's ls
just like a township In Prince, and the com-
munity of interest Is all the same whether
you belong to one county or another, and
the dividing of that province Into five rid-
ings to comply with the state of things we
found to exist after we lost a member, to
allow the five members to the province, was
the best method. No' better method could
be found than that adopted in 1892, which
I have never heard condemned since, and
still it is proposed to go back upon that.
Another principle is the principle of redis-
tribution by judicial authority. I should
like to know why it is that the two coun-
ties of Prince Edward Island should be as-
signed to members running as counties.
Why do they not bring judges In and divide
the counties In the same way as they are
dividlng the others ? I will read the view
of the hon. Minister of Justice In 1832 on
that subject. He said :

There is another matter which ls important,
and it is that there should be single constituen-
Scis. It le not proper to have two constituencies
united into one. In the first place, it is extremely
inconvenient. In the case of a by-election in
this city, why should a candidate be called on
to ask the suffrages, practically, of two con-
stituencies In order to obtain a seat in parlia-
ment? The same may be said of Pictou, Hali-
fax and Hamilton as of Ottawa. All these con-
stituencies ought to be divided, and in no case
ought there to be two representatives for the
same constituency.

This was the view of the hon. Mr. Mills
In 1892.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was not my hon.
friend's opinion, because he argued other-
wise.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I did not, but the
hon. friend of the Minister of Justice Is On
trial just now, and it matters not what other
gentlemen may have done. I was not in par-
liament In 1892. This Bill and the hon. Min-
ister of Justice are to some extent on trial
before this House just now, and I am not
going to divert the attention of the HoUse
from his interesting record on these ques-
tions In order that he might compare records
with me. I choose rather to hold my hon.
friend to hls opinions of 1892. I must COu-
fes that the task may be toO much 'r
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me or any one else to hold my hon. friend
to his opinions, but lie will not escape witb-
out having his attention called to the extra-
ordinary manner in which he differs from
himself in 1892, not only in this respect, but
in a great many other respects to which I
shall allude before I resume my seat.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My lon. friend is open
to the same remark.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If lie can only
find some other member in the House who
has done wrong, lie thinks it makes him
right.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Has the lion. gentle-
man said it was wrong ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am dealing with
my hon. friend, and I will not allow him to
draw my attention to any other person at
the present time. I should be much inclined
to gratify my hon. friend on other occa-
sions, but just now I will stick to the sub-
ject on hand. My hon. friend, in 1892, de-
clared that this principle of single consti-
tuencies was a very Important one, and
that there oughit to be no constituencies re-
turning two members. He put hlimself
ùpon record In that way, and now he ls
believed to be the author of this Redistribu-
tion Bill. At al events, he champions It
as a member of the government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
prepared it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If he prepared it,
I am sorry lie had not a little more regard
for lis former opinions, or if he were per-
mitted by his colleagues to do as lie liked,
that he did not adhere to some of the
opinions that lie expressed in former years.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Which you did not
support ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend,
In 1892, expressed himself in favour of
single constituencies, and we find him in-
troducing a BIl in this louse which only
desals with one-fifth, or one-sixth, of the
constituencles, but so far as It goes, creates
two new double constituencies and does
away with one in the clty of Toronto. It
creates two new ones ln Prince Edward
Island. St. .ohn, I think, stands as It did.
But my hon. friend has gone up one
ptep and come down two, and in place

Hon. Mr. ERGUSON.

of adhering to this grand principle of
his, of single constituencies, we find him
adding to the number of double cons-
tituencies by the Bill which lie has now
presented to this House. My hon. friend
claimed that the Bill was to remedy a
very great wrong that had been commit-
ted, more particularly in 1882. When we ex-
amine it we find it deals with some things
which happened in 1892. The Prince Ed-
ward Island matter is a matter of 1892 and
not of 1892, but he is, perhaps right in his
statement that, as far as the western part
of Ontario Is concerned, this Bill deals with
constituencies that were affected by the
Act of 1882. I move the adjournment of
the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawoa, March 23, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PRESENTING PETITIONS FOR
VATE BILLS.

PRI-

The SPEAKER-I desire to inform the
Senate that the time has expired for pre-
senting petitions for private Bills. It ls for
the Senate to decide whether the time shall
be extended or not.

Hon. Mr. VIDAIr.-There has been no ar-
rangement by the committee for extending
the time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BiWLL-It will
be for the committee to recommend the ex-
tension, and perhaps it would be advisable
to do so when we consider the long adjourn-
ment that we had. I merely throw out that
suggestion.

THE POST OFFICÉ AT MONTMAGNY.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved:
That an humble address be presented to Hls

Bxeollency the Governor Geral ; praying that
lis Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Sonate :-
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1. A copy of the correspondence exchanged be-
tween the meimber of Montmagny, at diffeent
perlods, and the government on the sub3ect of
the construction of a post office in the town of
Montmagny.

2. A copy of each communication on this
subject made to the government by the town
council or by any person belonging to the town
of Montmagny.

3. A copy of the deeds passed for this pur-
pose by the government and the Seminary of
Quebec for the sale of the land on which the
post office of Montmagny was built ; and also
of all deeds forming the titles of the property
in question.
He said : I desire to call the attention of
hon. gentlemen in this House to the follow-
lng facts. In answer to a question put by
me on the 19th day of March, respecting
the purchase of the town hall at Mont-
magny, the hon. Minister of Justice told us
that that property had been acquired or pur-
chased from the Seminary of Quebec, and
that the amount paid for It was $5,000. The
deed of sale was passed on the 17th June,
1898. Previous to that a party named Du-
haime, living in the county of Montmagny,
in the parish of St. Thomas, was the pro-
prietor of a lot on which a fine building was
erected. That man got into business diffilcul-
ties, and his property was seized and sold by
the sheriff. The Seminary of Quebec had a
mortgage on that property for an amount,
I think, of between $2,500 and $3,000. The
property was sold, and the Semlnary of Que-
bec, to assume the payment of the mortgage
that was on the property, acquired the pro-
perty. Mr. Choquette, now Judge Choquette,
and then member for the county of Mont-
magny, had some time before the sale of
the Duhalme property and its purchase by
the Seminary of Quebec, acquired from the
town of Montmagy and old building, known
as the town hall. This building was re-
moved and a new building erected at the
cost, I am told, of $2,000. Naturally the in-
terest Mr. Choquette took in the county he
represented led him to ask the government
to build a post office In the town of Mont-
mnagny, and he found that the best plan was
to hand over his own property to the govern-
ment for a post office, but I suppose-; being a
lawyer, he suspected that the Act concern-
ng the independence of parliament, pre-

vented him from selling that property di-
rectly to the government. So that he came
'la Pourparlers with the Seminary of Que-
bec, and made an exchange of property.
The property he bought from the town of
Montmagny wa exeb"aged for the pro-

perty the Seminary of Quebec had purchased
from the sheriff and then the Seminary of
Quebec, I suppose by the means of Mr. Cho-
quette, came in contact with the govern-
ment, and Mr. Choquette's former pro-
perty was purchased by the government
from the Seminary of Quebec for a sum of
$5,000. I do not know who pocketed the
profit. That might be the subject of an
inquiry whenever we can obtain an inquiry.
But there are the facts. Under the disguise
of an exchange between the Seminary of
Quebec and Mr. Choquette, the govérnment
secured from the Seminary of Quebec that
property at a price of $5,000. That was the
answer given me by the Minister of Justice
some days ago. I desire by this motion to-
day to bring before this House the papers
connected with the deal in order that we
may find out in a more official way, per-
haps ln a way to convince the hon. Minister
of Justice and other members of the cabi-
net, that ln reality the property has been
purchased from a gentleman who was at
the time a member of parliament, and that
the deed that -was passed between the
Seminary of Quebec and Judge Choquette
was merely to evade the provisions of the
law as laid down in the Independence of
Parliament Act. The hon. minister shakes
his head ; he thinks I will not find It. I
suppose It is too cleverly done to be found
out, but let him bring down the papers. I
hope we will have them this session. I ask
not only for the deed of sale which was
passed on the 17th of June, 1898, but also
for all other deeds which may constitute
the titles of the property acquired by the
government.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There isno ojection to
bringing down the papers that the hon..
gentleman moves for. I know nothing
about the transaction, but this much I do
know, and the hon. gentleman will see If
he examines the Independence of Parliament
Act, that there la no reason in the world for
doing, in order to protect a member's s0t,
what he suggests. When a membm- ented
Into a contract with the government or re-

celves pay as an annual salary, he foifets
his seat, but the government cannot, by
taking a member's. prqpertY, put him Out
of parliament. the papers 1ll be brón t
down.

The motfon was àgreed tO.
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SUSPENSION OF LIQUOR PERMITS IN
THE YUKON.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER inquired:
1. If at any period in the year 1899 the grant-

ing of Yukon liquor permits was suspended or
terminated ? If so, what was the date, and
when it was resumed ?

2. Was any notice given to the public, and
If so, what and how, that the granting of such
permits would cease at a certain date, or that
it would subsequently be resumed ?

3. When and how was such or any notice of
this fact communicated to the license inspector
at Yukon ?

4. Who was the license inspector at the
time ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-1. The issue of Yukon
liquor permits, other than permits for liquor
for personal use, was suspended on the 13th
April, 1899, and has not yet been resumed.
2. Customs and police officers were so no-
tified, and instructed to inform the public.
3. and 4. The office of license Inspector
had not been created at that time.

YUKON LIQUOR PERMITS.

INQUIRY.

Hon Mr. KIRCHHOFFER Inquired:
1. Whether any Yukon liquor permit was

granted to Mr. Chambers of Oak Lake, Mani-
toba, or Mr. Chlsholm of Griswold, Manitoba,
or any syndicate with which the names of
these persons were connected ? If so, what
was the date or dates, and what quantity of
liquor allowed ?

2. Was any Yukon liquor permit granted to
P. C. Mitchell or Peter Campbell ? If so, what
was the date or dates, and what quantity of
liquor ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-1. The records of the
department show that a liquor permit was
issued to William Chambers ; but they do
not show that any permit was issued to Mr.
Chisholm, of Griswold, Manitoba, or to any
syndicate with which his naine was con-
nected. 2. The records of the department do
not show that any permit was Issued to P. C.
Mitchell or to Peter Campbell. I may say
further, with regard to the first of these
questions, that the liquor permit granted to
Chambers was lssued on the 7th of August,
1897, and was for one thousand gallons.

POSTAL CONTRACTS IN P.E.I.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON Inquired:
Why was not the service of carrying the mails

on the Alberton and Kildare route, P.E.I., put
up to tender on the expiration of the contract
on the 31st December last ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

He said : I have a book here in my hand,
published by the present Postmaster Gen-
eral, containing a long statement of post
office contracts which were renewed by the
late government without tender. A great
many private letters are here published, and
the object apparently sought to be gained
was to show that in a great many cases
contracts were renewed with contractors
without letting the work by tender. Now,
in this particular case the contractor had,
I understand, given good satisfaction. He
had the contract for a period of four years,
and at the end of that terma, or shortly
after the expiration of the term, it was
taken from him without any cail for tender
and awarded to Mr. Clark without tender,
at the saine figures Reid had received. That
is what Reid tells me and he is a respon-
sible man. One would think If any one
was to get the contract without tender it
would be the man who had performed the
service in a satisfactory manner, and if It
was not given to him It should be set up to
tender.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Two offers for this ser-
vice were recelved by the department ; one
from the recent contractor, at $98, and the
other from William Clarke at $90, and Mr.
Clarke's being the lower offer was accepted.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That does not an-
answer my question. I asked why was it not
let by tender. Certainly no tenders were
called for.

Hon. Mr. MILLS. There were two offers
made. The government never have, neither
the present, nor the preceding government,
advertised for tenders where the amounts
are very small. The cost of advertising
would exceed the cost of the work to be
performed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-
The hon. gentleman is in error.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I am not in error.
Hon. Sir MACKEDNZIE BOWELL-I

know in my own county, Hastings, It has
been the case.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We are getting into an
exceedingly irregular habit, and that is of
discussing questions after they have been
answered. We dld so yesterday, and while
I am not going to object to the hon. gentle-
man continuing his remarks on this Inquiry,
because the objection has not been raised be-
fore, yet I think when a question la answer-
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ed it ceases to be before the House. It
seems to me it would be more advantageous
in transacting the business of the House
that we should ln a larger degree adhere
to the rule. I am not objecting to my hon.
friend continuing the observations he pro-
posed to make, but hereafter, I propose to
object to such discussions on the ground
I have mentioned.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The eus-
tom of this House has been that any one
could debate a question, but a member
could not speak twice on a question. That
practice has been followed for a number
of years.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The rule, as I under-
stand it, ls that the member who puts the
question may speak, but It is not like a
motion on which every one may speak ; the
discussion ends when the question is an-
swered.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-This subject has more
than once engaged the attention of the
Senate during the past thirty years. In
the early days of confederation there were
many discussions ln this House regarding it.
I do not know to what rule or precedent
the hon. Minister of Justice Is referring,
but I do not at all agree with the doctrine
that he is laying down here as to the prac-
tice in this House in reference to debates
on Inquiries. The practice ln this House Is
not the same, I need hardly say to the hou.
gentleman, as in the House of Commons.
In that House no comment or argument ls
permitted when an Inquiry is made of the
government. We have, however, founded
our practice more on the practice and usage
of the House of Lords, and even
extended it further. In the House of Lords
a discussion Is always permitted-in fact
ls never attempted to be stopped-on an ln-
quiry.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
Also In the House of Commons in England
at the present lime.

lion. Mr. MILLS. Only the mover.
Hon. Mr. MILLER-I am speaking now

Of the usage on which we have based our
Practice. I am speakIng also with a recol-
lection of what has taken place in this
House lu the last thirty years. The rule
has been settled ln this House and acceded

to by the leaders on both sides, by my hon.
friend opposite (Sir Mackenzie Bowell), and
by such good parliamentarians as the late
Sir Alexander Campbell, Sir John Abbott
and others. The practice, as is fully borne
out by reference to the journals of the Sen-
ate, is to permit reasonable discussion on
Inquiries. In the first place, the member
making the lnquiry Is permitted to state
such facts and to use such arguments as
are necessary to fully bring the subject of
his inquiry before the Senate. The same
latitude Is permitted to the minister who
replies to him. The minister is expected
to reply immediately after the question is
put. Third parties are not permitted to inter-
vene between the making of the motion and
the answer of the minister, but afterwards,
the practice has been, since confederation,
to permit discussion. The hon. member in-
forms the House that a motion and inquiry
are two very different things. Of course
they are two different things. I presume hon.
gentlemen who give the least attention to
the rules of the House know that they are
two different things. On a motion there can
be unlimited debate, but on an inquiry
only a limited discussion can take place. in
1876 or 1877, I am not certain which, but
during the incumbency in office of Mr. Mac-
kenzie, ln whose government the Minister
of Justice held a portfolio, the late Sir
David Macpherson introduced a new prac-
tice Into this House, founded upon the usage
then prevailing in the House of Lords. It
was this, that on a statement of facts and
an inquiry, without a motion, unlimited
debate could take place.

Hor.. Mr. POWER-That was ln the ses-
sion of 1877.

Hon Mr. MILLER-I know It was while
Mr. Mackenzie held office. Sir David Mac-
pherson introduced that practice on a prece-
dent taken from the House of Lords. He
clted bis precedent In order to make a new
departure, and It was that on a statement
of facts accompanied by an inquiry, but
by no motion, unlimited debate was permit-
ted. I was opposed to an adjournment of a
debate on such an Inquiry, as I considered

It Irregular. I did not consider a debate

could be adjourned except on a regldar
motion. However, the House considered
there -was very great convenience in the pre-
cedent Introduced by Sir David Macpherson,
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and discussion after discussion took place
upon these inquiries, which were adjourned
from day to day in ail respects, as if a regu-
lar motion had been made. The settled
practice, therefore, of the House with re-
regard to it is that a reasonable discus-
sion can take place not only between the
gentleman who asked the question and the
minister, but in the House generally. That
is the settled practice of this House, and I
am in as good a position, perhaps, as any
other member of this House to speak of it.
I think it would be unfortunate it it were
otherwise, considering that we are not hard
pressed for time to do business, as they are
in the House of Commons, where unneces-

sary debate may perhaps be very incon-
venient, interfering with the public busi-
ness. We are not pressed by anything Of
that sort in this House to make it neces-
sary for us to curtail our privileges and
rights of debate. On the contrary, It would
be more desirable that we should encourage
discussion of all questions in this louse
rather than we should attempt to curtall
the privileges we now enjoy. I felt It my
duty, being one of the oldest members of
the House, and one who at one time had
the honour of occupying the Chair of the
House, which made it necessary for me to
give some attention to the rules of the
House, and practice of parliament, to state
the settled practice of the Senate on this
subject.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Reference might
be made to rule 20, which lays down In the
broadest possible language the latitude ai-
lowed ln discussion with reference to ques-
tions which may be submitted to ministers,
and I mlght also say, as the hon. gentleman
from Richmond (Mr. Miller) has said that
this Is not a new point. It has been fully
discussed, and hon. gentlemen wIll find it
fully presented in Bourinot. Rule 20 says :

A senator rday speak to any question before
the Senate, or upon a question, or upon an
amendment to be proposed by himself, or upon
a question of order arlaing out of the debate,
but not otherwise, without the consent of the
majority of the Senate, which shall be deter-
mined without debate.
So that by the consent of the majority of
the Senate, any member may speak upon
any question. At page 381 of Bourinot this
Mnatter Je discused rather at length. Deal-
log with questions put by meimbers, the au-
tbr goe. on to gay :

Hon. Mr. MILLER.

The proccdure in the Senate upon such occa-
sicns is quite different from that of the Com-
nions. Much more latitude is allowed in the
Upper House, and a debate often takes place
on a mere question of inquiry, of which, how-
ever, notice must always be given when it is
of a special character. Many attempts have
been made to prevent debate on such questions,
but the Senate, as it may be seen froin the
precedent set forth ln the notes below, have
never practically given up the usage of permit-
ting speeches on these occasions, a usage which
is essentially the sane in the House of Lords.

And In note 2, page 382 of this work, will be
found cases In which the question has
come up ln this Chamber, and been discuss-
ed at length, and the Senate has Invariably
asserted Its right to the widest possible dis-
cussion upo n such questions, So, therefore,
as the hon. gentleman from Richmond has
pointed out, the subject is by no means a
novel one. It has been discussed at lengti
on very many other occasions, and this
Chamber is simply following the well estab-
lished precedent or practice of the House of
Lords and from the organization of the
Senate down to the present time, the widest
latitude has been allowed ln the discussion
of such questions.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It Is not necessary
to pursue that line of discussion very much
farther. Since I have been a member of
this House it has been the practice to per-
mit discussion upon inquiries. However, I
must dissent from the view submitted by
the hon. Minister of Justice just now, that
when a question is asked and an answer is
given, be that answer good, bad or indif-
ferent, tuen the matter should end. The
object of a question is to obtain informa-
tion, and if the answer is to defeat Its ob-
jeet, It wIll, I think, be held as an essential
feature of the discussion which we are per-
mitted to make on Inquiries that the party
making that inquiry, or every member,
should Insist that the anawer should be a
fair answer, and one germane to the ques-
tion. This particular inquiry that I made
to-day was to ascertain why tenders were
not invited for this particular service. The
answer I received was that two offers had
been received. That was not a reply to
my question why tenders were not called
for, He says two offers were received.
These offers were recelved secretly and with-
out public notice baving been given. They
may bave been from friende ot the govera-
ment. I do not Bay they are, but one og
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them certainly was, that from the man
Clark to whom the contract was awarded.
Mr. White, the previous contractor, was ask-
ed ln the event of the Postmaster agreeing
to a renewal of the contract whether he
would renew it at the same rate. He was
asked that question by the deputy inspec-
tor in Charlottetown, and then Mr. Clark,
without any call for public tenders what-
ever, made an offer. I asked why tenders
were not called for. If Mr. White had
known that tenders were to be called for he
might have made a better offer than his
previous contract. I think in these cases
we should have a satlsfactory answer, on
germane to the question, and not an eva-
sion of it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I d<o
not desire to prolong this discussion further
than to reassert what I stated a few minutes
ago, that ln many cases tenders were asked
for even in small contracts by the late
government. I might say that tenders
were asked for and lower offers made,
but the old contract was continued, that is
for very many reasons. Some times you
have a first class contractor who has per-
formed his work well for a great many years,
and you have an offer from a man who will
do the work for ten or twenty dollars less
on a long route, and the Postmaster Generai
took the responsibility of renewing the con-
tract with the former contractor. That Is
the point I lntended to make ln answer to
what the hon. gentleman said ln reference
to the practice of the last government. The
hon. gentleman is wrong ln his statement
ln reference tQ the practice ln the House
of Commons in England.
ference prevalîs here, and
ed it so forcibly upon my

I know a dif-
what impress-
mind, was the

fact that when sitting under the gallery lu
the House of Commons In England, I noticed
that when the question was put and the
answer given the discussion continued. But
there you must confine it to subjects whcich
are brought out in the answer, and not intro-
duce any irrevelant matter. If you do, then
the Speaker calls you to order.' I am very
Positive upon this point, because I had a
conversation with the then Colonial Secre-
tary, Sir Henry Holland, upon the question,
telling him what unr practice was ln Can-
ada, and that we followed the parliamen-
tary practice as laid down by May, an

English authority. Then he explained that
they had departed from that practice ln the
House of Commons in England. So that
when I said the practice was pursued in the
House of Commons, I knew I was quite cor-
rect ln the statement I made with the quali-
fications I have pointed out. So long as the
discussion continued in the line of the an-
swer by the minister, just so long would it
be ln order, even in England, and certainly
It has been so in this House. I remember
very well when I first occupied a seat ln the
Senate, the chair which the hon. Minister of
Justice occupies now, I was rather surprised
at the latitude given to discussions when
questions were asked, and I inquired about
it. I did not rise and say, 'The rule says
so and so,' because I did not know. And it
is quite evident my hon. friend did not know
the rule. I asked the practice, and I was
informed, as my hon. friend has been in-
formed, that the practice was to carry or
the discussion so long as you kept within
the bounds of the subject which was in-
volved in the question. I put the question
myself, and did not attempt to dictate in
the House, because I did not know. I am
sure the House would say I had a right to
make these remarks, I did not intend to
ask any favour of the Minister of Justice to
permit me to go on with the discussion. I
should like to adhere strictly to the rules,
and if, In discussing these questions, we
introduced irrelevant matter, it would be
the duty of the minister, or any one else, to
call us to order.

SALARY OF PREVENTIVE OFFICER
AT MONTMAGNY.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. LniDRY inquired:
What is the name of the present preventive

officer for the district of Montmagny? What
Is bis salary? How many seizures has he effect-
cd since he has been doing duty, for infractions
of the customs and excise laws? How ihuch
bas the government realized from these seisuru,
either by the sale of the articles eonflieated or
by fines imposed?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Inland Revenue
Department at present has no preventive
officer specially appointed for the county of
Montmagny. In February, 1895, Mr. Max-
ime Dub6 was appointed a temPorary pre-
ventive officer for the district of MOntDIagnY,
and his services were oup wu on the
26th August, 1896. Dnring that period two
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seizures were made by him in the county of tain principles. It may fot secure to each party
Montmagny, one of which realized net ln every locality representation accordlng to Its

exact strength, 'but it gives to the party wbo
$59.99, and the other $163.34. Since the 26th is unduly represented ln one place an under-
August, 1896, no preventive officer has been representation somewhere else. If you act onsoeuiform and settled rule, regardiess ofspecially appointed for Montmagny, and the party, then you have the principie of compensa-
service for that county and the other coun- tion that Mr. Bright referred to as always oper-

Ioating to correct these theoretical defectsties comprised in the Quebec division whch rnay be poited out in any practical mea-
carried on by the general staff of that divis- sure whieh can be submitted to parliament.

on. I tuink I answered that question be-
fore.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
answered part of the question before, but
I have no answer to the part relating to the
customs.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I must call the atten-
tion of the hon. Minister of Customs to that.
I will call his attention to the inquiry which
has been made with reference to the custom
house.

REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.
The Order of the Day being called,
Resumilng the further adjourned debate on the

motion of Hon. Mr. Mil for the second read-
ing (Bill 13) An Act respecting Representation
in the House of Commons, and on the motion in
amendment thereto of the Hon. Sir Mackenzie
Boweli, that the said Bill be not now read a
second Unie, but that it be read this day six
months.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON said : I bave very
great objection to the Bill before us, be-
cause it is not general in its character. In a
readjustment or Redistribution Bill that
would be merely called for to allot an ad-
ditional member to a province in conse-
quence of the increase of population during
the decennial period, or to make provision
for the loss of a member in a province, as
long as it would be conflned to that, a great
deal of harm would not be done. But when
you undertake to deal pretty broadly with
the representation of the country, It is es-
sential that you should deal with it, not for
one-half or one-third of the country, but
that you should make its provisions apply
to the whole country-make it general in
its character. There is a great deal of im-
portance attached to that point, and my hon.
frIend the Minister of Justice dIscussed it
in 1892, and he did it so well that I feel I
cannot do better than to read my hon.
friend's opinion on that point:

I maintain that the redistribution ought to
proceed on certain Unes in conforrmity with cer-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

The hon. gentleman's argument was that
you must apply some rule, and you must
apply that rule over the whole country. If
you apply it only to a part of the country,
then you may injure one political party ;
you make the changes at the expense of
one political party and to the advantage of
the other political party. A good rule will, of
course, always work well, but a rule which
in itself is not the best, if it is applied all
round, will result in compensation, so that
what a party will lose in one place they
will make up in another, because the cir-
cumstances would be such that they would
not always tell against one political party.
That Is a point against this Bill, and
I say that any Redistribution Bill, proceed-
ing on whatever principle you wish, must be
made to apply to the whole country if it Is
to be taken at ail. Then the principle on
which the Bill proceeds oug'ht, of course, for
the same reason, to be maintained and in-
sisted upon. But if you do as is proposed
in this Bill, create double constituencies in
one place and wipe them out in another, you
take to yourself the power to discriminate
in favour of the dominant party. The gov-
ernment takes to itself a weapon by which it
can crush the party opposed to it, and build
up the party of its own political friends.

Take the case of my own province. There
two double constituencies are created under
this bill, Queen's and Prince counties, in
Prince Edward Island, while it does away
with the double constituency in West
Toronto. Is there any fair play in a matter
like that'? The government pick out West
Toronto for some reason of their own, and
say we will break up West Toronto and
make single constituencies there. If they
acted on the same principle in Prince Ed-
ward Island, I could understand it, but
instead of that, they make two double con-
atituencies in that province-Queen's and
Prince counties. If you employ an indepen-
dent authority for the division of consti-
tuencies, no Independent authority could
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take Queen's and Prince counties and divide
them without giving the Conservative party
a seat in each. If, therefore, the principle
that is applied to Toronto, of wiping away
the old double constituency and substituting
single constituencies, were applied to Prince
Edward Island, this government would not
have a ghost of a chance of returning a ma-
jority from that province. No doubt the re-
presentative of Prince Edward Island in the
cabinet advised lis colleagues of the effect
of applying the same rule to Prince Edward
Island that they apply to Toronto ; there-
fore, they create two double constituencies
in the island. Here is what my hon. friend
the Minister of Justice said about double
constituencies. He not only declares against
them, but gives reasons, and very strong
reasons. They are :

If you have a division you increase the oppor-
tunity to each party of electing its candidate.
Let us suppose, In this Instance, one had a
majority of 20 or 50 in the whole city. If we
divided the city the majority may be found in
one constituency. It might be found that the
party who had a majority of 50 in the whole
city had a majority of 100 in one-half the city
and was in a minority of 50 in the other half.
Is it not better and fairer, where parties are
equally divided, that they each should have an
opportunity of returning one, than that a ma-
jority of one should have an opportunity of
returning two.

In violation of this principle which he
lays down, and which he supported in 1892
by an admirable argument, In Prince Ed-
ward Island he creates two double constitu-
encles, and does not allow the judges to go
in and divide them at all.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman's
friends did not concur in that view. They
voted it down.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I do not think
that is correct. I suppose my hon. friend re-
fers to the Lilhral-Conservative govern-
ment that preceded him ; I tell him they
did concur in that and divided Prince Ed-
ward Island into equal electoral districts.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They did not divide
St. John, Halifax, Ottawa or Hamilton.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is the old story;
the hon. gentleman will not say he was
wrong in 1892, and that this bill le right.
He simply says others have done wrong,
and, therefore, he bas a right to follow
them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say that was voted
down.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The same obser-
vation applies to the principle of adhering
to county boundaries. I ask, why should this
fetish of county boundaries be made import-
ant in Ontario, west of the city of Toronto,
and be of no consequence in the rest of the
province? Why is it that it is magnified to
such Importance in Prince Edward Island
and western Ontario and allowed to be
utterly disregarded in the other portions of
the great province of Ontario ? If hon.
gentlemen think that it is absolutely neces-
sary to resort to the principle of county
boundaries, why, I ask, did they not make
them generaa ? By selecting one part of
the country to which they wish to apply
this principle, they are trying to take an
unfair advantage of their opponents. An-
other plea that has been set up for this
Bill is that it repeals the redistribution of
1882 and 1892. I ask, does it do that ?
My hon. friend said, I think, that it did.
I know the press supporting the Bill says
that it does. Will my hon. friend claim be-
fore the House that that la the effect of
this Bill-that it deals with all the
cases where county boundarles were ig-
nored by the Conservative government
in 1882 and 1892 ? My lon. friend
will say nothing of the kind, because we
know that a great many changes were made
in central and eastern Ontario, and other
parts, that this bill does not deal with at
all. With regard to repealing the Acts of
1882 and 1892, I have just this to say : This
bill does not do It. If It attempted to do It,
It should do it all around. But even sup-
posing anything wrong had been done in
1882 and 1892, time repairs any disadvan-
tage to a party that may arise under an
unfair distribution. I trust hon. gentlemen
understand me distinctly. I am not saying
that anything wrong was done in 1872, or
1882, or 1892. The parts of the country in
which this alleged wrong was done I am
not familiar enough with to say how it ls,
but I say if wrong was done time has re-
paired that wrong, and you cannot proceed
now to reverse what was done in 1872, 1882
and 1892. It would work changes and bring

about a great deal of difneulty by disturbilg
the boundaries of constituencies that have

been in existence many of them for twenty

271



[SENATE]

years, and have ail the bad effects which On that subjeet I confess 1 arnot ln love
my hon. friend tried to persuade this House with the proposition which both sides sup-
the original Distribution Bill had at the port now, and that is, that a commission
time it was passed. While that is the case, of judges should be called ln for this pur-
and an objection that lies against this Bill, pose. It las fot been the practice in Eng-
I take the other ground, that if there was land. It was fot done in 1884 or in 1885. I
anything wrong in the redistributions of think we are calling in the judges too much
1872, 1882 or 1892, time has repaired those to do political work in Canada, and that It Is
wrongs. Hon. gentlemen are conversant not calculated to raise the character of the
with many constituencies in Ontario where bench, and that there might be some other
it was said the Liberals were hived in 1882, way of dealing wit some f these things
that are now represented by Conservatives, which we are ln the habit of referring to
and were represented by Conservatives not judges. I certainly would agree to the pro-
very long after the redistribution took place. position that the divisions should be made
That does not warrant the assertion that by some independent authority, but I think
they were made hives. I turn to the case of some other way right be found without re-
King's, in Prince Edward Island, for local ferring It to the judges. Parliarent should
purposes, which was completely turned in- keep a grip on the matter itself. It
side out by the Peters administration. It was was a favourite idea of Sir John
a county that usually returned nine or ten 1 Macdonald's, that the constitutional power
Conservative members-ten was the total of parliament should fot be relin-
number-but the county was so changed by quished. I thInk he was right. In Eng-
the local government that four of the consti- land, that was not done. An agreement
tuencies were operated upon, and it was was reaChed between the two political par-
claimed the Liberals had made sure of ties. and they agreed upon certain unes on
carrying a majority from King's county. which a redistribution should be made.
What happened ? With the exception of They agreed upon the men who were to do
one of these constituencies which were this work of dividing the counties and
gerrymandered by the Peters government boroughs of England into ridings. The Bil
in 1893, cutting the townships in two to reached a certain stage n pariament, and
hive the Conservatives, notwithstanding it was allowed to rest there until a coi-
that, ai these constituencies have been won mission was appolnted, whlch went over the
back by the Conservative party. In the whoie country. They took evidence,
district of Murray Harbour, from whicli held meetings, and dld everything open
district my hon. friend (Mr. Prowse) comes, and above board, and before 'the worid,
two townships were taken off that returned and after their report was ln, and after
Conservative majorities, and recently the parliament knew the final resuit, to the very
Attorney-General was defeated in a by- last borough and county, of what these
election in that district of Murray Harbour, men had done, they passed the Bil
proving what I contend, that although at with their eyes open. That seems to le a
the Uie men may think they are very statesmanhike way 0f doing It But the
wise, and If they are cunning enough, may proposition here Is that we are to pass this
gain a temporary advantage, men's opin- Bil, and the governlent eau iu the judges
ions change, and men die, new men or people they appoint, and they have ail
come in, and the complexion of a con- the power and parliarent suspends Its
stituency changes to such an extent that the functions. It seeTS to me the English sys-
wisdom of men who try to do anything of tem is statesnanlike and the proper course
this kind Is entirely circumvented and ren- te pursue. In 1892, the party now ln power
dered null and void. Yet, here we have the did not pursue the course they are follow-
Minister of Justice coming before the House ing now. They were In opposition then.
and seriously asking us to pass this Bill They proposed that a conference of both
because some wrong was done elghteen or parties should be held, not that a cm-
nineteen years ago. I have referred already mission of Judges should be appointed. 1
to the provision of this Bill for the division know that my hon. friend made a long, elabo-
of constituencies by some outside authority. rate and able argument in faveur ef a refer-

Hon. Mr. FsRGUuON.
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ence to an independent commission, but he
was speaking at the same time in support of
a motion which did not contemplate that,
as far as I can see, for the Hon. Mr. Lau-
rier, in proposing his motion, said he was
distinctly opposed to the reference to judges
or commissioners or any other body, of work
that parliament should do itself, and he
said if judges were appointed the govern-
ment would stamp them with their own
views. He wanted a conference between
the two political parties. Here was his
motion :

That Bill (No. 76) ' An Act to readjust the re-
presentation in the House of Commons,' be re-
ferred to a conference of commissioners, to be
composed of both political parties, to agree on
the lines or principles on which a Redistribution
Bill should be drawn.

of Commons on this question. I know my
hon. friend is a very elever, ingenlous man,
but I never knew before that he claimed to
be a prophet, but he certainly has a good
right to set up that claim, for, in this in-
stance, he has proved to be a true prophet.
He said :

If you are to go on, and ignore the ex-istence of their opponents, and say we will
arbitrarily proceed to decide in this way or
that way. The -esult has been, and may
be again, almost to annihilate one of these
parties, and when the party which is excluded
for the time being happens, by a combination
of accidents, to be returned to power, that party
will, perforce, be driven to adopt the same un-
just and unfair system, and will introduce an-
other Redistribution Bill not founded on justice
or on the lines of the constitution, and intended
to give the people a fair means of representa-
tion, but intended to promote the interests of
the dominant party alone.

I read yesterday what Sir 'v ilfrid Laurier If you are to go on ln the way you are now
said on that occasion, and which I have gong on, you are forcing the Liberal Party totae the %ame course against you If they shouldjust now paraphrased, in denunclation of core into power. In that case tbey must
calling in judges or commissioners to do gerrymander.
the work parliament should do itself. Ali No person wll venture to dispute that
he wanted then was that parliament should wlatever cisc Sir Louis Davies is, that he
agree upon the Unes on which the redistri- is a proplet, for wlat le said las lappened
bution should be made, and parliament to the letter. A combination of accidents
would work it out in its own way. That brouglt these gentlemen into power, and
was their view in 1892, and now, when they tley are proceeding to pass a Redistribution
Come into power, we find them pursuing Bil, fot in the interests of justice and fair
the very course they condemned their oppon- play, but lu the interests of the Liberal
ents for having adopted, that is, one party party.
proceeding to do the work without confer- And, they are doing it. Certainiy no per-
ence with the other party. Why did not son can dispute the riglt of the hon. gen-
these gentlemen, when they introduced this tieman to be a prophet. The only necessity
Bill, ask for a conference as they proposed for a change in the representation of this
in 1892 ? That is what they wouild have country, is un the Yukon district. Every
done had they chosen to be consistent. They other part of the country bas a voice ln par-
have gone back on the ground they took liament. Some places may have grown up
in 1892. I am opposed to this Bill because, tlrougl the increase of population, but
I submit, that it is one proposed to be passed nevertheless tlere is uobody settled in a
for party purposes. I see no higher ground. civiized part of Canada but can appeal
No higher grounds bas been taken in the dis- through a representative. They ail have
Cussions on this Bill, as far as I have heard'representation un parliament that the Yukon
them, than that It was to right some wrong district las not. That Important district-
that was done twenty years ago or nine the richest minerais In ail Canada, with a
Years ago-simply to repair a wrong that it boundless prospect before it, notwIthstand-
was claimed the Liberal party received so ing its mismanagement-that part of the
long ago as that-merely in the interests Of country s alone without representation. It
the Liberal party and not in the general is the only place ln Canada that 18 not repre-
ilterests at all. It is merely put forward sented; it il crylng out for representation
that the Liberal party, as they are in power, which la not provided for ln this Bil, thougl
ought to be able to pass a Bill that would it is the only thlng that the government
help them in some parts of the country could do ln changing the representation
where they claim to be at a disadvantage. of the country In a constitutional way at
eOW, ln 1892, a member of this administra- this tine. They have a constitutlonal
thon, Sir Louis Davies, spoke in the House right to deal wlth that territory apart
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altogether from the 51st section of the Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have corrected
British North America Act, and they that and the hon. gentleman need fot nurse
could give a representative to the Yukon bis wrath on this subjeet any longer
district, without raising the question as to keep it warm. He is on record as
to the constitutional right to do it, while saying that this 5lst section is broad
in all other places it is open to the long enough to admit of a redistribution being
argument we have heard as to whether made every year. I shah turn to that sec-
parliament is within its constitutional right tion, and read It to hon. gentlemen and
to pass this Bill. I will turn, for a moment, allow them to draw their own conclusions:
to the interpolation of the Minister of Jus- On the compbtlon of the census in the year
tice yesterday. When I showed hon. mem- 1871, and o! each subsequent decennial census,
bers that the Minister of Justice had, in the representation of the four provinces shah be

lnýreadjusted by -.uch authority, in such manner
1892, most elaborately argued that no change and from such time, as the parliament o! Canada
could be made in the distribution provided from ime to time provides, subject and ac-
in the 40th section of the British North Am- cording to the following rules, &c.
erica Act at confederation, except under ls there a word in that which allows a re-
the 51st section, which says on the comple- distribution
tion of the decennial census of 1871, &c. Will my hon. frlend undertake, in the pres-

WhenI etabishd b mos ful qestonsence of this House, to say that the Slst sec-When I established by most full questions
from the hon. gentleman's speech in 1892, tion gives any power to make a redistribu-
that he held the ground-and he has never tion until 1872? It was only on the com-
declared he repented of that since-that no pletion of the census of 1871, that this sec-
change could be made, except under the tion comes Into operatIon at ail, s0 far as

making a redistribution. It says :
51st section, my Vn. ren c1aenged me

to point out where he had ever sald that
not more than one Redistribution Bill could
be passed within the decennial period of 10
years. I thought at the time the challenge
was very unnecessary. He might as well
have challenged me to find If he had said
during his life that there were 13 months in
the year, for the one would be just about
as reasonable as the other. Let us just turn,
for one moment, to this section 51. My hon.
friend a little further on interrupted me by
saving section 51, was broad enough to ai-
low a census to be made in every year.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not say that.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Let me tell my
hon. friend he did say it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I did not say it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I beg my hon.
friend's pardon. What I Intended to say,
was that my hon. friend interrupted me in
remarking that It was competent for par-
liament to make a redistribution every year
under the 51st section of the British North
America Act. That Is what my hon. friend
said. I have had the offieial report of that
under my eye, and I know I am speaking
correctly.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is not what the
bon. gentleman said.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

And en each subsequent decennial census.

Is not that plain ? I can well understand
gentlemen who belleve, as many able and
consistent men believe. that the 91st section
of the British North America Act gives
power to make a redistribution, that under
the general power of legislating for the
peace, order and good government of Can-
ada, you can make a redistribution at
any time, I can easily understand the gen-
tlemen who hold that view, taking the posi-
tion the hon. gentleman does ; but when he
nails himself down to the 51st section and
says a redistribution can only be made under
that section, and then adds that it can be
made every year of the ten, that is some-
thing I cannot comprehend. To my mind
nothing can be clearer ; it is absolutely be-
yond the power of parliament to make a
readjustment under this section during the
first five years, or until the completion of
the census of 1871. We both take the
ground that the 51st section is the
governing one, and under that section,
it was not until after the year 1871, that
parliament could make a readjustment, and
having exercised that power, It could not be
exercised again until after the next decen-
nial census. Now, I will turn to an opin-
ion in support of my hon. friend's conten-
tion that the 51st section Is the governing
one. I do not calm any particular weight for
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my own opinion on this matter, but I think
my hon. friend's opinion ls a very good one,
in fact his discussion of these clauses, the
40th, 51st and 91st sections of the British
North America Act in hie speech of 1892 is,
to my mind, the best discussion of the
question that bas ever been made in the
parliament of Canada. I have no hesita-
tion in saying that such is my judgment with
regard to that speech. In that discussion
he took the ground, and took it very strong-
ly, that this 51st section governed. There is
an elaborate argument in his speech of 1892,
in which he illustrates hie point by a refer-
ence to the case of the province of Quebec,
and he contends that if you admit once
that you can legislate on redistribution out-
side of the 51st section, you could decrease
the representation of the province of Que-
bec.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am not discus-
sing this question with my hon. friend the
Secretary of State ; I am dealing with his
colleague and leader, the hon. Minister of
Justice. My hon. friend took this ground.
that if we once admit the right to redistri-
bute or readjust, whatever you call it-to
Iny mind the terme are interchangeable-
under the 91st section, you open the door
to reduce the representation of the province
Of Quebec, because under the 52nd section,
-as hon. gentleman know, the power is given
to parliament to increase the representation
of the province of Quebec, by increasing in
a proportionate rate the representation of
al the other provinces ; but there is nothing
Said In the British North America Act, that
You can reduce the representation of Que-
bec, nor le it declared that you cannot
reduce it. My hon friend argued that,
as a consequence, if we once admit we could
apply the 91st section for a redistribution,
You could reduce the representation of the
province of Quebec. I shall read what the
hon. gentleman said, replying to Sir John
Thompson :

Is this power of legislating, as the hon. minis-ter proposes in this case, vital to the exercise
'l thIs Power of distribution? Why, the verysection which I have read shows that it io not.Parliament may give to Quebec more than 65members ; there is no provision that it may give

Yet the hon. gentleman, if his argument
tere a good argument, would, notwithstandingthat provision, imply that this parliament ight4Ocrease or diminisb the representation at Que-184

bec. If the power Is implied, it ls a power that
may be exercised independent of these sections
(51 and its sub-provisions), but I say that the
power here is an expressed grant, and you can-
not set up as incidentally to any other power a
power in opposition to the grant.

The illustration shows the a4surdity, when
you concede the right to legislate on redistri-
bution under this general provision to make
laws dealing with the peace, order and good
government of Canada. Now, here is what
the Hon. Mr. Davies said in 1882, with re-
gard to the point raised by my hon. friend,
as to whether parliament could exercise Its
power at all within a decennial period :

I ask the House to take a higher vIew of their
responsibilities and I say that the I'mperial par-
liament determined, in passing the law, that not
only should the lines and principles be laid down,
but that at every decennial census you should
make a change in these Unes and principles to
suit the changed condition of the country. The
Act does not say that parliament shall lay down
what for all time shall be the lnes and prin-
ciples tg be followed, but that parliament, after
each decennial census, shall lay down these
principles.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-And not before.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Not before, nor a
second time within the period. Mr. Davies
continues :

You have no authority arbitrarily to eut and
carve as you please. The law does not give it to
you. A limitation has been placed on your
power. It does not say you may do so-and-so,
but you shall do so, not onCe for all, but from
time to time ; after each decennial census you
shall readjust.

These words are plain enough. These are
the words of the bon. Minister of Marine
and Fisherles in discussing this question In
the House of Cammons in the year 1892.
I turn again to section 51 and bon. gentle-
men -who are interested in pursuing the in-
qulry will find an admirable argument In
the debates of the House of Commons a
year ago by Mr. R. L. Borden, of Halifax,
who is, I may say, in my estimation, one of
the best lawyers in the Dominion of Canada
to-day. If there is any equal to him I do not
think there is any his superior. HOU.
gentlemen wIll flnd an elaborate argument
on these points In his discussion In the
House of Commons a year ago. He calla
attention to this point and says that this
section 51 does not provide for the redis-
tribution simply as between the provinces.
He says on the completion of the census,
In 1871 and on eaclh decennial cen-
sus the representation Of the tour Pro»
vinces shall be readjusted. It does not say
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analytical mind, and probably his long ing under It in the courts, bis eminent quali-
course in dealing with constitutional ques- ties as a lawyer, all point to him as a man
tions makes him a better authority than al- whose opinions are entitled to very great
most any lawyer in the country. I think weighit, and had this opinion been given
L am right when I say that these views are by Mr. Blake after hearing argument, after
shared to some extent by the hon. gentle- having it sifted before him by argument, and

Hon. Mr. PERGUSON.
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the repreýsentation within the four pro- man from Calgary; but my hon. friend
vinces shall be readjusted. It does not say will present bis own view when he
the representation between the provinces addresses the House. I am not alone in the
shall be readjusted, but it uses the general view 1 take. 1 want to refer again to tbe
words that the representation of the four ouly reai statement ou this point of Sir
provinces may be readjusted. I have taken John Macdonald. We have to bear In mmd
the pains to look over the utterances of Sir that up te 1892 tbis point was not discussed,
John Macdonald with reference to this ques- aud beyond the one single remark of Sir
tion, and bon. gentlemen who are at all John Macdonald, when the Tuckersmitb Bil
acquainted with bis career have remarked was referred to, that It was a violation of
the surprising exactitude of bis terms. He the British North America Act, up to 18,
was exact in bis language, and some of the we bad fot a reai discussion of It until my
gentlemen who had to deai wlth him, who hon. frlend the Minister of Justice, that year,
were not by any means so careful and exact took it up and dealt with it. But during
as lie was, found out after they were those years the reference te it by
through with Sir John Macdonald that he Sir John Macdonald may be found in bis
understood the bargain better than they did, remarks that the Tuckersmlth Bih was
owing to the exactitude of bis terms. Sir John an infraction of the British North Ar-
Macdonald, perhaps not always In conversa- erica Act, and he could not take that view
tion, but In a public manner used the word unless It was a measure wich couldnet le
readjustment. He did not use the word re- passed except lmmediatehy foiiowing the de-
distribution. The word redistribution does cenniai census. Ln opening my remarks yes-
not appear In the British North America terday, 1 made some observations cahled for
Act. It is 'readjustment.' I do not think by the extraordinary observation wbich the
the word redistribution Is to be found in Solicitor Generai saw fit to interject in a let-
the British North America Act. In Eng- ter to the Minister of Justice, laid on tbe
land tbey cahi the dividiug of the constitu- Table of the House. I took some occasion
encies for politicai purposes a redistribution. then te quote opinions of prominent lawyers
In the UJnited States they eai it an appor- i Canada in regard to the value of this
tionmient. And we properly sbouid caul it particular kind of opinion that was obtalned
a readjustment, for that is what it is caloed in Eugland by the Solictor Genera . i
lu our fundamental act, and that Is what Sir have to say that I believe Mr. Blake, would
John Macdonald always caled It If you fnot go back upon bis decared opin-
give the exact meaning to these words that ion in 1890, that even the ablest of
they convey, L hold tbat the 51st section men If ca ed upon te glve an opinion
gives the power to readjust the representa- w rthout a f r presentation of the case, and
tion withln the provinces, and between the wtbout it beng sifted before them by
provinces, and that it meaut ail that. Iargument and without beitg cBecked by
do net dlaim to le singular lu the view L the yecessity of glvng a reasoned opinion,
am presentiug te the House. I may say tbat ail of wblch lie set forth lu bis two speeches
I bave followed the speech of tbe bon. Min- lu 1890, L bave no hesitation In saying that
Ister of Justice lu 1892, but I stihi woued Mr. Biake woud apply that rule to himsel
have seme doubt were it flot that I find as wel as ie would to any other man, and
that the vew I am urging bas other strong tat lie would ie quite wlling to bave
advocates. If bon. gentlemen wils read Mr. these observations applied to hlm as wel as
Borden's speech tbey wiil observe that it is liewou toothers. Mr. Blakeris an aut-orlty
bis view, and that it is the view of Mr. on the Brtish North Aerica Act tban
Powell, and Sir Charies Tupper. Sir whom we have no greater. is intimate
noares Tupper is not a tawyr, but bis op- acquaintace with It Iu parliament, bis
potents wI admit that he bas an admirable deaing with large and important cases asts-
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he had sat down and given a reasoned opin-
Ion, I would take the opinion of Mr. Blake
as quickly as I would that of any other man
living or dead, with regard to the British
North America Act. But Mr. Blake must
admit that the rule which he laid down in
his speech in 1890 as to the comparatively
little value of opinions or judgments of
courts when they are obtained without ar-
gument and without being sifted in the lIght
of day, and when they come simply as a
Delphic oracle, yes or no, is aplicable to this
case. As to the English lawyers whose
naines are attached to this paper, I desire
to say that I question very much whether
any of them gave much attention to It. There
is no answer to the question as to the fees
and emoluments given to the lawyers, but
the imipression was conveyed by my hon.
friend, when he submitted the return to
the House, that It was a pure labour or
love.

Without wishing to hurt the feelings of
lawyers I might say that we laymen are
Inclined to think that what lawyers will
do as a labour of love is not very great ;
and I must say that this paper itself is a
very slovenly plece of work to be submitted
by the Solicitor General to the parliament of
Canada. In order to show hon. gentlemen
that I have some ground for making my
Statement, I will read from this document.
It reads as follows :

CASE FOR OPINION.
The annexed Bill for altering some of the

electoral divisions for the House of Commons
Of Canada, leaving unchanged the numbers of
the members representing each province, was
passed by the House of Commons of Canada ln
the session of 1899.

It has been rejected by the Senate on theground that it ls not withIn the constitutional
comnpetence of the parliament of Canada to leg-lslate altering the electoral divisions save on theoccasion of the decennial proportional readjust-
nient of the representation, obligatory under theBritish North America Act, 1867, after eachcensus.

As far as the opinions of my hon. friend
the leader of the opposition, and those who
believed as lie did, were concerned, it was a
Wllful misrepresentation of the attitude of
those gentlemen. I am not pleading that it
Was a misrepresentation of my view. I
say it fairly represented my view. Ibelleve the majority of those who voted
against the Bill, perhaps without inquiring
fully Into the Bill, but satisfying themselves
of the Inexpediency of passing the Bill, and

many of them may have even decided ad-
versely to the theory that It was not con-
stitutional to pass It except after every de-
cennial census ; but ail of them thought it
was not expedient to pass It until the cen-
sus of 1901. The document proceeds :

Your opinion ls asked whether it is competent
to the Canadian parliament to legislate as pro-
posed and independently of the decennial read-
justment.

Let me tell hon. gentlemen that what I
have read Is put down here and Is not
addressed to anybody, not signed by any-
body and not dated. It stops there, and
somebody else commences to speak, as fol-
lows :

We are of opinion that It is competent to the
Canadian parlianent to legislate as proposed,
and independently of the decennial readjustment.

Would you not *have thought that some per-
son would have signed tnat document to
authorize it in some way, to show that this
was actually the reference ? It Is not sigu-
ed or dated. The date Is of very great Im-
portance. This opinion was obtained a very
few days after the Senate of Canada re-
jected the Redistribution Bill, and if there
was a date put to this submissIon, then it
would be found how many hours or days
these six gentlemen had heard of this mat-
ter before they were asked to put their
names to this paper. I think It is very
Important that these particulars should have
been put before us, and I must say that
if It was lntended to influence public opin-
ion, or to influence opinion in this House,
the Solicitor General ought to have submit-
ted a document which would have more
appearance of credibility upon It and some
authorization by way of signature, and that
document should convey information as to
when the submission took place, when the
gentlemen were put in possession of the
inquiry.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Are there
no signatures ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There is no signa-
ture to the case.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-It mlght
be a concoction.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The whole thing
runs into a mass of reading, and you are

only to guess from the substance, you are
to form your own judgment as to where the
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question ends, and where the answer begins.
I think if there were any degree of exact-
ness, of desire to honestly influence public
opinion, the submission would have contain-
ed a date when it was handed to these gen-
tlemen, and it would have been signed as
a pledge of its authenticity, and there should
be a date given when the submission was
made and judgment was handed in. These
things were absolutely necessary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not propose to fol-
low the hon. gentleman from Marshfleld
in the very long and elaborate argument
he made yesterday and continued to-day on
the right of this parliament to pass this
Bill at the present time. I heard with some
degree of astonishment the very flippant
remarks he makes in reference to the re-
port, or rather the opinion of distinguished
English counsel on which he seeks to cast a
reflection that it is an opinion which, accord-
ing to his judgment, is not to be entitled to
weight because of the source from which
it comes. He says that because it was not
paid for, and was not argued out before
Mr. Blake and other counsel, that it was
not entitled to very much respect. Mr.
Blake ls not a man who is in the habit of
giving opinions unless he has thoroughly
thought them out. I do not think it is
necessary to refer to the English opinion.
I turn to the Act of 1897. We had
this discussion last session, when par-
liament, after having a readjustment ln
1892, made a readjustment of no less
than ten seats in 1893-the electoral
districts of Nipissing, Ottawa City, Labelle,
Hochelage, Rouville, Chambly, Vereheres,
Bagot, Richelieu, St. Hyacinthe and Pro-
vencher. Those were dealt with different-
ly from the way they had been dealt with
in 1892. Nobody challenged the right of par-
liament to make these changes. It was
called a Bill to amend the Act for the re-
presentation of the House of Commons, and
the Bill before the House to-day is to amend
the Act respecting representation in the
House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-But that
was just after the census.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If it had been doue in
1894, would it have been void ? Why was it
good in 1893 and not good in 1894?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-If the Senate had
sanctioned this Bill the government would
have put it ln force.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I suppose we would.
The very fact of our having In 1893, after
having had a decennial readjustment in
1892, when we made certain changes and
alterations ln the Redistribution Bill of
1892, ls sufficient evidence that this parlia-
ment bas clalmed the power in the past to
deal with this question.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The government
bas the power.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am glad the hon.
gentleman makes that admission. At all
events, we have exercised it in the past,
and if this House is willing to do what is
fair and reasonable, I think they will pass
the present Bill. I presume all hon. gen-
tlemen will admit that ln framing a dis-
trict for representation it should be
based on principles that would be fair to
both political parties. I think if we could
lay that down as a principle all would ac-
quiesce ln it, and that ls the principle which
for a hundred years had prevailed in this
country in the old province of Upper Can-
ada, in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Quebec. The invariable practice up to con-
federation was to base representation upon
county lines. It was equally fair then to
both political parties. One might have an
advantage ln one county and another an
advantage in another county. There was no
attempt whatever made to disturb that
principle. There was a time, which I can
recollect very well, when the county of
Bruce had one member, and when it grew
more populous it had two members, and
later on it was allowed three members, and
the same applies to Huron and many other
counties I could name. There never was a
departure from that principle, which was
a sound and fair one. The principle In the
British North America Act, if hon. gentle-
men choose to refer to it, is that the con-
stituencies are all laid down according to
county lnes. Where they are divided they
are divided north and south and east and
west. At that time there were no other
than two, commencing wlth the north
riding of Lanark and the south riding of
Lanark, North Grenville and South Gren-
ville, making no departure whatever. It
was ln 1867 that the first departure from
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that sound principle was made. It was
made in the cases of Bothwell, Cardwell
and Monck. Those were the three excep-
tions, and at that time there seemed to be
reasons that for the moment recommended
them to the parliament of the country.
They were not changes made for any poli-
tical purpose. They were changes made
according to the peculiar circumstances3
that existed. There were two populous
counties, Essex and Lambton, and rather
than give the increase to those counties, it
was thought better to take a part from each
of those populous counties, and make the
constituency of Bothwell. The same princi-
ple applied to Monck and Cardwell. The Con-
servative party who had practical control
of that at the time, did not regard it as an
Act that was entitled to very favourable
consideration. I have an extract here from
Sir John Macdonald's speech in 1872, in
whieh he apologizes for the Bill that was
then before them. I am reading from
Han8ard, June 1, 1872, page 928. This
speech was not delivered under political
exigencies, but was merely to meet the
views and rights of both political parties :

With respect to the rural constituencies, the
desire of the government has been to preserve
the representation for counties and subdivisions
of counties as much as possible. It ls considered
objectionable to make representation a mere
geographical term. (Hear, hear.) It la desired,
as much as possible, to keep the representation
within the county, so that each county that la
a municipality of Ontario should be represented,
and If it becomes large enough, that it should be
divided into ridings; that principle is carried out
In the suggestions I am about to make. That
rule was broken in 1867 in three constituencies,
viz. : Bothwell, Cardwell and Monck ; and I do
not think, on the whole, that the experigient
bas proved a successful one.
That was the first departure in 100 years
from the recognized principle of county
boundaries, and Sir John Macdonald himself
had doubts as to the wisdom of the course
that was then adopted. A change of
government took place ln 1878, owing to
causes which I need not here discuss, ex-
cept to say, they were due to a depression
that existed all over the world, not so much
in Canada, but in the United States, and in
Great Britain, because they were the pur-
chasers of our natural products. At that
time Canada had not the manufactures she
has to-day, and, therefore, when we were
unable to sell the products of our farms and
the lumbermen could not sell their lumber,
a depression arose in Canada. and it was

made use of by the Conservative party to
oust the government out of power. When
they attained power, they deelded to so ar-
range the constituencies, especially in On-
tarlo-I do not know so much about the
provinces outside of Ontario-that it would
be practically impossible to bring about a
change except under very extraordinary con-
ditions, and I propose to point out the gross
frauds that I consider were perpetrated ln
the redistribution made in 1882, and subse-
quently in 1892. The only justification upon
which any redistribution could be made-

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Is it in order to speak
that way of an Act of parliiament Y

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Possibly not.
not speaking of any individual.

I am

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-It is pretty strong
language.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I think It is out of
order to speak that way of an Act of par-
liament.

Hon. 1(fr. SCOTT-If it treads on any one's
corns, I withdraw the statement, but I think
I shall prove before I sit down, that any one
Is justified in the use of the language I am
now using. I say, the only defence they
made, was that it was to equalize the popu-
lation of the different electoral districts.
That could be the only defence. County
boundaries could only be departed from on
the ground that you were going to give'a
representation more equal and fairer to the
people of the provinces. Before I proceed
to do this, I should like to say a word In
answer to what has been said by the hon.
gentleman from Marshfield (Hon. Mr. Fer-
guson), as to limiting this Bill in its oper-
ation. It was intended only to remedy the
more gross cases that presented themselves.
There is not doubt at ail about it that ID
Eastern Ontario, as well as in Western
Ontario, very unfair advantage was taken
by the government majority ln the twO
Houses to carry that Bill, but the grOser
cases were in Western Ontario, and it was
thought advisable not to distribute ulnees-
sarily the whole of the province of Ontario,

but to remedy the greatest abuses.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My hou. friend smiles,
but one of the changes lu Eastern Ontario,
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was, when Mr. Rosamond thought lie was
not sure in Lanark, two townships were
taken from Carleton to make his seat sure.
When Mr. Haggart wanted to make himself
safe in the other riding of Lanark, what was
done ? He had the village of Smith's Falls
taken out of the township-the township
itself was not moved-and attached to his
constituency, in order to make his seat safe.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, no.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My hon. friend says:
No, no ; but it was all discussed at the time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
assertion was made then as now. The ob-
ject was to equalize the population as near-
ly as possible.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We will see about that.
Brockville and Elizabethtown had been for
many years a Liberal seat.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think I know the
Brockville seat pretty well. The Ion. Mr.
Richards, who represented it in the days
of Hincks, continued to represent it until
lie retired to the bench. Then Mr. Buell
represented it for years.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Who
succeeded Mr. Buell ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am quite aware that
the seat was recovered by a very small
majority, but to make It certain the town-
ship of Kitley was added.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It was
held by the Conservatives ever since Mr.
Buell was defeated.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have not time to go
Into these refinements. Even with Kitley
added, the vote was an extremely close one.
As I said before, the only justification for
making those radical changes was the equal-
Ization of the constituencles. If hon. gentle-
men will only look at the actual facts, how
the province was left after that redistri-
bution, they wIll see that that argument will
scarcely apply. Take the county of Peter-
borough. Peterborough West, 15,000; Peter-
borough East, 21,900.

Hon. Mr. MILLS. The principle of repre-
sentation by population was not Involved.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The principle was not
followed there, and when seats were carved
out of other counties, there was no attempt
at equalizing the constituencies.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Would
the hon. gentleman have any objection to
telling me whether he is predicatlng his ar-
gument on the census for 1891, because that
is the only authority on which lie can make
It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My remarks apply to
the Acts of 1882 and 1892. My figures ap-
ply to the census of 1891. I merely quote
those figures to show that equality of re-
presentation was not the element which was
considered in the drafting of that Bill. Take
Middlesex West, 17,000. It adjoins Middle-
sex East with a population of 23,000. There
was no attempt there, although the Middle-
sexes were dealt with in a variety of ways,
to equalize the population.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I will
give my hon. friend the figures. West Mid-
diesex, 17,000 ; North Middlesex, 19,000 ;
East Middlesex, 18,000. They were made as
nearly equal as they possibly could be.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am quoting the exact
figures.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-So
am I.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In order to show that
population had nothing whatever to do with
It, I will take here as an illustration, the
municipal county of Oxford. It has a pop-
ulation of 49,800. That could easily be
divided into two ridings.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Will
you tell me how It was divided ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think it would be
better to let me go on without Interruption.
If I state anything that is absolutely wrong,
I am open to correction. Blenheim and
Dereham, with a population of 9,631, were
taken out of Oxford and put in Brant, and
were replaced by East Thorpe and Burford,
with a population of 9,639. Was that with
a view of equalizing representation ? Not
at all. It was done for a purpose, as all
the other changes were made for a purpose.
It was notorlous that during the time the
Act of 1882 was being prepared here, for
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months the Conservative party had re- Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.
course to plans and maps and had a regular
room for meeting where each man was to Hon. Mr. MILLER-Who made that plan ?

arrange his constituency to suit himself. Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is a plan of the
There is no use disguising the fact, it may
as well be admitted at once. Why was that c
change made ? North and South Easthope ment.
were Liberal. Mr. Fisher was the Liberal Hon. Mr. MILLER-Who drew this plan
candidate in the county in 1878, and Mr.
Hazen was the Tory. North and South. Ion. Mr. SCOTT-It Is
Easthope belonged to the county of Perth. statute passed i 1882.
In the election of 1878, Mr. Hazen's majority
was only 83, but when he got rid of North
and South Easthope, and put them Into Ox- on the Unes of the statute.
ford, his majority in the next election was Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is made for the gov-
increased by 232. North and South East- ernment out of the officiai map, and that
hope had a Liberal majority of 482 and, is the appearanoe of it. The other part of
therefore, It was desirable to get them out Oxford, which was rectangular, was mutif-
of the constituency that the Conservativei ated, as shewn on this plan. My hon.
party thought should belong to them, and friend from Marshfield (Hon. Mr. Ferguson)
so, it was put into the county of Oxford, ilated very largely on the affinities that
where it could do no harm, because It was grow up la a short time In an electoral dis-
already a Liberal hive. In the same way trîct: there can be no possible communica-
the township of Burford was taken out of tion between the eastern part of North Ox-
Brant. It was a Liberal township. Mr. Pat- ford and Dereham. whlch has been addcd
erson had a majority of 131, so that 613
Grit votes were put into Oxford and one times that they come together. I have
Tory township was taken out of Oxford- brought some plans to-day to show to the
two altogether, but one strongly Tory-and hon. gentleman from Marshfield, here la one
was attached to North Oxford for the very like a step of stairs, North Ontario. There
purpose. Here is the appearance of Oxford is a distance of 60 miles there.
at present, a church with a steeple. Hon.
gentlemen can see whether that is fair In o
Politcs. There is the constituency as con- MSouth Huron?

structed by the Conservatives In 1882, but
it so happened In Easthope there was the
village of Stratford, with a Tory majority.
When Easthope was added to Oxford, Strat-
ford was cut out and given to Perth. There
was a Conservative majority in that, and
It could not be allowed to go.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is not
Stratford in the county of Perth ? It Is the
county town of that county, and always has
been.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is now as laid out,
but it was not at the time when the Con-
servatives made the change. If you look
up the Post Office Annual, which I did a
little while ago, you wili see.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Are you sure that is
correct ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Give us
a map of Elgin.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Those places are ail
well connected by railway, are they not ?

, Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. I think I have
shown there could be no other motive for
such changes than the one that was re-
cognized of hiving the Grits In a county ai-
ready Grit. It was well known there were
two Grit counties, North Brant and South
Oxford, and so the Grit townships in that
vicinity were brought Into those two cOun-

ties where they could do no harm, and as

a consequence, It increased the Conservative
vote in the adjoining townships, which bene-
fited by the addition of Conservative town-
ships. That la an illustration of what was

carried out through the province of Ontario.
I do not profess to speak of other provinces ;

I do not know anything about them, but I
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have given one or two illustrations where
exchanges were made for no other purpose
than to benefit Conservative constituencies
in the neighbourhood. This House, having
approved of it, is asked to continue to ap-
prove of the principle which places one poli-
tical party at a very serlous disadvantage
and quite justifies the observations read by
the hon. gentleman from Marshfield, from
Sir Louis Davies, that the time might come
when the Liberal party would have a maj-
ority in both Houses, and they would be
justified in retaliating. I think they are too
honourable and patriotic to play such a
game. It is too contemptible. In no way
can you strike the feelings of the people
more seriously than by robbing them of the
franchise. We are having a war ln South
Africa for the purpose of securing the fran-
chise to British subjects, yet here in Can-
ada, we have a law which gives an advan-
tage to one party over another.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Has not the hon.
tleman's party got more membcrs for
votes than the Conservatives have ?

gen-
less

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, I shall come to that.
I have no doubt my hon. friend is open to
honest conviction, and I have too much re-
gard for him to believe that he desired that
any substantial wrong shall be done by one
political party to the other, owing to a
casual majority in the two Houses of par-
liament. It ls an extremely unfortunate
thing that it should go abroad that that is
the condition of things in Canada, that this
House, while it has a Conservative majority,
shall oppose any change to minimize the
wrong done in 1882, and repeated in 1892.
Now, in reference to the proposal to go back
to the only honest way in which the two
parties can be placed on the same basis,
that la the boundaries of counties, because
there they are on equal footing, there Is no
gerrymander in this Bill. I say going back
to county Unes you will be able to divide
the constituencies fairly where necessarily
they are entitled to two or three. You will
be enabled to divide them according to the
population qulte as fairly and reasonably
ln regard to the respective populations of
each riding, and more so, than under the
system which prevailed in 1882 and 1892.
They might be divided as follows:

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Population of under-noted Ontario Population of
Counties by the Census of 1891 present Electo-

as Municipally constituted. ral Divisions.

Brant .......... . ... ... .... 36,445
E. 21,355

Bruce............... 64,603 N. 20,871
W. -22,377 -

Dufferin ........ .. ........ .22.155
Elgin............. .43,37(E. 26,7241 W.23,925

(E. 26,225
Grey ............. .71,214{N. 26,341

S. 23,672

Haldinand.....................23,440
Haldimand and Monck..... ..... ..(E. 18,968
Huron........ .. .. 66,781 S. 19,184

HW. 20,021

(Kent. .. 31.434Kent.... .57,814i. Bothwell ... 25,593

Lambton ..... .. 57,925 ( E. 24,269W. 23,446

Lincoln ...... ............ . 30,079.L.&
E. 25,569

Middlesex .......... 64,453 19,090
W. 17,288

Muskoka .... ............. ... 16,699
Parry Sound............. .19,929
Musokauand Parry Sound.. . ... .....

Norfolk ..... ...... 30 9 2 N. 19,400
Norflk . .. ' S. 22,702

N. 20,723
Ontario... . . ... 45,355 S. 19,033

W. 18,792

Oxford..............49,857 N. 22,1

Peel....... ............ 24,871
Perth ........... .. 51,716- N. 2,90

(E. 35,801
Simcoe.......... .82,727 N. 28,203

S. 20,824

{W.73,862
Toronto City...... .174,414 C. 26,632

E. 43,565

W elland....,........ ........ . 30,674(1C. 23,337
Wellington ......... 1,277 N. 24,956

S. 24,373

Wentworth... . .............. 29,869.W.&
Wentworth South...............( E. 375,148
York.......... 64,373 N. 20,284W. 41,857

S.R. 23,359

In adhering to county boundaries it will
be observed by reference to the foregoing
table, that the proportion of population to
each representative will not materially dif-

64,603

50,649

76,238

21,463

58,173

57,027

47,715
N.27,043

80,753

26,515

42,102

58,548

48,552
15,466

46,307

84,828

144,059
25,132

76,716
B. 21,629

26,725

97,289
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fer from that now existing under the pre-
sent representation.

The two Brants will each average 18,222;
those ridings will not materially differ from
East Huron with 18,968, as at present con-
stituted ; South Middlesex with 18,806, as at
present constituted ; West Middesex 17,288,
as at present constituted ; West Ontario
with 18,792, as at present constituted. Bruce
-boundarles remain as at present. The
two Elgins wIll each average 21,688 ; the
three Greys will each average 23,738 ;
Haldimand will have 2,000 more than Haldi-
mand and the extinet county of Monck ;
the three Hurons will each have an average
of 22,260; the three Kents will each have
an average of 19,271, (more than elther
South or West Middlesex) and other exist-
Ing constituencles ; the two Lambtons will
each average 28,962 ; Essex, Kent and
Lambton are constituencles adjoining with
similar Interests-Bothwell at present being
composed of parts of Kent and Lambton,
and the seven members representing the
group will represent 171,284-being an aver-
age of 24,469 for each representative ; the
three ridings of Middlesex will each have
an average of 21,484 ; the two ridings of Nor-
folk will each have an average of 15,496,
reducing them to the level of Cardwell, Dur-
ham West, North Leeds and Grenville, Peel
and other constituencies created by the late
government; the two Ontarios will each
average 22,677 ; the two Oxfords will each
average 24,928 ; the two Perths 25,858 ; the
three Simcoes will be slightly above the
average 27,575 ; the three Wellingtons will
have an average of 20,425 ; Wentworth will
be above the average ; the three Yorks will
have 21,457.

I should like, in connection with this mat-
ter, to quote Sir John Macdonald again in
1872 on this question, and I regret very
much that the House ls so slim-that there
are not more senators present who would
probably appreciate his language used at
that time, before any feeling had arisen as
to the proper way to divide the constitu-
encles, he himself recognizing that county
boundarles was the only fair way of divid-
ing. He said, in introducing the Bill, in
1872 :

But It is obvious that there is a great advan-
tage in having counties elect men whom theyknew. Our municipal system gives an admirable
Opportunity to constituencies to select men for

their deserts. We all know the process whieh
happily goes on ln western Canada. A young
man in a county commences his public lite by
being elected by the neighbours who know him
to the township council. If he shows himself
possessed of administrative ability, he is made
reeve or deputy reeve of his county. He be-
comes a menmber of the county council, and as
his experience increases and his character and
abilities become known, he la selected by his
people as their representative ln parliamont.
It is, I think, a grand system that me people
of Canada ahouk bawe the opportunity of choos-
Ing for political promotion the men in whom they
have the most confidence, of whose abilities they
are fully assured. All that great advantage
is lost by cutting off a portion of two several
counties and adding them together for electorfl
purposes only. Those portions so cut off have
no common interest; they do not meet together,
and they bave no common feeling except that
once in five years they go to the poils ln their
own township to vote for a man who may be
known ln one section and not ln another. This
tends towards the Introduction and devlopment
of the American system of caucuses, by which
wire-pullers take adventurers for their political
ability only, and not for any personal respect
for them. So that, as much as possible, from
any point of view, it is advisable that counties
should refuse men whom they do not know, and
when the representation is Increased, it should
be 'by subdlvidlng the counties Into ridings.
We have heard a good deal about what ls
done In England. I have here under my
hand the instructions given to the commis-
sion that made the subdivision ln England
in 1884. It ls said that we ought not to
leave It to the judges-that it le out of thelr
way. I quite grant you that If the proposi-
tIon made by Sir Charles Tupper were
adopted, that they should go outside of the
county boundarles, they might be objected
to ; but where it can make no great differ-
ence whether there le a distribution be-
tween one part of the county and the other,
there can be no possible objection to the
judges. My hon. friend opposite read from
a speech of Sir Wilfrid Laurier, ln which he
advised both sides of the House should
agree and name a commission. Both aides
would not agree. The government side
would not agree. The government made a
division to suit themselves, and would not
take Sir Wilfrid Laurier's advice. Sir W11,
frid Laurier thought surely a tribunal of
judges could not be open to objection. For
elghteen years the Liberal party have been
placed at a disadvantage, and they thlik It
ls high time that that disadvantage should be
removed. In England the two parties dId
agree upon a commission. I suppose if we
could agree on a commission now, a sub-
division made between county lInes might
be arranged. With the experience of the
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past, when the Conservative party refused of the conspiray formed ln 1882. The
the olive branch over and over again and Conservative vote ln 1882 was 140,025, the
insisted on having their own way because I Liberal vote 133,771. The Conservative ma-
they had a majority in both Houses, it jority, even atter ail the manipulatlng of
seemed useless to propose anything of the the constituencies, was only 6,254.
kind. The following is an extract from the M
document appointing commissioners to in-
quire into boundaries to be assigned to the
divisions of the several counties in England Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not hesitate to Say
and Wales, under the Redistribution Bill of that that is the proper word.
1884: Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No doubt it is he

The duties of the commission will be the fol- proper word.
lowing:

1. With resepect to counties. In the first Hon. Mr. SCOiT-When the bon. gentie-
place, to examine the survey maps of the orda-
ance department, and determine from them and m
other documents in the possession of that de- Il the proper word. There was a difference
partment, and of the local government board, of 6,254 betwecn the vote of the two pol-
and from other available information, the bound-
aries to be assigned to the several divisions tical parties in 1882 ln the province of
of each county to be divided. In forming the Ontario. The Conservatives clected fifty-five
divisions, the population of the several divisions,
excluding that of the parliamentary boroughs,
should be equalized so far as practicable, and making a majority of cightecn for the Con-
care must be taken in ail those cases where
there are populous localities of an urban char-
acter, to include them in one and the same eleet the Liberal members? The Liberai
division, unless this cannot be done without members rcquired 3,615 votes, and the
producing grave inconvenience, and involving
boundarles of a very irregular and objectionable Conservatives requircd 2,546. Therefore,
character. la 'that year the Liberals requircd 1,100

Subject to this important rule, each division
ahould be as compact as possible with respect
to geographical position. and shQuld be based vatives. 1 ask was that a proper thing ?
upon well known existing areas, such as petty Take the year 1887. The vote polled by the
sessional divisions, or other areas consisting of
an aggregate of parishes. In some instances, Conservative party was 181,d26, the Liberal
however, it may be found necessary to include vote 176,281, lcaving a Conservative major-
separate parishes, but a divisional boundary must Ity of 5,445. 0f these figures the Liberala
never be allowed to Intercept a parish.

rcprcsentcd 4,638 electors, and each Conser-
The English principle in many ways is vative represcnted 3,365 clectors. In other

applauded in this House, yet, when we pro- words, each Lîberal had 1,300 more electors
pose, ln a most important part of the carry- behind hlm than each Conservatîve; I sim-
Ing out of the constitution of the govern- pîy put those figures before the people of
ment, to adopt the English practice, this Canada, and I ask whether thcy do not
House says, 'No; we will not agree to it.' speak more cloqucntly than any logic as to
Yet, on other subjects this House is pre- the effect of the gerrymander of 1892. There
pared at all times to recognize the wisdom Is just the resuit of It, and there is no
and reasonable character of the plan usually dcnying the figures. I have obtaincd them
adopted in Great Britain, more partIcularly from a source that cannot be cailed in ques-
In regard to representation. Having sald tion. The Conservative party were 0 proud
this much, I come now to the consequences o! it that thcy had the figures of 1882 print-
of the Act of 1882, because, after ail, it was cd, and I happened to get hold of it.
the consequences that were aimed at in the
passage of the Act of 1882, and I take up a Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Has the hon. gen-
return here that was prepared by the late tleman similar figures for the later dcc-
government, I do not know that It bas ever ton?
seen the light of day. I have got it very Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.
fairly and properly. It is open to criticism,
and the figures are easily verified. I have Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It would be Inter-
here the total vote on the lists of 1882, estlng if my hon. frlend had figures Showing
polled by each party. I am just giving the resuit of the last election ln the parts
my, hon. friend from Marshfield the result of Ontario affected by the Bil.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
them here, and they show the Conservatives
had over 6,000 of a majority.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-A good deal depends
on how you count the Patron vote. The
Patron vote had not arisen at that time,
and those figures are taken squarely for and
against the government of the day, and they
show that extraordlnary result that I have
indIcated, that in the election of 1887 the
average that each Liberal had was nearly
1,300 more than the Conservative. I think
the bare statement of that fact ought to
satisfy hon. gentlemen that the readjust-
ment of the constituencies could not have
been on any fair basis, where there is that
extraordinary disproportion, where in 1882,
with only 6,254 for a majority, they had
eighteen of a majority in the House, and in
1887, wlth only 5,445 of a majority, they had
still sixteen members over the Liberal party
in the House of Commons. Those figures
cannot be gainsayed. The effect of the
figures points clearly to the successful mani-
pulation of the constituencies in the gerry-
mander that we complain of, and I think
with very good reason. That la not a con-
dition of things that the Conservative party
can be proud of. I do not think it la a manly
way of fighting. The two parties ought to be
on the same plane. They ought to be fairly
arrayed against each other, and the only
way you can bring that about is by going
back to the county boundarles, where each
party wiR have the same opportunity. Some
COunties are Liberal and some Conservative;
I do not know how they pan out myself. I
have never gone into that, but certainly the
objection that can be made to the present
System could not, by any possibility, be
made against the confining of the represen-
tation to the county boundaries in the way
I have indicated.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
never bas existed.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It always did exist.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--A
township in my riding was attached to Ren-
trew at confederation-the township or
Jones.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Was there a voter in
it ? Sir John Macdonald forgot Jones. It
a11 Illustrates the principle I have explained

to the House. I wIll not call It a disgrace,
but we will call It an arrangement, the mild-
est possible term for the readjustment of
1882. I say It panned out quite to the anti-
cipation of the hon. gentlemen who made It,
and I have shown you how It was done. It
was done by rearranging the constituencles
so as to make the election sure for the Con-
servative party. I could take Individual
elections and just show how it was done.
Take the case of the Mr. Haskin,
where he had to get rid of two Easthopes
ln order to make bis election in Perth ab-
solutely sure. I think with that statement
of fact that hon. gentlemen ought to pause
before they commit themselves to the con-
tinuation of that kind of thing. Hon. gen-
tlemen must recognize that It will be Irrita-
tig to the Liberal party that they do not
feel that they are on the same plane with
the Conservative party, that as the law
stands they are at a disadvantage, and
that is an irritation which ought not to be
permitted in any free country. I appeal to
gentlemen who are prepared to take high
ground on the question of political moral-
Ity-

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Hear, hear; that
Is a good word.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Whether they can fairly
approve of a system which gives such mani-
fest advantages to one political party over
the other. I am quite willing that those
figures should be analysed. They, no doubt,
will be discussed. I have copies for the
press, and they will be given to the people
of Canada, and when It is known there is
that disadvantage, It will recoil very much
on this Senate if it la felt that this House
is the obstacle in the way of having this
question of representation put on a fair
basis. I do not think this Senate, before
a fair and Impartial tribunal, can justifY
the action it proposes to take. I presume
many hon. gentlemen are committed to the
view that this Bill ought to be thrown out.
In adopting that view, they entirely aP-
prove ef the manipulation ef 1882 and 189.
It will be an approval o acte that I thlnk
cannot be fairly or honestly justified, and I

think no impartial man will say it was fair

to so distribute the constituencies in On-

tario-I am not speaking of the other pro-
vinces, because I am not prepared to express
opinions on them-that one of the parties
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should have the manifest advantage I have
shown, which was given to then under the
Acts of 1882 and 1892.

Hon. Mr. WOOD moved the adjournment
of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

THE COMMISSIONERS TO PARIS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Before the House ad-
journs, I wish to call attention to some of
the questions which the hon. gentleman
from Marshfleld put yesterday in regard to
which I told him I would give the Informa-
tion later on. I may say I had the informa-
tion before me yesterday. I feel It neces-
sary, In justice to the Minister of Agricul-
ture, to say that he gave me the paper which
I hold in my hand, in addition to the para-
graph that I read from the newspaper. Then
I received from his office, after I came to
the House, what I assume to be an answer
to the question, in which, of course, there
were the omissions to which my hon. friend
called attention. I assumed that because
the question called for a statement of those
who were appointed to the Paris exhibition,
that it necessarily followed that any party
whose name was not on the list was not
an officer or an appointee for the Paris ex-
hibition. That I showed by the paper which
I had on my table, and which he Informed
me to-day was amongst the papers, and 1
have found it. The answers are as follows :

First, Mr. Tarte is chief commissioner
for Canada at the Paris exhibition.

Second, that the staff is not named by Mr.
Tarte. The higher members were appoint-
ed by order in council and others by the
Minister of Agriculture.

That is the statement he gave me yester-
day. And, further, that the staff is not yet
complete. As much as possible ail parts of
the Dominion are represented on the staff.

Fourth, that H. J. Pineau, M.P.P., has not
been appointed in any connection with the
Paris exhibition.

The fifth question is answered by the
above.

So that, the hon. gentleman will see that
the answer I gave him yesterday was per-
fectly correct, and that this special man
that ls named, and that he declared was

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

appointed by the government, was not 80
appointed.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I only wish my
hon. friend had submitted yesterday the an-
swers which he now gives. If he had done
so, I would have had no complaint, so far
as he was concerned. But my hon. friend
will notice that yesterday, when he reached
the fourth question: 'Is Mr. Henry J.
Pineau to be assigned any duty in connec-
tion with the Paris exhibtion ?' he, .look-
ing at the paper further down in his hand,
said : 'I see a list here of persons who are
appointed to this exhibition, and I do not
see that name on that list, and, therefore,
I assume he has not been appointed.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Quite so.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I had good reason
for being dissatisfied with that, because the
seventh question, which called for this list
of names, asked for other names, and his
name had no right to be on that list, and we
had a right to have a direct answer to the 4th
question. My hon. frIend has now submit-
ted information which, as far as It goes, we
are bound to accept, but it is not conclusive
yet. I did not say, yesterday, that Pineau
was appointed by this government, but I
did say that I knew he was bargained for
and spirited away, and I made these state-
ments, which were not controverted by what
the hon. gentleman said, as my hon. friend
says that ail the provinces are to be repre-
sented.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I said nothing about the
provinces ; I said ail parts of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-And that ail the
appointments are not yet made, neither
those that are to be made by order lu coun-
cil, nor those made by the Minister of Agri-
culture. As the matter is In that state, we
will have to wait until we see what we shall
see.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, March 26, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

COST OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT
MONTMAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY rose to Inquire:
1. Whether the sum of $91.19, to be found in

the Auditor General's Report for the year 1899,
part Q, page 85, as the amount expended during
the fiscal year 1898-9, upon public buildings
at Montmagny, was expended for the Mont-
magny post office ?

2. Does this amount make part of the sum of
$7,494.75, the figure given to this House as the
total cost of the Montmagny post office, or
should It be added to that figure ?

3. Which of the two amounts, $7,494.75 or
$7,585.94, represents the true cost of the Mont-
magny post office ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In reply to the first
question, the answer is 'yes.' To the second
question, the answer is 'no' ; and to the
third question, the answer is : 'The amount
of $7,494.75.' The law costs were received
after the end of the fiscal year. The balance
of $91.14, was for maintenance and so on,
which is never charged to the cost of the
building.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Why was a similar
amount charged to the cost of the buildings
for the first year ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend assumes
that I am supposed to answer his question
off'-hand. In the first place, I do not know
that his question accurately represents the
facts, but if he desires further information,
I will endeavour to obtain it for him.

SALE OF BINDER TWINE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to
Asik the government, how many pounds ofbinder twine they have sold this year at the

Ringston Penitenttary, and the pries sold at,
and If to farmers ? And, also, how much was
on hand on the 20th March instant ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am unable to answer
the question of the hon. gentleman. I think
the papers have not been sent over to me
from the department. The very same ques-
tion was put in the House of Commons, or

very nearly the same question, and the in-
formation has been sent there. I cannot say
what amount was on hand on the 20th
March. We have not that information In
our possession. We are obliged to send to
the Kingston Penitentiary for the informa-
tion whlch the hon. gentleman asks for. The
sale Is, of course, from day to day, and I
cannot say up to what date the information
came from the department, but I will in-
quire. The hon. gentleman's question might
be allowed to stand until to-morrow, and I
will endeavour to obtain the information.

MANUFACTURERS OF BINDER TWINE.

INQUIRY.

The Order of the Day being called-

By the hon. Mr. PERLEY :

That he will ask the government, how many
manufacturers of binder twine and barb wire
were there in Canada prior to the change in
the duty on those articles ? Also, how many
manufacturers are there of each of these articles
in Canada now ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY said : I suppose this
question may go off the Order paper now ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Mr. Johnson, the stat-
ician, told me he had not the information
in bis possession, but he would look at the
names of the parties that appeared in the
census In 1891, and he undertook to make
inquiries. The hon. gentleman can let the
Inquiry stand, and if Mr. Johnson is able
to obtain the Information, I will bring it
here for him.

THE JOINT HIGH COMMISSION.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Before proceeding to
the Orders of the Day, I should like to call
the attention of the leader of the House to a
Washington despatch in the Ottawa Citizen
of to-day ln reference to the American-Cana-
dian commission. A few days ago it was
stated by the leader of the government In
another place that that commission was
quite alive, and that the probability was it
proceedings would be revived in the near
future. This was a very important an-
nouncement, and the subject is one in
which we ail take a deep interest. I want
to know if the government are prepared to
give further Information lu reference to it ?
The despatch from Washington, to which I
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wish to cal the attention of the minister, is
as follows :

HAY HASN"'T HEARD OF THE COMMISSION
SIR WILFRID SAYS IS VERY MUCH

ALIVE.
Washington, March 24.-Secretary Hay stated

that so far as he knew there was no founda-
tion for the announcement by Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier, the Canadian premier, that the American-
Canadian commission would soon reassemble.
Secretary Hay said that he had no communi-
cation with the British government on the
subject. He added that there might be some
official despatches on the way from England
which would throw some light on the sub-
ject, but no intimation of their arrivai or
contents had reached him.

The House will perceive there le a very flat
contradiction here of the Canadian pre-
mier's utterance in his place in the other
branch of the legislature, apparently at the
Instance of the Secretary of State of the
United States government. If the hon. min-
Ister le in a position to throw any light on
the discrepancy between these statements,
I am sure It will be acceptable to the House
and the country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not aware that
Sir Wilfrld Laurier made any such state-
ment.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It has been all
through the press.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There are many things
ln the press for whlch there le no substan-
tial foundation, and I think in ail probabil-
ity this ls one. I am quite sure if there had
been any communication, official or other-
wise, that would have pointed in the direc-
tion of an early revival of the commission,
I would have heard of it. I have heard
nothing of that sort. Is my hon. friend sure
there was such a îtatement made ?

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Yes, quite sure.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (26) 'An Act respecting the Kaslo and
Lardo-Duncan Railway Company.'-(Mr.
Macdonald, B.C.)

Bill (33) 'An Act respecting the British
Columbia Southern Railway Company.'--(Mr.
MacInnes.)

Bill (48) ' An Act respecting the Montreal
and Ottawa Railway Company.'-(Mr. Mac-
Innes.)

Hon. Mr. MILLER.

DOMINION LANDS ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

(IN COMMITTEE.)

The House resolved itself into committee
of the whole on Bill (18) ' An Act to amend
the Dominion Lands Act.'

In the committee, on the second clause.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Has my hon.
friend given any consideration to placing
an interpretation on that word ' vicinity ?'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think all these cases,
as I understand the practice, come here
and are dealt with by the Surveyor General,
or by the deputy minister, and so there will
be a uniform rule applied whatever it may
be. I do not think it le very easy to trame
a definition that would not perhaps exclude
somebody that ought to come ln, and it is
safer to leave the matter, if possible, to the
judgment of the administrative offleer ln
charge.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I ought to have in-
formed myself as to the taking up of a
homestead. What le the limitation to the
number of homesteads that a settler can
take ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-One.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In many cases, ln order
that a party might bring himself within the
law, he was obliged to put up buildings on
the homestead whIch would be more con-

venient elsewhere, and while he le carrying
on farming operations on the homestead it

may be more convenient, on account of
water, or some other consideration, to have

his farm buildings on the lot or portion of
the lot on which lie has his residence. This
le ail met by this amendment.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER, from the
committee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

CANADIAN CONTINGENTS EXPENSES
BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called-

Second reading Bill (59) 'An Act to provide
for the expenses of the Canadian volunteers
serving Her Majesty in South Africa.'
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL said:-
I think this second reading might stand.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We are rather anxious
that the Bill should go through, because ever
since the government have undertaken to
act in this matter, they have been compelled
to incur expenses for which there Is no par-
liamentary or legal authority, on the as-
sumption that parliament would indemnify
the government for w-hat they are doing,
seeing that it was in accordance with the
sentiment of the country. Therefore. there
is some urgency in the matter, but if my
hon. friend desires the Bill to stand for a
day or two longer, I will make no objec-
tion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not think that allowing it to stand for a day
or two will make any difference. I have no
doubt that the House will indemnify the
government for what they have done. There
will not be any opposition to the measure,
although, there may be some little discussion
arising out of the dobate which took place
before. We do not intend to oppose it, but
we wish to discuss it.

we are extending the time up to 1905, and,
as far as I am aware, not one of these three
companies has given the slightest indica-
tion of capacity to carry on the work which
it Is chartered to do. and I have grave doubte
as to the wisdom of our passing legislation
of this kind.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We are passing these
Bills without any discussion, and without
knowing upon what ground the companles
are demanding an extension of their
charters.

Hon. Mr. OWENS-This Bill was not sent
to me personally. It was sent to Mr. Thibau-
deau. I understand they are only asking
for the usual extension of time for the com-
pletion of the w-ork, and are not asking for
any additional powers in the Bill.

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

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (K), ' An Act further to amend
the Criminal Code of 1892.' He said : This

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then I move that the; Bill is only printed in English, but as the
Order of the Day be discharged and placed principle of the Bill, and in fact nearly the
on the Orders of the Day for to-morrow. whole Bill, was accepted by this House last

The motion was agreed to. year, I understand there will be no discus-
sion on the Bill at this stage, and if the

SECOND READINGS. second reading were taken we would be
making progress, and the Bill would stand

Bill (L) 'An Act respecting the Ontario for discussion, when we go into committee
and Ralny River Railway Company.'-(Hon. on the various clauses of the Bill.
Mr. Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (H)
Eastern
Perley.)

'An Act respecting the Great
Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.

Bill (J) 'An Act respecting the Atlantic
and Lake Superior Railway Company.'-
(Hon. Mr. Owens.)

MONTREAL BRIDGE COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. OWENS*moved the second read-
Ing of Bill (I), ' An Act respecting the Mont-
real Bridge Company.'

Hon. Mr. POWER-These three BUis ap-
Pear to be tied together, and form part of
One magnificent scheme, and I notice that

19

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOVEL1r-Will
the hon. minister just tell the Senate
whether the clauses which were defeated
by the Senate are reinserted ln the Bill ?
The hon. gentleman remembers that some
important clauses affecting contracts and
contractors were struck out last session.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think there is nothing
In this Bill to which the Senate took ex-
ception last year, and there are one or two
clauses which, I think, passed lait year that
have been omitted from the Bill, and there
are a few things added. They are printed
In ltalics so that the Senate will have an op-
portunity of seeing what ls entirely new.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill

was read the second time.
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BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (N) 'An Act for the relief of Gustavus
Adolphus Kobold.--Mr. Clemow.)

THE JOINT HIGH COMMISSION.

Hon. MI. MILLER-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, 1 desire to give the hon.
minister the information lie just now asked
for. I quote from the proceedings in an-
other place on Monday last :

THE JOINT HIGH COMMISSION.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton). Before

the Orders of the Day are called, Mr. Speaker,
I would like to ask my right hon. friend whether
he proposes, now that the negotiations between
the United States and Great Britain and Canada
seen to be at an end, to furnish the House with
the information usual in such cases as to the
protocol that were laid by either party, and to
state to the House in what position the whole
matter stands ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Laurier).
I am glad to be able to say to my hon. friend
that neither the government nor the commis-
sioners consider that the negotiations have come
to an end. They are only temporarily suspended,
but I am not prepared to say when they shall be
reopened. In the meantine, neither am I in a
position to state whether the protocols can be
laid on the Table, but this is a matter to which
my attention bas been called and I will be in a
position In a few days to give my hon friend an
answer.

It is evident there is a most complete con-
tradiction between the statenient of the
Premier of Canada and that of the Wash-
ington authorities. according to the de-
spatch I have read as coming from that
quarter in to-day's Citizen.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is perfectly true that
the commission has never been formally
terminated. There was simply an adjourn-
ment of the commission. There has never
been a call of the commissioners again.
and what Sir Wilfrid Laurier says is, 'I
glad to be able to say to my hon. friend
that neither the government nor the com-
missioners consider the negotiations have
come to an end.' That can only be so when
there is a formai termination of the coin-
mission. They are only temporarily sus-
pended, the Premier says. That is per-
fectly true, and he adds, 'But I am not
prepared to say when they shall be re-
opened.' That shows that there has been
no action taken, since the adjournment of
the commission a good while ago, for a
further meeting.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Has the hon. gentle-
man no Information to give us?

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

lon. Mr. MILLS-I have no further in-
formation.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I hope we have heard
the last of the commission.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The paragraph
read is no contradiction to the statement
from Washington.

lon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
The commission stands pretty much in the
position of some customs officials. they are
tenporary-permanents.

THE R1EDISTRIBUTION BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day being called for

Resuning the further adjourned debate on the
motion of Hon. Mr. Mills for the second read-
ing (Bill 13) An Act respecting Representation
in the House of Commons, and on the motion in
amendment thereto of the Hon. Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, that the said Bill be not now read a
second time, but that it be read this day six
months.

lon. Mr. WOOD-My object in offering a
few remarks on the measure which is now
under the consideration of the House is not
with the hope that I may throw any new
liglt on the subject, but rather in order
that I may place the views which I hold
upon this question on record before I cast
my vote. The matter has already been dis-
cusseil, both last session and this, and
arguments both in favour of the Bill and
against it have been presented to the
Flouse, and I shall avoid as mucli as pos-
sible, repeating the arguments which have
already been used. There were some state-
ments made and soine arguments used by
the hon. Secretary of State to which I shall
make brief reference, but before doing so I
wish to say just a few words with regard
to the constitutional feature of this question.
This has been very ably discussed by the
Minister of Justice and the Secretary of
State, w-ho maintain that the Bill before
us is perfectly in accord with the constitu-
tion under which we are living, and the
opposite view has been as strongly taken
by my hon. friend from Marshfield. I may
say with regard to the arguments which
that lion. gentleman presented to the House,
that they appear to me to be worthy of
very serious consideration. They appeared
to me to have very great force indeed. I
will not say that I am prepared to endorse
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all the views which he presented to the
House, but I must say this, that his argu-
ments appeared to me to have suticient
strength to justify the conclusion that this
is at least a debatable question, and one
upon which we might reasonably expect a
considerable difference of opinion would
exist. I maintain that the action taken
by the Senate, when this Bill was under
consideration last session, has been fully
justified. We have an opinion set forth in
the document that lias been laid on the
Table of the bouse, an opinion from the
law otticers of the Crown in England, i
which, on the face of it, condemus the
action of the Senate last session.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Not from the law offi-
cers.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-From eminent coun-
sel.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-From eminent counsel,
which, on the face of it, seems to condemn
the action of the Senate last session. In
order that I may be clearly understood on
the point to which I shall refer la connec-
tion with this subject, I ask the indulgence
of the louse to read that opinion. It
already appears in Hansard, but I desire to
read it again in order to impress the point
Which I wish to make.

The annexed Bill for alterIng some of the
electoral divisions for the House of Commons
for Canada, leaving unchanged the numbers of
the members representing each province, was
passed by the House of Commons of Canada in
the session of 1899. It has been rejected by the
Senate on the ground that it is not within the
constitutional competence of the parliament of
Canada to legisiate altering the electoral divi-
sions, save on the occasion of the decennial
proportional readjustment of the representation
obligatory under the British North America Act,1867, after each census.

That is the statement of the case as con-
tained in this document before the bouse.
The document continues :

Your opinion is asked whether it is competentto the Canadian parliament to legislate as pro-Psed and independently of the decennial read-Justmnent.

To this question the opinion given was In
the affirmative. As was pointed out by
the hon. leader of the opposition, the posi-
tion of the Senate upon this question is In-
correctly stated in the case as submitted to
these legal authorities, and In order that
that may be clearly apparent, I shall read

19¾

the amendment which was moved by the
hon. leader of the opposition and carried by
this House last session, when the Bill was
under consideration :

That it be resolved, that it is inexpedient to
proceed with the Bill now under consideration,
inasmuch as it is provided by section 51 of the
British North America Act that the representa-
tion of the provinces in the House of Commons
shall be readjusted upon the completion of each
decennial census, subject to and in accordance
with the rules in the said Act set forth, and as
the next decennial census will, under the provi-
sions of the Confederation Act, be taken In
1901, a readjustment of the constituencies in
the Dominion made previous to such census being
taken would, in the opinion of this House, be a
violation of the spirit of the said Act.

I would call the attention of the House to the
very important difference between the case
as stated in the document which I have read
and whici was laid on the Table of the
House, and the position which was actually
taken by the Senate last session. I main-
tain that whether this opinion given by
these eminent legal authorities is correct
or not is not material to the case before us.
It may be perfectly correct, and yet the ac-
tion of the Senate last session be fully justi-
fied. I may remark here that I think it is
very unfortunate that in an important pub-
lie document of this nature the position
of the Senate should be incorrectly
stated. It is important, too, that this
point should be referred to and that
this incorrect statement should be
placed upon our official records; so
that in any future consideration or refer-
ence made to this question this may clearly
appear. I should like to ask the attention
of the House for a moment to the purport
of the Jegal opinion which we recelved from
these eminent authorities In England. It
merely says that it is wlthin the legislative
competence of the parliament of Canada to
pass an Act redistributing the electoral seats
in any province of this Dominion at any
time, whether near or remote to the taking
of the decennial census. That, In my opin-
ion, simply means that if the paliament
of Canada passes such an Act at any time,
it is not In the power of the courts to de-
clare that Act unconstitutional. of course,
if that Act was unconstitutional, it would be
null and void, and this opinion goes no fur-
ther than to say that If the parlIament of
Canada at any time chooses to Pass an Act
altering the boundary Unes of the constitu-

encles In any of the provinces of Canada at



[ SEN ATE]

any period remote from the taking of the de- ada to pronounce that Act unconstitutional.
cennial census, that Act is constitutional, On the contrary, it wouid be within the
and would be legal and operative and bind- strict letter of our constitution, and would
Ing. That I take to be the substance of that be legal and binding and operative. Yet
opinion, and nothing more. This does not it is manifest to every one that for this par-
confliet with the conclusion that the Senate liament to adopt such a course would be a
reached in considering this subject last gross injustice to the French Inlabitants of
year, and I for one, maintain that the Senate the Province of Quebec. indeed so gross an
were perfectly right in the course which injustice that no pariament would ever do
they took, and that a similar course should it. We are, therefore, as 1 say, in this case
be adopted in dealing with this measure not interested se mucliu ascertaining whe-
now. I maintain that it is with the spirit ther it is possible for us to go the length, in
of our constitution that we have to deal iin tle redistribution of seats ln the dIfferent
considering a question of this kind. In the provinces of this Dominion, proposed
British North America Act there is no ex- ia this Bil, but whetler the measure
press declaration defining what course of now under our consideration is one in bar-
action we should adopt. We have to look nlonY witl the spirit of the constitution,
to other sources for information upon the under whicl we live. Fortunately in Can-
subject. We have to look to different au- ada, as in Great Britain, agreat deal of im-
thorities for guidance in a question of this portance is attached to precedent ; wlere an
kind. It does not specially interest us, if we establisled practice las grown up It is con-
are to be guided by the spirit of our con- sidered both in the courts of law, and in al
stitution, whether an Act of this kind can Our parliamentary institutions, to have ai-
be passed and yet not be so flagrant a viola- most as binding an effect as a statute law.
tion of the letter of the British North Ameri- Where parliament for a number of years
ca Act as to be unconstitutional. As has las adoted a certain principle, las govern-
already been very properly remarked in the ed its proceedings by certain well estab-
course of this discussion, I think it was by lished practices, those practices are sup-
the hon. Minister of Justice, this parlia- posed-and very propcrly so-to have a
ment possesses very large powers. It may binding influence upon succeeding parlia-
do extraordinary things without the courts ments, for It may be very properly lnferred
being able to pronounce its action unconsti- tlat if succeeding parliaments for a num-
tutional. I do not know of any better illus- ber of years, adopt any particular principle
tration that I could give of the point which or practice, they have some good reasons
I am now making than the very illustration for doing se, and these practices should
that was furnished by the Minister of Jus- not be departed from, cannot be safely de-
tice hlmself. He referred to what miglit parted from, unless It is nade very clear
possibly happen In the province Quebec, that some change of cIreufstalces las ren-
that we might have in power in this Domin- dered it necessary to depart from them. 1
Ion a strong anti-French party, that in re- maintain, therefore, that ln considerlng thls
dlstrbutilng the seats after a decennial cen- question, so far as its cOnstltutional aspect
sus, in order to reduce the infiuence of the is concerned, we have te look to the spirit
French people ln the province of Quebec, of our constitution. We have to guide us
they might so arrange the constituencies as the precedents which have been followed by
to very largely reduce the number of French the parliamett of Canada froi confedera-
representatives and very largely Increase the tioi te the present ture. We have to be
number of Engtlish representatives, stiî gulded -by the practice whch each parlia-
maintaining, of course, the number, which, ment bas adopted after each decennial cen-
under the BrItish North America Act, Que- sus, and we have besides that, te guide us
bec is entitled to, being sixty-five. That the very clear expressions o! oplnlon. upon
would be a groes act of injustice, as le this ubjeet whlch have been given by the
said, yet ae he polnted out, it would be en- Riglt Hon. SIr J. Macdonald, and by Mr.
tirely withdn the powers of this legislature, Blake, and by the Minister o! Justice hlm-
and if such an Act were passed it would self, as was polnted eut by the hon. gentie-
not be in the power of the courts of Can- man frei Marshfield (Mr. Fergusen) the

Hon. Mr. WOOD.
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other day, all in support of the view that neasure; and that is that It is a measure et
the principle of redistributing the seats in a purely Iolitical character. If any one wIl
the different provinces of this Dominion im- analyse the arguments which have been
mediately after the decennial census, as used both ln Ibis House and lu the other
provided in the British North America Act. branci of parliament by those who have
should (be strictly adhered to and that no
change in the boundaries of constituencies
should be made at any other time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Let me say to my hon.
friend that I never put forward or advocated
such a view, and my hon. friend will 10>k
In vain in anything I ever said to find such
an opinion expressed.

Hon. Mr. WOODS-1 have not the quota-
tion of the hon. gentleman's speech bfdre
me. The statemient was made by my hon.
friend from Marsbfield. and I think he iead
from the hon. gentleman's speech the quota-
tion by which he supported that statem, nt.

Hon. Mr. 3MILLS-My hou. friend is ato-
gether mistaken. The hon. gentleman fron
Marshfield undertook to attribute such senti-
ments to me, but lie found nothing which
would support suci language.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I will not discuss that
Point with my lion. friend. We have at all
events the opinion, as I said before, cf the
Right Hon. Sir John Macdonald, expressed
lu the clearest ternis, and bis view vas also
euPported by opinions expressed by the
Hon. Edward Blake. and I believe by other
proinient statesmen. If w-e are to be guid-
ed by these expressions of opinion, of men
whose opinions from their experience and
ability upon such questions are entitled to
the very greatest weight. If we are to be
guided by the practice which has grown up
ia this country, by the precedents whicl
have been established by succceding parlia-
mIents froi confederation to the present
tiie, and by the spirit of our constitution,
our duty in the present case appears to me
Plain. There 'seens to be no alternative for
the Senate to adopt on the present occasion.
but to Pursue the same course that we pur-
sued last year and reject the Bill. But, hon.
genutlemen, this measure is not only opposed
to the spirit Of our constitution, and to the
Opinions of the most eminent authorities
with regard to the practice which the adop-
tion of this Bill would inaugurate, but, ln
Diy opinion, there Is another very grave andserious objection to the adoption of this

advocated the adoption of this measure, they
cannot fail to cone to this conclusion, that
the sole aim and object and purpose of this
Bill is to place the political party now la
power in a more advantageous position for
the elections which must take place within
a year than they stand in at the present
lime. The hon. Minister of Justice hiiself
made use of that argument the other day.
He told us that a wrong-I toak down his
words as nearly as 1 could, I will not say
they are exact-was done the Liberal party
in 1882. That th:s wrong was perpetuated
by the Aet of 1892, and be says : 'We now
propose by this Bill to rectify that wrong.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear. My hon.
friend argues that a wrong cannot be done
to a party.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-No, I made no such
statement. I said that was the line of argu-
ment which my lion. friend took, and my
hon. friend the Secretary of State took pre-
cisely the same line of argument.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I have quotations here
from speeches delivered by members of tle
government in the other House whicl very
strougly emiphasize this point.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-It is not denied
that this Bill is for the purpose of undoing
the wrong done In 1882 and 1892.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I do not think il can be
denied. I do not know that it is necessary
to take up the time of the House with read-
ing quotations from speeches lu the other
House, although they are very strong la
the same direction. We will accept the
position, as I understand, of both the Miis-
ter of Justice and my hon. friend. Both
admit the argument which I have Just
used, that the Liberal party claims an in-
justice was done them in 1882, that that In-
justice was continued in 1892, and that the

object and purpose of this Bi1l Is to undo
that wrong or remedy that injUstice. Now,
what was the injustice that was done In
1882 ? The injustice they claim as this, that
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the Liberal party did not have a voting
power proportionate to their numbers in a
certain portion of the province of Ontario-
that the Act of 1892 did them an injustice,
giving them less voting power than they
were properly entitled to according to their
number. That is the injustice it is proposed
to remedy. How can that injustice possibly
be remedied, unless under this Bill you give
them a greater voting power according to
their numbers than they have at the pre-
sent time ? Therefore, I say that the sole
aim, object and purpose of this Bill is to give
the dominant political party in Canada to-
day a greater voting power according to
their numbers in the next election than they
possess to-day, to place them in a more
advantageous position than they now oc-
cupy, and to do this on the eve of a general
election. The Minister of Justice has told
us that the principle of adopting county
lines as the boundaries between electoral dis-
tricts is an important one, and that it is the
great principle underlying the Bill. If, hon.
gentlemen, yon vill note the argument
which lie made, and keep in miind the argu-
ments I have just addressed to the Ilouse,
you will see that this is merely a means to
an end-that this Bill is not to vindicate

cording to their numbers than they have to-
day. With regard to this question of county
boundaries, and the other general questions
of that character that have arisen in this
debate, It does not appear to me really that
there is very much difference of opinion be-
tween the two political parties in the colin-
try, or between the different members of
this legislative body. The hon. Minister of
Justice and the hon. Secretary of State
claim that the adoption of county boundaries
as the dividing lines between electoral dis-
triets is a very important principle. The
lhon. leader of the opposition agrees to that.
They both refer to the statement made by
Sir John Macdonald, who very strongly em-
phasized the importance of that principle. I
heartily agree with that expression of opin-

1 ion. I think it is a most important prin-
ciple, and as far as practicable. whenever
there is a redistribution of seats, I think that
principle should be adhered to. but there is
none of us who claim that that is a pria-
ciple of paramount importance. There are
othier considerations which must also have
weight. We must take into consideration
an adjustment on the basis of population.
We must, as far as is practicable, equalize
the population in the different constitu-

any principle- encies. That is an important principle too,
an equally important principle, and yet that
is a principle to whici there are some ex-

lon. Mr. WOOD-If this Bill was a vin- ceptions, for 1 think there will be no ques-
dication of the principle to which I have tion but in adjusting the constituencies for
just referred, the adoption of county lines electoral purposes ili perfectly riglit tiat
between constituencies, they must, to be ia large commercial centres or large manu-
consistent, iake it universal in its applica- facturing centres, or in a district vhere there
tion. They do not pretend or claim to do is a large floating and transient population,
that. The hon. Secretary of State said cm- the unit of representation should e very
phaticaiLly to us in the debate on Friday machlargerthan la rural istrictswherethe
afternoon that they confined the application population is more stable .1d Permanent in
of this principle to a certain portion ot its character. These are ai good principles,
Ontario, and gave the reason why they and are ail entitled te a certain amount of
did that, because in that portion of Ontario consideration, but it does not appcar to me
the greatest injustice was done. really that there is mml difference of 0lin-

Hon.MI. COITIlea, her,!on betw-ecn lion. mlembers in Ibis House asHon. MrIi. S,-COTT--Hear, hear.1
to wvhat g"enleral course sliouhd lie pursued

lon. Mr. WOOD-In other portions, la the redistribution of the electoral dis-
where county lines were not observed, the tricts-that having due regard b al
same injustice was not done, and so the these principles 10 whidi 1 have refcrred,
principle is wiped away-the adoption of 1 the best possible arrangement should lie
this principle is only a means to an end. made b which ail classes would have a fair
the aim. objeet and purpose of the Bill being share la the representation of the country,
to give the Liberal party in a certain por- and by which the public convenience would
tion of Ontario a greater voting power ac- be best served. Then. what is the real ques-

Hon. Mr. WOOD.
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tation in parliament after the elections of
1882 than their total voting power would
entitle thein to. If the proportion of repre-
sentation had been in accordance with the
votes. the Liberals would have had twenty-
,ive instead of thirty-two, and the Con-
servatives twenty-thiree instead of sixteen in
the parliament elected in 1882.

lon. Mr. MILLS--What portion of Can-
ada is the hon. gentleman speaking of ?

Ion. Mr. WOOD-The constituencies af-
feeted by this Bill in Ontario. If you take
this saine district of country previous to
1882, we have the following particulars
Whicb are rather striking. Previous to the
Redistribution Act of 1882, there were only
forty-three constituencies ln this section of

Hon. Mr. WOOD-This is for the section
attected by this Bill, the section of the prov-
Ince of Ontario where It is claimed that the
grossest injustice w-as done by the Act of
1882.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-lear hear.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-But the hon. gentleman
says that lie took the figures for the whole
province of Ontario. I happen to have the
figures for the whole province of Ontario

and no doubt they will agree with the fig-
ures which the hon. gentleman has, for I

took thein from the ParliamentarY Compan-
Ion. In the election of 1878, taking the
whole province of Ontario, the Conserva-

tives returned fifty-nine members of parlia-
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tion in dispute between those who are sup- the province of Ontario. In the election of
porting and those who are opposing this 1878, which was previous to the Redistribu-
measure ? It is simIply a question of fact. tion Act complained of, and at a time when
as to whether or not, under the Redistribu- the division of electoral districts was, I be-
tion Act of 1882. an injustice was done to lieve, acceptable generaly to both palitical
the Liberal party in Canada. My hon. parties in the country, the Libera1 elected
friend the Secretary of State claimed that a twenty-two inembers to parliamnent, and the
very gross injustice was (one. Both he and Conservatives twenty-one. In the same con-
the Minister of Justice described this Act of stituencies in 1882, after the Redistril)utlon
1882 as one of the most iniquitous mieasures Act was passed, the Liberals elected thirty-
that had ever been placed upon our statute- two, a gain of ten, and the Conservatives
book. The Secretary of State submnitted to elected sixteen, a loss of tive. These
the IouIse soie figiures to sustain his posi- tigures-and I have no doubt of their cor-
tion on this point. I undertook to take thei rectness. I have given the authority fram
down, but was not able to do so, and have which I got them-would show that the Lib-
not had access to them since, and, therefore, eral party had no just cause for complaint.
cannot analyse the figures which he gave.
It must be evident to every one that that is Hon. Mr. MILLS-1-ear', hear.

a question on which two political parties
cannot agiree. It is one of those peculiar lon. Mr. WOOD-They gain d rather than
questions on whichu political parties never lost in the constituencies affected hy the
will be able to agree, nor eau the two poli- Bil now- under consideration. In the elc-
tical parties in Canada ever be expected to
agree on a question of that kinl. Some the Liberals elected twenty-nine me-
figures have been placed in my hands by presentatives and he Conservatives seven-
a prominent gentleman in Ontario who is teen. T be total vote of these constituencles

very familiar with the constituencies affect- was 102,431 Libcrals and 90.0î6 Conserva-
ed by the measure which is now before us tives, according o which tbcre is a Liberal
This measure affects forty-eight constitu- sitting i parliament for every 3,532 Liberal

encies in Ontario. lu 1882, the Liberal vote votes cast, and a Couservative for every
in these foity-ejiht coostituencies was in87 onservative votes.

78,483. The Conservative vote was 72,31f)9. lon. Mr. SCOIT-That is for only one
show-iné a Liberal majority. in tUe whole section of tue province. I took the whle
forty-eigît constituencies, of 6,174. lo that 1ine8y-9wo setus.

election tlhere erera thirte-twle tlbernls ie-
tul'ned and sixteen Cpnservatives. The Hon. Mr. LANDteY-The section affected

rersn ythivs acoringt hclhrei iea
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ment, and the Liberals twenty-nine. In the
election of 1878, therefore, the Conservatives
had. of members returned, a majority of
thirty. In the election of 1S82. after the
Redistribution Act which is complained of,
the Conservatives returned fifty-four mem-
bers to parliament and the Liberals thirty-
elght. The Conservative majority was re-
duced fron thirty to sixteen in the whole
province of Ontario. Now. we all know
that in the electon of 1882 the issue be-
tween the two parties w-as the nati iial
policy and also the ratification of the con-
tract for the construction of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway. Those were two very im-
portant Issues. They excited a great deal
of discussion, and they were undoubtedly
popular throughout the country and resulted
ln the return of the Liberal-Conservative
Party to power by a very large majority.
Now, It is interesting in connection with
this question to know the results of that
election in 1882 ia the different provinces.
In the province of Quebec ia 1878 the Con-
servatives elected forty-five members and
the Liberals twenty. giving the Conserva-
tives a najority of twenty-five. In the elec-
tion of 1882, wlien the issues whiulh I have
spoken of were involved, the ConservatIveý
elected forty-eiglt and the Liberals seven-
teen, giving the Conservatives a majolity
of thirty-one. The Conservatives in the
province of Quebec increased their majority
from tw-enty-five to thirty-one. In the prov-
ince of Nova Scotia in 1878 the Conserva-
tives elected fourteen memubers and the Lib-
erals seven, a Conservative inajority of
seven. In the election of 1882 the Conserva-
tives elected fifteen and the Liberals six, a
majority of nine. The Conservatives had
increased their majority in Nova Scotia by
two. In New Brunswick ln 1878 the Con-
servatives elected five and the Liberals
eleven, a Liberal majority of six. In the
election of 1882, the Conservatives elected
ten and the Liberals six, a Conservative
majorlty of four. The Conservatives, it will
be observed made a very important gain lin
all the provinces of this Dominion except the
province of Ontario, and in the province of
Ontario they had a smaller majority after
the election of 1882 than they had after the
election of 1878. Tlbese figures certainly
do not strengthen the theory that a very
gross Injustice was doue to the Liberal

Hon. Mr. WOOD.

party in the province of Ontario by the Re-
distribution Act of 1882. If we take the
election of 1896, we find the Conservative
vote in Ontario was 191,052, and the Lib-
eral vote 166,335, a Conservative majority,
taking the total vote of the province of 24,-
717, and yet the Conservatives elected forty-
three members to parliament, and the Lib-
erals forty-four. This certainly does not
justify the assumption that the Liberals are
labouring under any grievous injustice l
the province of Ontario. It rather favours
the opposite conclusion. At all events, i
think it justifies us in believing that if any
injustice did exist, time has entirely reine-
died it. If we take the by-elections which
have occurred since 1896, we find that out
of forty-seven by-elections, the Conservative
p)arty have, in the whole Dominion, only
succeeded in electing three representatives
to parliament. Now, I would only, in cou-
nection with these general tigures, cal] at-
tention to one or two points ; first, it ap-
pears evident to me-it appears to be un-
questionable, that there was nothing in the
Redistribution Acts of 1882 and 1892 that
prevented a free expression of opinion of
the people of this country. Previous to the
election of 1896 there was, no doubt, a very
narked change in public opinion thrcugh-
out the Dominion of Canada and we have.
as a result of that election, a Conservative
najority of parliament turned into a large

.Llberal majority. That change of opinion
found expression in the changed complexion
of the ilouse of Commuons of Canada after
ihe election of 1896. It does really appear to
me. looking at these general figures, without
having a personal knowledge of the condi-
tion of things in the constituencies com-
plained of, but taking a general view of
the whole case, that the wrongs and injus-
tices of which the Liberal party are comn-
plaining are, after all, more imaginary than
real. And it does appear to me that the
successes that they met with in the election
of 1896 and in the by-elections since, should
be sufficient to satisfy the reasonable ambi-
tion of any political party. I think that if
the Conservative party ieet with equal suc-
cess in the next election it will be sufficient
to satisfy the aspiration of such strong
party men as the leader of the opposition
ln the House of Commons and the leader of
the opposition in the Senate.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-May I ask my hon.
friend, am I to understand that the reason
he Is not in favour of legislation is that no
wrong lias been done. and, therefore. no
remedy Is required?

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Partly.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I do not say that I
would favour the legislation if a case was
made out that an injustice had been done.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Ilear. hear.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-- do not say that 1
would favour the legislation in that case,
but I say that there is no justification
whatever for this measure. unless you can
make out a distinct and clear case of in-
justice, and that lias not been done :
that when you take the figures generally
It is not, inii my opinion, a fair course to
pursue, to pick out a certain number of
constituencies. and by adding together the
total vote and taking the total number of
representatives returned to parliaient to
make out a case of injustice. Any one can, if
lie chooses to do it, make out a case of in-
justice in that way. I think we should take
a broader view of the whole situation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-And if we do so, I sub-
mit that the figures which I have placed

hefore the House do not justify the as-
Sumption that any injustice was done the
Liberal party in the Redistribution Act of
1882, that they are not labouring under
any injustice now, that the wonderful
change in the political complexion in the
House of Comnions shows that the change
1in public opinion previous to the elections in
1896 found its full expression in the change
'Of the political principles of the majority
that were sent to parliament. That is my
,contention. Having said so much on the
subject of these statistics with regard to
the election returns, I beg to ask the House
to consider what is the position in whicb
we stand to-day. We have a Bill before us
by which It is proposed, on the eve of a
general election, to change the relative ad-
vantages which the two political parties in
Canada have at the present time. What
are the reasons which are given for adopt-
lng this measure ? It Is not claimed that

any portion of the population of this Do-
minion is not represented at the present
time. It is not claimed that any injustice
lias been done to any class of people in this
Dominion. I think It will be admitted by
every one that the agricultural classes are
well and ably represented in the House of
Commons to-day. It must be admitted, to,
I think, that the commercial classes, the
lumbering classes, the mnining classes and
the nanufacturing classes all have their
fair share of representation. No claim lias
been set up that injustice lias been done to
any of these important classes. We are
asked, then, to adopt this neasure simply
to remedy an injustice, real or imaginary,
which the lion. gentlemen opposite claim
lias been done to one of the political parties
by an Act passed eiglteen years ago, I
would ask this House thoughtfully to con-
sider whether a course of this kind would
be a wise precedent to establish. I have
already called attention to the weight and
force which the establishment of precedents
should have upon future legislatures. The
lion. Minister of Justice drew my attention
to that point in the address which he de-
livered the other day. He referred to the
Act of 1882, and pronounced it one of the
most iniquitous pieces of legislation that
ever had been placed upon the statute-book.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hlear, hear.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-That Act was passed
in 1882, whîen the Conservative party, then
in power, knew they were to appeal to the
people of the country within a few months.
According to his own theory, the temptation
was too strong for them ; they could not re-
sist it. and they had to take advaatage of
the peculiar conditions in which they were
placed to make a most unfair rearrange-
ment of the constituencies in the province

of Ontario, and lie made a further state-
ment, that the reason which they assigned,
and the only reason which they gave. to
justify their action was that the precedent

had been established by Sir Oliver Mowat

in the local legislature. I should think, If

a precedent of that kind had such disastrous

results, that the lion. gentleman would feel

the very great responslblitY tht must rest

upon this House if we, by passing this Bill,
establish a precedent of the saie charac-

ter.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-Restore the county
boundaries and leave the distribution to the
Judges.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
did not the government do that ?

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I have already dealt
with that feature of the question ; I have
already dealt with the arguments which
the lion. gentleman used, and I endeavour-
ed, perhaps in a feeble way, to show that
that was nerely a means to an end.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-That the real object,
aim and purpose of this Bill was to place
the Liberal party in a better position than
they occupy to-day, and that the principle
of which he boasts so much was only ap-
plied in that section of Ontario where it
would have this result.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I feel that this Senate,
at the present time, stands in a very re-
sponsible position, that in dealing with this
measure we have a most important duty to
perform, but I feel. at the same timne, that
our duty in regard to it is very plain. If
we are to be guided by what is clearly the
spirit of our constitution. if we are to be
guided by the precedents which have been
establIshed by parliament already, if we
are to follow the practice adopted by suc-
cessive parliaments, from confederation to
the present time, If we are to have respect
for the opinions which have been expressea
by such able statesmen as Sir John Mac-
donald. and other high authorities on these
constitutional questions, there is only one
course for us to pursue, and that is, to re-
ject this Bill.

lon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-If we adopt this mea-
sure, it has not been shown that it can ac-
complish any general good. It is only
clained that it will remedy the particular
case of injustice to which it is intended
to apply. It has no general character to
commend it to us. It has not been shown
that It will acconplish any good. It has
been shown, I claim, that it is liable to con-

Hon. Mr. WOOD.

stant and serious abuse. Besides that, there
is only one other point I would like to em-
phasize, and that is, the point already re-
ferred to, that this is an innovation, that if
we adpot this measure we are establishing
a new precedent, and, in my opinion, a very
bad precedent. There is only one case, I
believe, in the history of legislation in this
country wlien a measure has been submit-
ted to this House in which the same prin-
ciple was involved, and that was the
Tuckersmith Bill, which bas been referred
to by some speaker in the course of this de-
hate. In that case Mr. Cameron had been
elected for a constituency in Ontario. His
seat had been contested. le was unseated
and obliged to return to his constituency
for re-election. In the meantime, a Bill was
introduced in parliament altering the bound-
aries of his constituency, the effect of which
would have been to have improved his
chances for re-election. I should like to call
the attention of the House to the fact that
the very arguments used in support of that
Bill have been presented to this louse in
support of this measure ; that under the Re-
distribution Act preceding that election, a
general redistribution Act, an injustice had
been done to the political party to which
lie belonged, to the constituency in which
lie ran, and it was claimed that by adding
this township of Tuckersmith that injustice
would be removed, and it was to remedy
that injustice that the Bill was introduced
in parliament.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Oh. it was for
more than that.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-That was the very argu-
ment used by the men who introduced the
measure and suported It in parliament ; the
same argument that has been used in sup-
port of this Bill.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-And just as honest.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-That measure passed
through the House of Commons, and was re-
jected in the Senate, and yet, the same men
who supported that measure, and who are
living to-day, admit that they were wrong,
and that the Senate was right In the action
which they took on that occasion. If we
reject this Bill the time will come, and I
believe it will come very shortly too, when
the same admission will be made in regard
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to the rejection of this measure. I trust This was the mandate, and It Is very
that we will do our duty and reject this Bil. clear. To what grievance did this delara-

on.tion refer ? It referred to a practice whih
Hon. thebo. DentlemanD-lo W-smgead t appeared for the first time on the other side

hear the hon. gentleman from Westmorelandby whih a party, n order
speak of the respect we owe to the spirit
of the constitution. It is with that prin-
ciple in view that I intend to approacl the ents in a few constituencies. What was
discussion of this measure. No one iii done by the gerrymander Act of 1882 ?

venureto enytha ths UperCbaberThe Conservative party in power, led by
venture to deny that this Upper Chamber
owes respect to the will of the people, andMacdonald, took some Liberai

that it is the spirit of the constitution that counties, ami adde therto ne t
we should bow to the expressed wishes of county n orde the t ort inthat
the people of the Dominion. We may ad- county and to llo a c rt n of
journ the passing of a measure which Is Contiv c it to be rernef
sprung upon the country by the House of by smal aies te c e rom
Commons in the belief that that measure is which the Liberal municipalities had been
hasty and would not be approved of or abstracted. With this system the Con-
endorsed by the people. I do not think servative party managed to elect à
that any member of this House would affirm
that when the people have been expressly eauld expect with the Population as it
consulted upon a certain measure, it can stood within the former cuuty boundaries.
reject that measure when it has been en- The hon. leader of the opposition denies that
dorsed by the people at the polis. This the Liberal party suffered a grievance in
House has, within my own recollection, fol- 1882. The hon. gentleman from Westmore-
lowed this principle. The majority of this land and the hon. gentleman from Marsh-
Chamber refused to sanction the Yukon tieîd also deny It. The hon. gentleman from
Bill. because, as the hon. leader of the op- estmoreland goes further and says that it
position declared, they were convinced that i hopeiess to expect that both parties
the people would not accept or endorse this should ever agree to admit that a wrong vas
measure. We passed, and the Conservative committed la 1882. 1 know that the parlia-
majority of this Chamber reluctantly aecept- mentary career of my hon. friend bas
ed the Franchise Bill last session, because been a long one, and that he must know
the people had endorsed the principle of that the name of a nember of parliainent who
measure. I contend that the will of the peo- sat for bis own province, Mr. C. IL Wel'lon,
ple should be respected, and that in this case of Albert, a professor ln the University of
the will of the people was very clearly ex- Dalhousie. That bon, gentleman was a
pressed. We have an express mandate nember of parhiament in 1892, a follower
from the people on this question, as clear, of the Conservative ministry, the standard
not clearer, at all events, than the one con- bearer of that very party, 1 understanc,
cerning the Franchise Act, in the pro- at the last election. How did that hon. gen-
gramme of the Liberal party, which was tieman judge the Act of his own party ln
endorsed by the people on the 23rd of June, the Fouse of Commons in 1882? Here are
189G. This is the clause of that programme bis own words as to bis appreciation of their
iVîcili was subnîitted to the people: work in the redistribution of the countier:

8. That by the gerrymander Acts, the electoraT ar cne of these member who came into tlis
divisions for the return of rnembers to the House House ai the beginning of the last parlia.meflt,
Of Cominons have been so made as to prevent five years atter the fanious redistribution of 1882
a fair expression of the opinion of the country was carried. Although a ower province meMber,
at the general elections, and to secure to the I deeied it my duty te look at the statutel
Party now in power a strength ont of ail pro- of 1872 and 1e82, and aics at tbe election returni
Portion greater than the number of electors now and the census, to take a map of Ontario and
Bnpporting themn wonld warrant. To put an to find ont by patient study anv by the asSst-
end to this abuse, to nake the House of Co en- ance of me experts, what the aeritss o! the
mens a fair exponent of public opinion, and to Bill on 1882 exact y ere; and I at free to saY
Preserve the historic contlnuty of counties, it here now, after having reconstructed t be old
la desirable that in the formation of electora plitical map f 1867, and havg gone over the
divisions, connty boundarles should be preserved, counties o! Ontario one by one as they were
and that in no case parts o! different counties then defined by the British North America Act,
sbould be put Iw one electoral division. and having compared the old nap with the mai
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of 1882-having found some townships scattered
like flocks of birds, upon which the dogs had
pounced, one being here and another being there,
so that it was hard to find them and replace
them in their old positions-after this study, I
am free and frank in saying that I think the
Redistribution Act of 1882 was one that reflected
very little credit upon the parliament of Can-
ada that passed it.

Another member of parliament, heretofore
a strong adherent of the Conservative
party, one of the luminaries of the Conser-
vative party at the time, the late D'Alton
McCarthy, spoke on the same occasion on
this question, and, among other things,
he said :

I am not going to apologize for my act la
1S82, or to do more than say that I fully realize
by this time that in every sense, party and
pzlitical, that Act was a gross mistake.

And, further on, he added:

We are not showing our faith ln English trad-
itions when we ccpy that infamous system
which prevails on the other side of the line.

Now, a gentleman who was in good stand-
ing (more so than D'Alton McCarthy) with
his party, who If not a minister at the tine
became shortly after a member of the ad-
ministration, the Hon. Mr. Dickey, said :

I must say that the Act which was offered to
the House ln 1882 was a very much better sub-
ject for the hon. gentleman's criticism and
the hon. gentleman's good feeling than the
present Bill, because I do think it argues a
very great change of heart ln a gentleman who
c3uld swallow the Act of 1882 to strain at the
present Bill. The hon. gentleman says his sto-
mach is nct so good now. I am rorry to hear
that after swallowing such a severe dose as he
did in 1882 he is not capable of taking the dose
in this Bill.

Mr. Davies. I think you make a little face
yourself at it.

Mr. Dickey. I must say. altbough perhaps
this is Irrelevant, that the Act of 1882 does not
commend itself strongly to my judgment. I do
not know, but I suppose I would have followed
the hon. gentleman from Simcoe. if I had been
here. in supporting the Act ; but looking at it
throueb the vista of years, It seems to me a very
objectirnable Act.

Here is the opinion of a member of the late
Conservative administration. looking back
through the vista of ten years upon the work
and doing of his own party. The hon.
member for Marshfield, and the hon. gentle-
man from Westmoreland In trying to con-
done the action of their party ln 1882, say
that the votes recorded do not show that
there was such a gross injustice committed
towards the Liberal party. I will not go
over the figures presented to the House by

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

the hon. Secretary of State, but I take bis
affirmation that in 1882 a Liberal represented
3,4 15 electors, and a Conservative 2,445 elec-
tors in Ontario and said that these figures,
taken from the votes polled in 1882, do not
show the exact political strength of the
parties in Ontario. When you have hived
the electors of a certain stripe in a county
to such an extent as to make a contest
quite hopeless for the other side-when you
have brought municipalities that vote the
same way into the same boundaries and
give the Liberal candidate, if it happens
that he is the one who suffers from that
plethora, one thousand or twelve or fifteen
hundred or two thousand majority, it will
appear when lhe vote is counted that he has
quite a large majority but that the vote
polled was small, because few people
volunteered to go to the poils knowiug the
result was a foregone conclusion. Perhaps

as many electors remained away because
they knew practically there was no contest
in that ricling. So, when a gerrymander
Act is passed, hiving a certain party in cer-
tain constituencies, it is unfair to total up
the votes recorded for both parties because
you have those electors who did not think
it worth while going to the polls, because
they were sure of their candidate having
a walk-over.

I think I have made clear that our man-
date to renedy this grievance was clearly
expressed by the people. It was not denied
by the hon. leader of the opposition in the
speech which he made last week. He did
not deny that there was a clear mandate to
redress the wrong committed in 1S82 and
1S92, nor did he deny our constitutional
power to pass the present measure. The
hon. gentleman from Marshfield did deny
it, but [ venture to affirn that the hon. gen-
tleman is the only man In either this Cham-
ber or the other who has ventured to make
that affirmation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND--He has declar-
ed to us that he had the opinion of a couple
of barristers who thought as he does. I
would ask him, before this debate closes,
to put their names on record, for I do not
know yet of any barrister, ln this House or
the other, who has declared that we have
not the constitutional power to pass this
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measure. The hon. gentleman from Marsh-
field was happy to be able to state the opin-
ion of the hon. gentleman from Calgary (Mr.
Lougheed), which, according to him, was
on similar lines. I did not remember that
the hon. gentleman from Calgary had ex-
pressed the legal opinion that we had not
the power of passing this measure, and
looking at his speech I find very little com-
fort for the hon. gentleman from Marshfield
from tne remarks of bis hon. friend from
Calgary. The hon. gentleman from Cal-
gary summed up his argument as follows

Any one reading the Confederation Act surely
cannot seriously come to the conclusion that the
framers of that Act, at the time of Its passage,
ever contemplated that there could be a disturb-
ance and upheaval of the representation of the
constituencies in each province every successive
session; because, if you can do it at this period,
you can do it every session during the interval
of the decennial period.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly.
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Under these circum-

stances, one can very well appreciate the neces-
sity of this House, If it possibly can, laying down
a rigid rule, in the language of Sir John Macdon-
ald in 1887, that at no other period than that
succeeding the taking of the census should there
be a readjustment, or redistribution, or disturb-
ance of constituencies.

The hon. gentleman went as far as the
resolution or amendment proposed by his
leader went, but did not go further. The
hon. gentleman from Marshfield, up to the
moment that he closed his speech, seemed
to enjoy the fact that he was alone-he
seemed to pride himself on the fact that
wolves go in packs, but lions hunt alone,
yet at the last moment he weakened and
declared that this parliament had very great
powers Indeed, and perhaps by some strain
ing of our powers we could pass a consti-
tutional Bill for, If It were unconstitutional,
he would not have added that the Bll coula
not be overridden by the courts. If we can
Pass a Bill which cannot be overridden by
the courts, we pass a constitutional Bm,
and we have the constitutional power to pas
it. I Ilnd in a leading Oonservative paper
in Montreul a clear admission that this
BIl is constitutional The Montreal Gazette
of March 23rd, says in an artice entitled
* The Redistribution Bill':

Parliament's power to redistribute the seats every
section la not questioned.

In fact I have followed the debates of the
House of Commons during the last session ;
I have latterly especialy examIned the opin-

ions of the legal fraternity sittdng to the
left of the Speaker, and in none did I see
the opinion advanced that we had not the
constitutional power to pass this measure.
The leader of the opposition admitted our
power, but thought that he had a good
argument to offer for the rejection of this
Bill. I took it verbatim. The hon. leader
said that the people, although giving us
the mandate to repeal these gerrymander
Acts did not contemplate that the change
should be made before the new census.
With ail due respect for my hon. friend, I
think that that is rather a puerile pretext.
The people appeared on thle 23rd June,
1896, before what they considered to be a
packed jury. They complained of the un-
fairness of the trial ; they declared that a
fair trial could only be had on other lines.
And yet my hon. friend wants the con-
tending parties to again appear, be it
within a year, six months, or two months,
before the same packed jury. The hon.
leader of the opposition cannot contend
that the people in expressly declaring that
an undue advantage was taken of one
party over the other meant to go a
second time within four or five years
before that same unfair jury-that same
packed jury ? That argument of my hon.
friend does not commend Itseif to my judg-
ment, and I do not think if he looks at the
article of the Liberal programme which the
present government is trying to put into
effect, that he will be justified in affirm-
Ing that the people did not contemplate that
a change should be had before the new
census. The hon. gentleman accused the
Premier of this government of being at
times, If not always, inconsistent. I wIll
pay the hon. gentleman the compliment of
saylng that on this question he is absolutely
consistent. He helped to load the dice In
1892, and he thinks that they should remali
loaded for the next election. I was con-
siderably amused at the hon. gentdeman
from Westmoreland asking us If the alm of
the present government was not to give an
advantage to the Liberal party. The hon.
gentleman cannot admit for a Moment that a
wrong committed by them should be redreis-
ed by the Liberal party with the ef'eet Of
giving an advantage to his opponents. The
proof that there was an undoubted advan-
tage taken, outside of the admission Of
Mesurs. DIckey, Weldon and otheri-1i that
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the party which perpetrated the act clings I am quite sure when redress is given the
to that undue advantage. That party does Liberal party in Ontario, very little life
not say to-day that a wrong was committed will be left In their opponents.
upon them by this Bill. I have not yet seen
in the discussion of the measure that a Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--If
wrong was inflicted upon any one-no, 1 Quebec was nlot gerrymandered, what are
have seen the affirmation that the Liberal you interfering with the constituencies for?
party w-ould be benefited by it. The whole Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-When I say
trend of the speech of the hon. Jeader of the Hon. m e making ha dec aythat, 1 arn merely makiag a declaration
opposition w-as that the Conservative partY o which is true in the main, but not absolutely.
would be harmed by it ln the redress of a I am ready to stand by my declaration.
wrong which he contributed to inflict upon There was an attempt made by the Conser-
the Liberal party in 1882. The hon. gentle- vative party to gerrymander Quebec, but
man went considerably into the details of there was a man leading the House at the
the measure after admitting that we hadl time who had not. perhaps. been so long in
a mandate from the people to pass this mea- politics as his predecessors, whose stonacli
sure, that we had power to pass it, admit- refused to accept that Bill, and he relented ;
ting practically the preamble of the Bill, we had for Quebec as unjust a gerry-
while refusing to pass the second reading, mander as for Ontario, when the Bill was
and refer it to the committee. He thinks brought dow-n, but there was such a clamour
that the Conservative party would be harm- that the Hon. Sir John Thompson desisted
ed by it, but he gives the government no from the attenpt whic his party was forc-
chance to examine the measure clause by ing on hlm, and what did he do ? Iastcad
clause, and he suggests no amendment by of gerrymandering Stc. Hyacinthe, Rouville
which, if there is a grievance committed and other parts of the province of Quebec,
upon any one, it should be redressed. he can e down like a man and respected the

The hon. gentleman was surprised that the county boundaries. In the only instances
goveranent touched only counties in the in which he departed from the principle of
western part of Ontario, and did not re- county boundaries, he committed a griev-
adjust the counties in the eastern part of ous wrong. He took from the county of
the province. The reason for that is very Bagot, where both parties were about even,
simple ; the grossest outrage committed in where the majorities did not go beyond 50
1882 was in western Ontario, and if the or 100-he took the Liberal municipality of
eastern part remains Intact, I cannot under- St. Pie and hived the Liberals in the county
stand why my hon. friend should complain of Rouville, which the present member re-
because It remains as he himself left it. ,*IF ,A i

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWElLL-- dirl
not complain.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-My hon. friend
brought to the attention of this Chamber a
declaration which the Minister of Public
Works made In Ontario, that after the
gerrymander Act of 1882 and 1892 was re-
called, the life of the Conservative party
would go out In Ontario. He was scandai-
Ized by that, remark, yet I thInk that the
Minister of Public Works was quite justi-
fied In making that affirmation. Quebec
was not gerrymandered by the hon. gentle-
man and his friends, and his party were
nearly wiped out of existence there In the
last election. When justice Is done In On-
tario-I know it will not be at the hands
of the Tory majority of this Chamber-but

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

presents by 900 or 1,000 majo1. Y, ,y

the Conservative candidate lost his deposit.
That is a grievance, because an undue
advantage was taken by the Conservative
party. When we come to Milssissquoi, we
find it again. The municipality of Stan-
bridge gave a big Liberal majority. After
uniting two Liberal counties, like St.
John and Iberville, the Conservative party
was not satIsfied with that but took the
municipality of Stanbridge from Mississ-
quoi and hived the Liberals in Iberville and
St. John. They took from the other side
of the river the parish of Lacolle, which
was in St. John County, which had given
60 majority to the Conservatives in
the prevlous election, and added it to Miss-
Isquoi, and when you look at the present
Bill you will find that it Is such wrongs
as these which the present government
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is trying to undo. Who will deny that 1872, the county boundaries were respected.
taking St. Pie from Rouville and restor- In 1882, the outrage of which we complain
ing it to Bagot will work an advantage was perpetrated. There lias been no chance
to the Liberal party, but we are remedying to bring forward sucli a measure since
a wrong which was committed in 1882, and 1882, for the party that committed the out-
we say we have an express mandate to rage, and which at every following election,
cone before parliament and obtain redress benefited by it, would take very good care,
of that wrong. being the majority in both branches of the

The hon. gentlemen from Marshfield and legislature, to prevent any change. We are
Westmoreland are surprised that we should here dealing with new conditions. The
ask, only one year before the census is taken, party that benefited by the packed jury In-
to make a new redistribution. If we are stituted in 1882 is now in the minority in
with in a year, or six months of the census, the other branch of the 'legislature, where
what difference does It make if It appears the people have a word to say in the choos-
we are to have a general election intervening ing of its representatives and in the man-
and that elections should be held on a fairer date that it gives theim, and I wonder if
basis ? in the face of the expressed will of the peo-

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Justice is a great ple, this Chamber will consent to allow

thing. public opinion to be tested within six
months or a year, before the saine packed

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Justice is a great jury, with the saine loaded dice which
thing when the Conservatives apply it to won the game to the Tories lu 1882.
their own party, but works havoc when The hon. gentleman from Marshfield
applied to the other one. Every one knows spoke of the letter of the constitution,
that before another census is taken we shal and discussed article 51. I shall say but one
have a general election. What is the ob- word on that point. Article 51 in the con-
Ject of the redistribution of the seats and stitution deals with what ? With represen-
readjustment of the proportion of the elec- tation according to population. Why was it
tors in each county, if it is not to have a enacted ? It was enacted at a time when
fair representation of the people ; and if we the provinces were coming together-when
go back to the people with a packed jury, considerable friction had already taken
have we followed the desire expressed by place lu the country over the question of
the majority of the electorate who rule representation by population-when Ontario
this country ? I say, no. I wonder how was increasiug, manifestly, considerably,
two parties in a civil case, appearing before and la the compact made between the
a jury which was declared irregularly call- provinces a clause was inserted dealug
ed, would like to be confronted with the with representation according to population,
same state of things if they were brought and giving a chance to the province that
into court and asked to have their trial be- showed an increase of population to have
fore the same jury because there was no time an increased representation. This is the
to call another jury, or for some other cause only reason for article 51, and the proof
or pretext. The hon. member for West-

ioreland spoke of the respect we owe to of the que4ion put by the hon. gentleman
precedent, and to the traditions which have
grown up, and which form part. sometimes, re arslied who ee to d u tt
Cf the constitution. In this present in-
stance, we are dealing with a constitution make a readjustment of the population. We
which is new, which has not lasted centuries, are net obliged after cvery oensus to pass
and besides, we are' dealing with a written a Redistribution Bil. We are only to do 80,
law which cannot be set aside for practice. If there has been a change lu the
But, upon what practice does my hon. friend population of the provinces. Article 51 Il
want to rely in order to set aside the whole there lu order te give a ight te the pro-
constitution ? Upon the fact that we have vince that has an Increase of population te
had no such measure before parliament since obtain lncreased represeittlOn, but It doês
confederation. It is very easy to explain not go further, and wheu we want te bring
why we have had ne sueui measure. Iu about an equlcbrium betweeI the population



of the counties, we then aet under our ing witb a question affecting the eonstitu-
sovereign powers. The hon. leader of the lion of tle other Chamber, that it speaks lu
opposition closed his remarks by declaring for the independence of the members of this
that he would move the six months' hoist, Chamber wlo cannot rise above blind par-
and fight against the measure, because he tisanship.
considered it w-as not in the interest of
the country. I thouglit there would be a elaIr to the one now under discussion w-as
slip of the tongue which would express clear- lnîroduce in this House and rejeeted, luot
ly his miind, after laying down the premises on the ground that the Senate lad not the
of his speech and that lie would declare that
he would vote against the measure, because pow-er to pass it, but because it was foundinexpedient and against the spirit of our
it is not in the interest of his party. constitution to alter the electoral divisions

The factious opposition offered, and which
w-lulie ffeeil y ne Toy mjoriy ~ of the Dominion 011 the eve of the decenniatill be offered by te Tory majority of iscensus it e-

Chamber, is ail the more offensive and in- -
excusable because it deals with the constI-
tution of the other Chamber. When the 1 ent so as te rpreseto oh the
infamous Assct of 1t2 was brougplht beforeinfmou Adof 882wasbro~zh beor cies set forthi by tlîe result of the census.
this Chamber, I quite understand that some
hon. member got up and protested against stlien too near the census. whici bias to lie
the measure. and if a similar mea- -

sure was brought down by the present gov- snce cn as o ierative
ernment before this Clamber, I would quite at th e of w our mont Leating
understand that members of this Chamber
would protest against it ; and even if this
present Bill contained some apparent or real
grievance, I would quite understand how our consideration. and ail the arguments
some hon. gentlemen would move in com- brought forward, w-e arrived at the conclu-
mittee to have it redressed, but it is not sion that it was better In the interests of
that which Is done. It is simply the rejec- pce and sound government to post-
tion of the measure, until another election pfe our acceptance of suoh legislation
takes place with the unfair redistribution of until the census was taken, and when we
the past. I have already expressed my opin- should le ln a position to do justice to the
Ion on this question, but the gross partisan-pass.
siip w hi s i on, ib ted g t ) T at first-born ehild, the cherlshed son f

tion of this measure wiill fully justify the
people who endorsed this part of the Lib- Justice, had not consttution enough to
eral programme on the 23rd of June, 1896, breathe the pure air of justice and fair play.
and which reads as follows And he dled ln the bands of is father,

9. The present constitution of the Senate Is kIlled no dout, choked, it Js evident, under
Inconsistent with the federal principle in our the welght of ail the utteranees made In
system of government, and is in other respects by-gone days of the leading men of the pre-
defective, as it makes the Senate Independent sent administration. He was buried with
of the people, and uncontrolled by the public
opinion of the country, and should be so amended ail the honours, under a majorlty of
as to bring It into harmony with the principles twenty-four votes, the chie! mourners being
of popular government. the hon. Minister of Justice, the Seeretary

I know that the hon. gentlemen, as long of State, the senior member for Halifax,
as they remain in the majority in this and my hon. friend the member for De Lori-
Chamber, will care no more for this declara- mier. Nine months have not yet lapsed since
tion of the people than the preceding one; that lamentable event, when another hIld,
I know tIhat, solldly sitting here ln a com- a second son of the constitutIonal affections
pact majority, the Tory opposition ln this of the present administration, In again pre-
Chamber will fight to the last to uphold the sented to us, lntroduced ln this Chamber 1y
Conservative party anid to retain the undue its putative father, the Miniuter of Justice.
advantages which it bas put on the statute- He le the real Image of the one who died
book ; but it seems to me, when we are deal- hast year. He han the same features. Tbe

HnHon. Mr. DALtDURyND.
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Minister of Justice has given him the sanie in 1893. The electoral districts of Nipissing,
name and the hon. Secretary of State has Ottawa City, Labelle, Hochelaga, Rouville, Cham-biy, Verchères, Bagot, Richelieu, St. Hyacinthe
just murmured to the dear little one the and Provencher; those were deait with differently
same cradle song. And what le the song ? from the wey they lid been deait with In 1892.Nobody challenged the right of parliment to make
The dominant note of it ls that this branc these changez. It was tien called a Bil to
of parliament muet accept the views of the amend the Act for the Representetion of the
lower House, and consequently adopt the H of Commons, and the Bil before thee to-day le to vmend the Act respecting
Bill now submitted for our deiberation I representation in the House of Commons. Tie
the forni in whlci It le presented. The very fact of our paving In 1893, after having aed
argument 'of the hon. mînister is a vya decenniel census In 1892, wlien we made cer-

tain changes and lterations In the Redistribution
eimple one In hie mind. It reies upon, and Bin of 1892 e suficient evidence that this par-
takes Its strength from the principle laid hiHment has claimed the power In the peet to

deel with this question.
down by hie eolleaguè the Minieter of Jus-i
tice, and wich ie so convenient bn the pre- res quotaton containse an asertIon o!
sent hour for party purpoweh. Thte princple facte and an argument based upon thee
la that the Houee of Commones have tre fact . I will not answer the argument. It
riglt and the power to paees uch leg la- need lot do so If I prove that the facts upon
tion, and that the Senate as the power, but wich the argument le baSed are aot cor-
not the righit to defeat Iv Tiat fallacoe rectly qtated. The asertion made by the
prinle bas been pulverized andIn the moat hon. mIneter wae made wlth seuch angelle
proper way by the hon, gentleman rom candor, wilth so a eanctlmonoue appear-
Rcihmond (Mr. Mler), who pointed ont and ance of trut, with a tone of euch melliflu-
vitorlous y demoneStrated that with and one weetneut that the Houee wae cauglt
within our written constitution, whlch hae by It and no0 one dare suppose for one miom-

notn thet righ toul deea it.h That fallactou

been given to Canada by the Imperial par-t
liament, every distinct power conferred upon truth whIch we then fallng from the lips
this Senate Implie an equal right as well. of the hon. nister. It muet be a very poor
No one cu diepute that with the single ex- meaure that neede to be defended by such
ception o! being unable wo originate Bille aseertions. With the permieeion of thcNo ones ca disput that withe the singl ex- in

for appropriating money, or any part of the e
public revenue, or for ,mrposing any tax, ter. If the hon. mînleter wae in ie place
this House has the power and the right I would aek hlm to-day If le asserte again
to take the stand It deems convenient that notwthstandIng the leglflation which
In the Interet of peace, order and good took place In 1892 in connecton wth the
goverument In Canada. Thie le precleely redistribution of scats In the House o! Co-

hon mniser ws mdewih uc an geIfretB lica

What we areadong to-day. the Interett on f h f
Peace, order and good government we wilî l ntroduced, In 1893, and that no Iess then

r ten electoral dietricts wtre deat wit, as he
ameasure le not In the public Intercet, but eaid, differcntly !rom the way thcy lied been

'et ttt coul be92 atn aelse but th

riercly brought forward to foster the In- daItr wic iahn 1 . Wlit aro the Vi tip
teret f a party. My contention l that i ter Vr
the Present Bill la not In the public Interet titurled 'An Act to amend the Act to re-
but soîeîy In the Intereste o! the Libere adet the reiresentation In the House of

Hmous I wl taisse wit the hon. minIS-

artY; but before provIng th proposition,se As hi
let me answer one or two assertions made! ter eald ten or eleven conetituencies were
by the hon. Secretairy o! State In the speech j dealt wlth by that Act, but It was merely tO
lie delivered ln thie House on riday lest correct clerical errors hIch are to ie fOund

ere lae the firet statement made by the lion, In the legisaotion of the Previous Y I whic
ihenteresthie ofpeace, rer an good take the language o! that ct. The ftrht

gernmljent in Caepnda. Thisis prècis reitibto ofsasinteHus efCm

1hatuwe. Reerring to th Iti discussion on the electoral dvison whiC h the At miel 1
Rtedistribution BIH which took place In th' the elettoral district of NlpiUBIfl& WliGf
pouee lest year, e gd the Bigw wod preented in the HoUs o!

ee ths desue esttedso tos fsuchtenmmons there wa very litte dith, IOh
a eda is not n thepl ut said, ifferenyact m d o took plae. The Bie
liamrent, ater hving e readjustment in 1892,

e aeditribution o! no lus thn ton madete Wai preted b er John ThoIPOn, were
20
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moved for leave to introduce a Bill (No. 42)
to amend the Representation Act. He said:

This is a short Bill which I introduce for the
purpose of amending the Representation Act of
last session in certain particulars, which are
of a clerical character, and which merely relate
to the correction of the boundarles without mak-
ing any change in any of the principles on which
the Act was founded. The first section was
more accurately to define the boundary lines of
the electoral district of Nipissing. It enumer-
ates the parishes and gives the boundaries with
more technical accuracy.

That is all with regard to that first section.
When the Bill went into committee on the
2nd March, 1893, Sir John Thompson added
these words :

I desire to call attention to the reasons for the
first section. The boundary line for the province
of Ontario has been altered since the district
of Nipissing was established, and the Bill, as
introduced last year, did not extend the limit in
accordance with the new boundary line. I am
informed by the law clerk, by whom the Bill
has been prepared, that the boundaries named
In the Bill, In so far as they are named, are
taken from the Ontario statutes, and otherwise
-that Is to say, as regards the new boundary
of the province itself-he has followed the line
closely as it can be traced on the map in accord-
ance with the description contained in the Im-
periai statutes as to the boundaries of Ontario.
I desire to amend this clause by inserting at
the end a few words which were accidentally
omitted In drafting the Bill, and which are in
the present Act.

And he goes on reading the amendment that
he proposed. This amendment was accept-
ed by the House of Commons without any
opposition. The second amendment in the
law of 1893, reads as follows :

The paragraph lettered ' P ' of the said sub-
section (2) of section 2, is hereby repealed, and
the following substituted therefor:

The electoral district of the city of Ottawa
shall consist of the city of Ottawa, except that
part thereof known as New Edinburgh; and shall
return two members.

What is the meaning of the amendment?
We find it in the explanations given by Sir
John Thompson in his speech In the House
Of Commons on the 16th February, 1893.
This second section was to correct an error
in respect to the city of Ottawa as stated
by Sir John Thompson. While the Bill was
in committee the committee adopted the sec-
tion correcting a clerical esTor whIch had
been committed concerning the electorail
district of the city of Ottawa, when the
passage of the previous distribution Act
took place. The law clerk In plaeing the
amended subsection placed it as a para-
graph to a section which provIded that the
places thereinafter mentioned should return

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

one representative. This would have had
the effeet of depriving the city of Ottawa of
one of its members ; therefore, we provided
by the legislation of 1893 that the city of
Ottawa shall return two members, as it had
the right to do before the mistake had
taken place. That is the meaning of the
second section of that Act. It is just to
put the city of Ottawa in a position to en-
ttile it to have two members in place of
one, which it would have had if the error
had not been corrected. The third section
reads as follows :

The paragraph lettered " B " of subsection 3
of the said section 2 is hereby amended by
substituting the word " east" for the word " west'
in the 10th line thereof.

What does that mean? Sir John in his
speech said :

Then there is an amendment substituting the
word " east " for the word "west," In order to
correct an error la respect to the boundary be-
tween new districts In the county of Ottawa.

So far we do not see that the assertion of
the hon. Secretary of State is correct when
he said this Bill was quite a different Bill
from the one introduced in 1892. The 4th
section reads :

The paragraph lettered " G " of the said sub-
section 3 of section 2 is hereby repealed, and
the following substituted therefor:

(G) The electoral district of Hochelaga shall
consist of the towns of Ste. Cunegonde, St. Henri
and Cote St. Antoine, and of St. Gabriel Ward,
In the city of Montreal.

It Is merely a correction, and here is the
correction explained in the speech made
by Sir John Thompson :

In the next section we will correct a mistake
in the electoral district of Hochelaga, providing
that it shall consist of the towns of Ste. Cune-
gçnde, Cote St. Antoine, St. Henri, and St.
Gabriel Ward, in the city of Montreal. The Act
of last session described them as being wards of
a city, but St. Gabriel Ward only is such.

Section 5, of the Act of 1893, says :
The paragraph lettered " R " of the sald sub-

section 3 of section 2 is hereby repealed, and
the following substituted therefor:

The electoral district of -Rouville shall consist
of the village Of St. Cesaire, Marieville, Richelieu
and Canrobert, and the parishes of St. Pie, St.
Paul, L'Ange Gardien, St. Cesaire, Notre Dame
de Bonsecours, St. Michel de Rougemont, St.
Jean Baptiste, St. Hilaire, St. Angele, Ste. Marie
de Monnoir and St. Mathias.

In the discussion which took place in con-
mittee on the 2nd of March, 1893, it was
explained that this section merely Introduc-
ed the parish of Notre Dame de Bonsecours
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which had been entirely left out in the pre-
vious Act. Section 6 reads as follows :

The paragraph lettered " S " of the said sub-
section 3 of section 2 is hereby repealed, and the
following substituted therefor:

The electoral districts of Chambly and Ver-
chères shall consist of the town of Longueuil and
the village of Verchères, Boucherville, Chambly
Basin, Chambly Canton, Varennes, the munici-
pality of St. Lambert, and the parishes of Bouch-
erville, Chambly, Longueuil, St. Basile le Grand,
St. Bruno, St. Hubert, Varennes, Ste. Julie,
Verchères, Contrecœur, Ste. Theodosie, St. An-
toine, St. Marc and Beleil.
The error corrected by the substitution of
this section for the paragraph of the law
passed in the previous year, is this : In the
year 1892 the Act stated that the electoral
district of Chambly shall consist of the town
of Longueuil, etc., while it should have said
the electoral district of Chambly and Ver-
chères, as the two counties lad been unite4,
so that the clerical error was la the omission
of the word 'Verchères,' and this clerical
error was corrected bv the legislation of 1893.

else but correcting the errors of the law
of 1892 ? If he can, I will allow him to do
so now. He is unable to do it. I challenge
him to prove it. Let hlim take time to do It
now.

Hon. MIr. MILLS-I purpose doing It wb-
the time comes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
may take as much time as he requires to give
me an answer to one of my inquiries and he
cannot do It. What is there in a title ? The
hon.,gentleman is unable to sustain his as-
sertion. I bave the law here.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-L have it here also and
what the law does is to amend the Bill of
the previous year. The hon. gentleman Is
contending that parliament has not the
power to do It.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
No.

and so on with each one of the different Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What was the asser-
paragraphs that follow. There is not a sin- tion of the hon. Secretary of State? Speak-
gle paragraph enacted by chap. 9 of 56 Vic- ing of the ten counties, he sald: 'Those
toria, passed In 1893, which is not the correc- were dealt with dfferently from the way
tion of a clerical error in the statutes of they lad been deait wlth In 1892.' No-
1892, and I defy my hon. friend, the Minister body challenged thc right of parliament to
of Justice, to controvert that. I think I make these changes. Lt was called a Bil
have given undeniable proof to the entire to amend the Act.
satisfaction of this House that the first Hon. Mr. MLLLS-Hear, hear.
assertion of the hon. Secretary of State is
not warranted by the facts. Ho.r.L DR-yhnfieda-'lotwarantd bythefacs. d me the tîtle o! it. He dld flot know it,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What is the title of aithougl I lad just read it before. 'The
the Act of 1893? very fact,' said the Secretary of State, 'of

on. Mr. LANDRY-It is chapter 9 of 56changes and

Victoria. alterations lu the Redistribution Act of
Victria.1892, le sufficient evidence that this parlia-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And it reads 'An Act ment has claimed the power la the past to
to amend the Act to readjust the represen- deal with this question.'
tation in the House of Commons.' Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Where is the point? Hon. Mr. LANDRY-But the hon. Secre-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This is amending the tary o! State goe further and asserts
Act of 1882. tbat the amendmente brovght forward In

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Certainly. Is that 1893 gave to the Act o! 1892 a dîfferent
all ? That is amending and correcting the appearance. As the hon. minîster PUts lt
elerical errors. ZD it lH a new ameNdment. Lt ws not ansamend-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, the statute does not
say so. It alters the boundaries in ten con-
stituencies.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is the hon. Minister
Of Justice able to prove that all these cor-
rections of this law of 1893 are anything

20J

ment to correct certain errors, but It ls an
amendment to change the boundaries of the
constituencles In another way.

làon. Mr. SCOTT-That ls what it does.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I say it does niot, and
I defy the hon. minister to prove the con-
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trary. He is not -able to do it. He may say
'hear, hear,' all night. He may laugh as,
long as he likes, but he is unable, as a con-
stitutional authority, or as a ipinister, or
as a lawyer, or as anything you please, to
prove that I am not right, and when the
hon. Secretary of State comes to this House
and says that the Conservative party ti
1893 undertook to readjust the counties, he
says what the title may sustain, for he is
playing on words, but what the corpus of
the Act does not warrant.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Oh, yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY--Where ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-All through it. It
changes the descriptions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It takes New Edinburgh
out of this city, of which it was a part, and
places it elsewhere. Read that provision.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Paragraph 2 says
that the electoral district of the city of Ot-
tawa shall consist of the city of Ottawa,
except that part thereof known as New
Edinburgh.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is substituted
for subsection 2 of section 2 of the Act of
1892. That subsection reads:

The electoral district of the city of Ottawa
shall consist of the city of Ottawa except that
part thereof known as New Edinburgh.

Where Is the change ? Where is the 'hear,
hear' of the hon. minister now?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
will hear the explanation by and by.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The explanation is
nowhere unless it is to be found in the
Magna Charta of the Minister of Justice, I
suppose.

At six o'clock the Speaker left the Chair.

AFTER RECESS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-When the House
rose at recess, I was trying to explain to
the Minister of Justice what took place in
the case of the amendments of the law of
1892, respecting the city of Ottawa. He did
not seem to understand me, so I may be
allowed to make a few additional remarks.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

By chapter G of the Revised Statutes of
Canada, intituled, 'An Act respecting Re-
presentation in the House of Commons,'
the city of Ottawa was given two members.
We find this in paragraph D of subsection
2 of section 3, which reads as follows :

The cities of Ottawa and Hamilton shall each
respectively form an electoral district, and shall
each return two ruembers.

That was the enactment of the Revised
Statutes of 1886, such as passed by this
House. Section 2 of the Act of 1892-55-56
Victoria, chapter 11, 'An Act to readjust
the representation in the House of Com-
mons'-reads as follows :-

Section 2. The said provinces respectively shall,
for the purposes of the election of members to
serve in the House of Commons, be divided into
electoral districts established by the Representa-
tion Act, and by this Act ; each of the electoral
districts hereby constituted shall, unless herein-
after otherwise provided, return one member ;
and each of the now existing electoral districts
aball remain constituted and represented as it
now is. except in so far as it is altered by the
following provisions, that is to say.

Following that is subsection 2, which, in
paragraph (a) says : ' The electoral district
of the city of Ottawa shall consist of the
city of Ottawa, except that part thereof
known as New Edinburgh.' By this Act of
1892, Ottawa was placed on the list of com-
stituencies as entitled to one member. That
was an error, and that error was rectifled
subsequently, in 1893, by the Act passed
that year, 56 Victoria. Section 2 of the Act
reads as follows

Paragraph letter P of the said subsection two
of section two is hereby repealed and the follow-
ing substituted : The electoral district of Ottawa
shall consist of the city of Ottawa except that
part thereof known as New Edinburgh.

It is a repetition of the words in the for-
mer Act,with this addition, ' and shal return
two members.' That 1s the correction. Now,
the hon. 'Minister of Justice said, before re-
cess, that the Act of 1893 took out of the
city of Ottawa that part called New Edin-
burgh. WIth the facts as I have stated, I
hope the hon. gentleman will see his error
and will candidly admit it. He will see that
he has no right to contend that the law of
1893 enacted anything new, or made a new
division, or took away from Ottawa a por-
tion of its area, as determined by the Act of
1892. I see, by the silence with which the
hon. gentleman is fortifying himself, that
he assents to what I say, and that he ls now
fully convinced of the eror of his ways.
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. L ANDRY-The hon. Minister
does not say 'Hear, hear.' le admits the
correctness of my statement, I suppose. T
shall now refer to the hon. minister's col-
league, the Secretary of State. That hon.
gentleman, uniting his forces with those of
the hon. Minister of Justice, found out that,
after all, the Act of 1893 was a new Act,
amen-ding the old Act of 1892. As was
stated in the House of Commons at the time
when that Bill was introduced by the Min-
ister of Justice, Sir John Thompson, the Act
wqs nerely 'a short Bill which I introduce
for the purpose of amending the Representa-
tion Act of last session in certain parti-
culars which are of a clerical character
and nothing else.'

Mr. Laurier-now Sir Wilfrid-was in the
House at the time, and made a speech of
three Unes, not to oppose the Bill, but to
accept it. When the Bill went into com-
mittee, Sir Wilfrid Laurier said nothing at
all. The committee rose and reported, and
the Bill was read the third time and passed.
There was no opposition to it, nothing of
',the mandate from the people ' to oppose it,
and nothing of 'the gross injustice done to
the Liberal party which is now pressed upon
us.' We heard nothing of the kind. I
do not know that the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice was in the House of Commons in 1893,
but if he was a member of that House, the
debate on that question does not seem to
Indicate that he had a voice in the discus-
Sion which took place. He was mute on
that occasion, as he is mute now. I come
now to the second assertion made by the
hon. Secretary of State in his speech deliv-
ered on Friday last. He spoke as follows :-

I core noiv to the consequences of the Act of
1882, because after all it was the consequences
that we almed at in the passage of the Act of
1882, and I take up a return here that was pre-
pared by the last governinent.

We never saw anything of the kind, but I
sUppOse his ipse dixit muist be accepted and
We must belleve that the government of the
day prepared a return which the hon. min-
Ister alone had ln his hands. He proceeds :-

I have here the total vote on the lists of 1882
Polled by each party . . . . The Conservative
vote in 1882 'was 140,025, the Liberal vote, 133,771.The Conservative majority, even after aIl the
manipulating of the constituencies was only
6,254 in the province of Ontario. . . . The Con
servatives elected r5 members and the Liberals

37, making a majority of 18, for the Conservati-
ves. Now, what would it require to elect the Lib-
eral member ? The Liberal member required 3,-
614 votes and the Conservatives required 2,546.
Therefore in that year the Liberals required 1,100
electors more than required by the Conserva-
tives. I ask was that a proper thing ? Take the
year 1887. The vote polled by the Conservative
party was 181,726, the Liberal vote 176,281, leav-
ing a Ccnservative majorityç of 5,445. Of these
figures the Liberals represented 4,638 electors,
and each Conservative represented 3,365 electors.
In other words, each Liberal had 1,300 more elec-
tors behind him than the Conservatives. I sim-
ply put those figures before the people of Canada,
and I ask whether they do not speak more
eloquently than any logic as to the effect of the
gerryrmander of 1882. There is just the result of
It and there is no denylng the figures.

As a matter o! logic I do not assume that
the Secretary of 'State is an authority in the
matter, but let us go on. What inference is
to be drawn from the utterances of the hon.
minister? It was that the Representation
Act of 1882 was manifestly unjust in its
consequences, therefore in its principle. But
the hon. minister was not fair in his argu-
ment, for he took great care not to show to
this House all the consequences which flow
from the Representation Act of 1882. Why
did lie not bring forward and show to this
House the consequences whIeh the elections
of 1891 and 1896 have demonstrated? Let us
take the general election of 1890 only. What
are the figures? Ontario elected 92 members,
forty-eight of which were Liberals, and 44
Conservatives, giving ln the representation
of that province in the House of Commons a
majority of 4 members for the Liberal party,
though the Conservative party, as a matter
of fact, managed to obtain a majorlty of the
voters of that province. This simple fact is
a complete answer to the contention of the
hon. minister that the Act of 1892 must be
considered als an unjust one because of Its
consequences as shown by the two genera.1
elections of 1882 and 1891. I will not leave
this subject without answering another as-
sertion, made last year and repeated this
year during the present debate, .with regard
to the character of the measure that 1s nOw
submltted to us. It bas been said that the
Bill Is Intenued to redress the injustice done

by the Act of 1882 and, ifurther, that thbis

measure was promlsed to the electorate at

the last general election. I will not take the

time of the House in glving a general ans-

wer which would Involve the studylng of the

old Act as applicable to each province of the
.Dominion. T shahl confine my remarks to
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the province of Quebec and to make them as but now they only return one. The county
short as possible, I will give to the Housebisshor aspossble I ill iveto te Huseveice against the operation e! that Act, wlth the
the opinion of an hon. gentleman of our prov- same unes as laid down in the present Bi. As
Ince fully cognizant of the facts and who is 1 bave Just remarked, the oniy time when an In-Justice was done was when St. Pie was taken
generally accepted as one of the chief or- purposely from fagot to make secure that couuty
ganizers of the Liberal party in the province fo" Mr. Dupont. It was taken and thrqwn into

Quebc. erearehisuttranes s ~ R ouville. We are -çiLply taking St. Pie and re-of Quebe. Here are his utterances as weBagot.
find them In the Debates of the oSenate ofn
last session, page 869. He said: That was the utterance of the Ao. gentle-

sman. Where is the gross injustice doue to
Ihae gutgremarked, he onl toe whndanr th

mander of tbe province of Ontario, I wîîî gîve eprvn. Weeistem daeo
hon. gentlemen an illustration of what is a ust the people ? We went to the elections.
law and what ls an unjupt law in the province ro Where is the plank o their platform ? The
Quebec. Mu 1892 the province oa Quebec wint
threatened with a gerrymander. Some crszy quilt hon. member rend it, but e did not under-
work bad been prepared in order to hive the stand it. I shall rend it for hlm. This was
Grits and to benefit the Conservative party.
The snes on certain counties were belng twlsted passed at the convention of the Liberal
to suit psrty ends. It was exposed lu the Hous party which took place u Ottawa ui 1893.
oW Commons l such a thborough maner that It
touced the conscience of Sir John Thompson. the rove

Hon. Mr. DANDIRAnD-Hear, hear j That by the gerrywiander Act the electoral di-
visions for the return of members of the House

tHon. Mr. LANDY-That happens with aog Comeons have een so made as to prevent
a fair expression o! the opinion o the coutrypeople who have conscienes. at the general election and to secure to tbe party

The quotation proceeds now in Ottawa a strength out of ail proportion
greater than the number o! electors supportiug

Who reelled nd rceded from the stand taken them would warrant. To put an end to this
by a certain number of bhi frends .r their efforts abuse, t make the House o Commons a far
to gerrymander the province o! Quebec. Yt exponent o! public opinion, sd preserve the
there remaned one injustce and under that u- work o! contnuity It la desirable that lu the
justice tbe people of that province have ever formation f the s nectoral divisions, county
uince been dmartlng. One municlpality was pur- boundarles sbould be preserved and that in tko
posely taken from the county of fagot toe e case parts o! counties shouid be put in one
tbrown into the county o! Rouville, in order to electoral division.
hive the Grpel in that county. The county of
Bagot was a close one, where the winning can- That la the resolution which was passed
didate was generally elected with a majority )f
less than one hundred. The Liberal parish of at the Liberal convention whih took place
Ste. Pie, giving 200 of a majority was thrown In 1893. The convention sald that they
into the Liberal county of Rouville. What was
the result ? The Conservative candidaite In wanted to prevent further abuse. What la
Bagot was elected by acclamation, In 1896, and doue to-day? Honourable gentlemen are
the Liberal candidate In Rouville was returned coming with the same abuse with which they
by 900 of a majority, the Conservative candi-
date losing bis deposit. I have stated that when roproached their adveraries. The hon.
the Bill of 1892 was brought down the province Minister of Justice aks us not to restore
of Quebec was to get quite a large dose of
gerrymander, but what did Sir John Thompson
do when the dishonest intention of some of bis He is detachin. parts o! townships from
colleagues were exposed ? Instead of twisting some Conties to throw them into other cou-
Vercheres and Chambly In order te gain party
advantage In two or three counties, shoving one stituencies. Does the hon. minister deny
municipality from Chambly into Rouville, and that? 1 think he w-fl have a fight with the
taking another municipality from Rouville Into
Chambly, he decided to honestly readjust the
representation In the province of Quebec, and
what have we on the statute-book ? We have
the boundaries of Chambly and Vercheres re- s0.
spected. These two counties were slmply united.
They were neighbouring counties. We have not Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Tnke paragraph 3,
heard one complaint In the province of Quebec,
because those counties, which it is true, were
represented by two Liberals and could subse- say ? That subsection takes off
quently elect but one Liberal, were united. The
county boundaries had been respected and no Ail that part o! tbe township of Stan!old, to
one complained. Sir John Thompson took Na- wit the first twelve lots lu the first tbree rangez,
pierville and Laprairie, which were neighbouring and the first ten lots in the fourth sud fi!th
counties and united them and no one grumbled. ranges, the flrst four lots in the sixth range, sud
He took St. John and Iberville and united them, the first two lots lu tbe seventb range of the
respecting the boundary lines and no one com- sald townsbip, Is trans!erred from the electorai
plained. It is true those counties never returned district o! Drummoud and Artbabaska to the
a Conservative. They had elected two Liberals, electoral district o! Megautic.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-How
about that ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Does the hon. minis-
ter say no ? He says yes now.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I do not.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is not that taking
part of a township from a constituency to
throw it into another constituency ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Of which It
formed part

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon.
cannot answer. He admits It ?

minister

Hon. Mfr. IILLS-No, I do not.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-But he is unable
to answer. What about the parishes of
St. Guillaume d'Upton and St. Bonaven-
ture d'Upton ? Those two parishes, which
since confederation have always voted in
the electoral districts of Drummond and
Arthabaska, are taken away from that dis-
trict and transferred to the electoral district
of Yamaska.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-To which they
belong both for provincial and municipal
elections.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-To which they belong.
They belong to Yamaska.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Since when ? They
Will belong to Yamaska if this Bill becomes
law. It ls not correcting an error of pre-
ceding legIslation. Who ever heard a single
Word of clamour In the province of Quebec
about these parishes ? No one grumbled,
sald the hon. minister, no one found fault
With anything there, and this change is
proposed, not with a view of undoing a
wrong, but merely with a view of serving
party interests. If that is not the view,
what is the view ? The hon. minister shakes
his head, but he does not know what answer
to give me. He must rely on the hon. mem-
ber for de Lorimier.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I do not. I shall
answer the hon. gentleman at the proper
time.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-But the proper time
will never eome. This Bill will be killed
before the proper time comes, and the ans-
Wer will be of no use. The proper time ls

now. Now is the proper time to show to
this side of the House that the hon. gentle-
man ls right, and I am in the wrong. Now
is the proper time to impress on . their
judgment that the Bill before the House
is a proper Bill and not one merely for
party purposes. This is the proper time.
I say that these two parishes since confed-
eration have always been in the counties of
Drummond and Arthabaska. Is that true or
not ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-No.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then let us have the
answer.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Those parishes
belong, for municipal purposes, to the coun-
ty of Yamaska and have always belonged
to it since confederation, and we are simply
restoring county boundary lines.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is it not a fact that
for federal purposes since confederation,
with the assent of both parties in parlia-
ment, during the Macdonald administration,
during the Mackenzie administration, dur-
ing every administration since then, these
parishes have always been in the counties
of Drummond and Arthabaska for federal
purposes ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I cannot say
from what day they have been taken from
Yamaska and put into Drummond and Ar-
thabaska, but one thing of which I am
sure ts that it le always time to re-establlsh
county boundaries. Those people have all
their dealings with Yamaska county, and
there ls no reason why they should be In
that Immense united eounty, Drummond
and Arthabaska, when they naturally be-
long to a much smaller county.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That does not answer
my question. That ts a side issue. I am
saying that the federal counties, Drummond
and Arthabaska-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There le no federal
county.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-They are a united
county for federal purposes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
knows that It Is only for electoral purp)ses,

iand that ls what we are fighting against.
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Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is only the title.
When we bring ln an Act to amend an Act
to amend clerical errors, and an hon. gen-
tleman with bis constitutional reputation
sticks to a quibble like that, to maintain bis
pretension, I do not accept his definition of
federal and local constituencies. The hon.
gentleman knows that those two townships
have always been for federal purposes in
Drummond and Arthabaska, and to-day, for
party purposes, lie takes them out of those
counties to put them into the county of Ya-
maska.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Wbere they b0long.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The bon. gentleman
from de Lorimier (Mr. Dandurand) spoke
of the mandate of the people. He said lie
went before the peopla in 1896, and came here
with a mandate. I took down bis words. He
said that at that time they appeared before a
packed and irregular jury with loaded dice.
That was bis expression. Here is a party

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-As bas been said,
this legislatlon is merely proposed to be en-
acted for party purposes. It bas not the
character of public interest attached to it.
If the principle advocated by the Minister
of Justice is a good principle, why does
lie confine it to a few counties in the pro-
vince of Ontario ? Wby does he confine It
to a few counties in the province of Que-
bec ? I may add this in addition to the as-
sertion made by the hon. gentleman from
de Lorimier that if a parish which, in a
local constituency, is in one county and in
the federal constituency in another county,
should be placed In a county as for local
purposes, why does he not do the same
thing for certain parishes in the county of
Yamaska and Nicolet? There are parishes
there which have lately been annexed to
Yamaska by the local legislature. Why
does lie not come with a similar measure
and enact the same thing here ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-It could be done
that appears before a packed and Irregular in committee very weîl.
jury, and then they ceoie here boasting that
they have a mandate from a packed and ir- Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In one case they must
regular jury. What 'is the mandate worth? serve party purposes, and that is tbe whole
Nothing at ail. If the jury was packed and object of the Bil. As I said before, tbe
Irregular, I do not accept the mandate : but I Bill Is confined to a certain part of the pro-
deny that such a mandate was given. The vince of Ontario, but if that prineiple is
majority from the province of Quebec form good It sbould be extended, net only to tbe
the working majority of the administration. whole province of Ontario, but to the wbole
If they did not have that majority they Dominion. It shouid be a general law for
would not have a majority in the House of the peace, order and good government of
Commons. There was one mandate given Canada. It is not so ln the present in-
ln the province of Quebec and that was to stance, and for that reason sha be h-
do Justice to the Roman Catholic minority oiged te record my vote agaInst the second
of Manitoba, and ail tie friends of my bon. reading o! the Bil.
friend wiho wanted to succeed in beplg elec
ted to parliament were obliged to sign a Hon. Mr. MILLER- do not intend to
document or pledge their word that they dctain tbe House t very great length, but 
would do for the Roman Catholle mi. have a few remarks to off er on tbree or four
nority of Manitoba more than tbe late ad very Important points in ths discussion,
ministration had done. That was the man- and the present, perhaps, Is as sutable a
date. Xot a word was said about the bound- time for doing st as I could select. My opin-
do Uf this discussion lias been that the de-Sno in hon. o the measure sould be debatd by
gentleman knows it very well. There neyer

was madat ofthepeope o tht qe@-tbe gentlemen w-bose provinces are intorestedi-en wo m anted o tlie peoeed on beig ese-
tion, and at a l events If flere w s a man- at e Bi ad be etailv boe ac
date it was the mandate o- a packed and i
Irregular Jury who were plalng w-ith load- us la the outslde provinces, wlle the re-
ed dice. presentatives of those provinces net affected

by the Bi ahoud vnaintain fa judicial
Hoa. Mr. DANDwt RAND-Prepared by attitude towards te BdIl, bear te ar-

yourseives. guments that are urged by the represen-
Hon. Mr. LANDRY.
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tatives from Ontario, Quebec and Prince
Edward Island, In which a gerrymander is
alleged to be contemplated under this Bill,
and form their conclusion from the argu-
ments adduced for and against the measure.
Following this view of the case, I intend to
contine my remarks to three or four impor-
tant constitutional points ln the discussion of
this Bill, some of which not only refer to
this measure, but to many other Bills which
come from the House of Commons to this
body for consideration. I can well afford to
adopt this course because hon. gentlemen
who have spoken on the opposition side on
this question have made such able and ex-
haustive speeches, from the hon. leader of
the opposition to my bon. friend from Stada-
cona (Mr. Landry) who bas just resumed
his seat, that I think on the demerits,
of the Bill alone this House must be
satisfied there is but one course open to
it, and that is to support the motion of
the hon, leader of the opposItion for
the six months' hoist. I was amused indeed
at the many quotations made by the hon.
member for Marshfield (Mr. Ferguson) dur-
ing his able speech on Thursday and Friday,
from past utterances of the leader of this
House. I was amused to find that the hon.
Minister of Justlee had so compietely boxed
the compass on the constitutional question
that the pos-ition he occupies to-day is cer-
tainly not the position he occupied ln
discussions elsewhere, and it astonished
the Senate to find that a gentleman whom
we ail looked upon as a safe authordty on
constitutional matters should waver, as he
was glhown to have done by the hon. gentle-
man fron Marshfield the other day. How-
ever, I recollect an incident which occurred
some time ago when the hon. gentleman
was a member of the Flouse of Com-
mons. I happened to be ln the gallery
on one occasion when my hon. friend made
an able and exhaustive argument against
the government of the day, when Sir John
Thompson was Minisiter of Justice. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Mills) denounced with
all the force of argument he could command
the uise of the word 'vlceroy' ln connection
with the Governor General.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, bear.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-He held the House
entranced for half an hour, during his elo-

quent denunciation on that subject.
When he sat down, Sir John Thompson got
up ln that quiet way of bis and read from
Hansard of a few years before the language
of the Minister of Justice (Mr. Mills) of
which his then speech was as full and com-
plete a contradiction as words could express.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman is
mistaken. He read from Lord Dufferin's
speech.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The House broke into
peals of laughter, and I do my hon. friend
the justice to say that no one laughed more
heartlhy than himself. He had forgotten
his position of some years before and com-
pletely contradicted all he then had ad-
vanced. I mention the incident to show that
my hon. friend when he speaks on constitu-
tional grounds cannot always be serlous.
He takes advantage of his reputation as a
constitutional lawyer, to make assertions on
constitutional law which ll not bear the
test of investigation.

The first point I intend to take ls, that
there is no mandate from the people to pass
this Redistribution Bill. There is no man-
date from the people which can for a
moment be considered obligatory on this
Senate. There is no mandate from the peo-
ple which constitutional usage in England
would regard as obligatory on the House of
Lords, to accept a bill which either of these
second chambers considered unwise, un-
just and contrary to the well-belng of the
tate. It is important that the Senate should

have a clear understanding of Its rights
powers and privileges In relation to what le
familiarly know-n as mandates from the
electorate. and I shall therefore endeavour
to state what a mandate from the people
should be to claim the acquiescence and sub-
mission of this Hlouse. The first requisite
of such a mandate should be that It em-
bodied with unmistakable certainty the
wishes of the people.

At the last general election the Liberal
party went to the country on a platformf

contalning many planks-1 forget the exact

number. but at least a dozen planks.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I think more than

that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY---Tbirteen.
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-They carried
them all out, al] the same.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-There was a plank
in favour of free trade as they have it in
England. Did they get a mandate from the
people on that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, thirty-three and
one-third per cent.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-They went to the
country with another plank-the reduction
of the taxation of the people, and I sup-
pose they got a mandate from the electors
on that subject.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-And carried it
out.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It is not pertinent to
my argument on the present occasion
whether they fulfilled their promises or not,
although a great many people declare they
did not, and the country will ere long decide
that question. They also inserted in their

validity, such as this Senate should feel it-
self called upon to obey-in opposition to its
own convictions, in regard to any one single
plank of that platform. I contend that this
House is not bound to submit to any alleged
mandate from the electors that does not
possess all the requisites of absolute cer-
tainty, and that the only way in which
these conditions can be complied with is by
a. direct reference of the principles of a bih,
including all its details, to the judgment of
the electorate. This le the constitutional
doctrine which prevails ln Great Britain at
the present day in regard to mandates from
the people to the House of Lords, under
their unwritten constitution, and it should
and does apply with greater force in this
House under the written constitution of
Canada. The details of a bill, partlcularly
a Redistribution Bill-may often be of more
importance than the principle involved, as
the most vicious detalls miglit easily be
covered by a fair-soundlng principle in leg-
islation.

political platform a plank in favour of the I intend to support my contention on this
reduction of the public expenditures. It is fundamental principle by the authority of
to be presumed the Liberal party got more one of the most emInent statesman of the
or less votes on every one of the planks in empire to-day-a hereditary Liberal, and a
their electioneering platform. In fact, it is very advanced one as well-a man who has
well understood, that every one of their been leader of the Liberal party in the
planks was adopted with the view of catch- fouse of Commons, and who is now a di
Ing votes, and that each of them did catch tinguished member of the Imperial govern-
votes there can be no doubt. That was thc ment-I refer to the Duke of Devonshire.
chief purpose they were intended to serve. It will bceln the recollection of the fouse
By an aggregation of the votes cast on the that mlin my hon. friend, the leader of the
thirteen planks of their platform, the Lib- opposition, was speaking, a fcw days ago,
eral party secured a majority in the House lie said the House of Lords rejected the
of Commons, which brought them into Irish Home Rule Bil because the details of
power. But who can say, with unmistak- the measure had not been submltted te the
able certainty, that on any single one f pople-that although the prInciple of the
these planks they secured a majority of Bil lad been submltted to the electorate at
the electorate. Therefore, the position I take the general election, the details had not
is, that so far as the Liberal party are con- been made public, and therefore the Bil]
cerned when they succeeded at the polls. and was rejected by the Upper House, and that
got a majority of the electors to support le was contradlcted by the hon. Minister of
their platform-in bulk, if I may use that Justice. The hon. leader of the opposition
expression--they, as a party, were committed was perfecty correct in that statement, as
to each and all of these planks. The Lib- 1 shah show presently. When the Home
eral party, so far as the House of Commons Rule Bih came before the House of Lords,
was concerned, 14ad, individually and col- the Duke of Devonshirc-not a fossil Tory,
lectively, a mandate to them from the peo- 1 repeat, but an eminent Liberai statesman,
ple which that party was bound to respect. took the ground that there was ne sufi-
But, I say emphatically, that there was no ient mandate from the people te pass the
mandate, with all the conditions of abso- bil; that it was not sufficlent that the prin-
lute certainty Indispensable to its force and cipie alone should bc referred te the electors

Hon. NMr. 'MILLER.
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and approved by them, but that it was just aiso of later Reform Bills. Such was the re-

as necessary-and in many cases more peal of the Corn Laws? Such was the case of
the Irish Church Act. Such cases may recur,

necessary, and indispensable that the de- and it is not for me to say what it may be the
tails of such a bill should be submitted duty of this House to do when a similar case

occurs again. It may be that a measure may be
specifically to the popular vote, before it in your Lordships' judgment so wrong, so Impo-
could be said that there was any such man- litic, so unjust, and no mischievous that it may

be your duty to resist it to the last at any risk,
date as the House of Lords would be bound even at that of the loss of your own political
to respect. On this and other grounds the privileges. But. my Lords, this is no such case.
noble duke moved and carried the Six This ls not a case in which you are called upon

to refuse to read this bill a second time, be-
months' hoist to the Irish Home Rule Bill in cause you are opposed to the principle of It
1893. This is the position the Senate should If I should conceive the case of the majority of

your Lordships being of any opinion favourable
always take and hold unflinchingly on all to the principle of this measure; if, as the Prime
similar occasions. When the government Minister thinks might be possible, a measure

core here and tell us they -fcunded upon a similar principle had been intro-
date hre a thepeoleu th p hsave a man- duced by a Conservative government, I do not
date from the People to pass any measure, 'undertake to say what the conduct of this House
it will not do to show that they have only might have been, but I, at ail events, should be

prepared to say the duty of this House would be
secured the endorsation of that measure in a 1 the same. I maintain that on a que.stion of such
general omnibus platform, with numerous magnitude, so closely touching the fundamen-

tal institutions of our State, if there le any ob-
other planks, but they must have a specific ject in the existence of a second chamber at all;
mandate from the people on a special refer- it is, at all events, to prevent changes of that

character being made without the absolute cer-
ence, untrammelled by other Issues, both tainty that they are in accordance with the will
on the principle and details, before they can of the majority of the people. Now, as to
ask the Senate to pass any important that certainty, we have no knowledge, and we

can have none. Look for one moment at the
measure to which we are opposed. history of the measure. It has been preceded by

no popul-ar agitation such as preceded the passing
Hon. Mr. PROWSE-There is one ques- of the Reform Àct or the repeal of the Corn

t Lawa. Those measurus had been for years be-
tion the hon. gentleman has omitted on fore the country, and had been fully debated and
which the government got a mandate, and discussed throughout the whole country ? I ad-

On whlch they got the right sort of man- mit the Irish Church Act was a different case.
There the proposai of the measure had not been

date--the plebiscite question. I preceded by any lengthened or any excited agi-
tation. But the whole of the Liberal Party, or

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I intended to touch almost the whole of the Liberal Party, had been
long in principle committed to the disestablish-

that subject before concluding my remarks. ment of the Irish Church, and, as Mr. Gladstone
It is strange, that on the only question for has reminded us, the disestabllshment of the
Which there is a specifie mandadte from Irish Church Act was only proposed to your

Lordships after it had formed the single issue
the people which I think this Senate would submitted to the country at a general election
be bound to obey, the government have re- and after the verdict of the country had been
pudiated that popular mandate, and ignored given in the most unmistakable terms.

The Home Rule Bill bas neyer beon accepted
the wishes of the electors. But my hon. by the country when it has been placed as a de-
friends, the Minister of Justice and his sup- finite issue before it.
Porters, wil no doubt tell us that the gov- No doubt, some electors voted for Home

Rule, but it ls quite certain that a larger num-
ernment obeyed the prohibition mandate ber voted for disestablishment, or local option,
as well as all the other mandates, by which or for parish councils, or for changes In the

it cidence of taxation In towns. or for changes In
they caught votes in the general elections. the labour laws. Well, these tactics were suc-

The Duke of Devonshire, In making his cessful in. their immediate object, and enabled
tin Her Majesty's government to propose measures

Motion against the Home Rule Bill used this of great Importance on these and varlous other
language: subjects. But they bave had this disadvantage-

that it has been absolutely impossible to form
I think that your lordships know well the any opinion as to what the real desire and wish

limits Of your power. You know that not being of the people is upon this most vital question.
a representative assembly, and not backed by We contend that it is a question large enough
the strength which a representative character to justify us in refusing to pass this measure into
gives to a legisiative body, and not sharing law until that question is settled beyond the
altogether the democratic principles which are shadow of a doubt.making progress In this as in other countries, I maintain that this polIcy is of sufncient gra-
it would be unwise, Impolitic and unpatriotio to vity to make it imperative that not the prin-
Insist upon your personal convictions by enforcing ciple of self-government for Ireland alone should
your own political convictions in opposi- be defInitely accepted by the country, but also
tion to what is believed to be the the form in which is to be conceded, and the
decided view of the country. Sucb was the provisions by which this principle is to be car-
case of the Reform Bill of 1832, and, I may say, ried into effect should also undoubtedly receive-
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the popular approval. Here, I think, my Lords, People singly, not oniy on its principle, but
we stand on still firiner ground. Not even those likewise On its details. There must be
who contend that the last election was conclu-
sive as to the opinikn of the country on the an unmistakable certainty that the peo-
principle of Home Rule will contend that its pie fully knew what they were voting
form or provisions were within the cognizance or
knowledge of the country. This form and these
provisions are in this case the very sense of the and that they had everythinc wltlin the
question in the contention of the promoters of four corners of the Bi bfore theui. This
the measure themselves.

When this measure is proposed only condition- Is a precedent of exceeding importance to
ally ; when, also, the form, structure, and provi- us as a second Chamber whose riglits are
sion of the measure have been avowedly con-
cealed from the country u'p to the time of the belng daiiy cailed in question by ignorant
general election, how can It be possible to con- or unthinking opponents of this body, wo
tc-nd that the country has given Its decision on
the measure, the form of which is now shown perhaps have neyer given an hour's study
to be only less essential than the principle it- to the marvellous structure of the British
self. I shall be told that the House of Commons constitution, on the theory and princîple of
approved of this Bill, and that the general elec-
tion gave to the House of Commons the neces- which, according to the preamble of the
sary mandate and authority to work out the British North America Act of 1867, the
orgar.ic details of the measure. I traverse that
argument at every step. For reasons which I constitution of Canada is based. 1 think it
have stated, I deny that the House of Commons well that the utterances of so eminent a
received any mandate upon Home Rule at all
at the last election ; and I say. further, If
there were a mandate, it was a conditional this grave constitutional question should
mandate, and that the conditions were not have a place in the Senate Hansard as a
within the knowledge of the country. Before
this measure is passed into law we have guidance for members of this buse wlen-
a right to demand that the judgment of the ever that question is involved ln the dis-
country shall be given, not upon a cry. not upon cussion of any bil subnitted to this Senate.
an Irspiration, not upon an impatient Impulse,
but upon a completed work ; and that this mea- The lon. niember for Stadacona (.r Lan-
sure, the result of the collective wlsdom of the dry) made a very good poiht In the course
government and parliament. shall be submitted
to the country for its approval, aye or no.

Under those circumstances, we are entitled that if any mandate were gven even to the
to say that this measure. which we cannot know House o! Coimons in relation to redistri-
to have directly received the approval of the
country, has not, from the consideration which bution of the constituencies, the bill before
It has recelved from the House of Commons, the Senate is not in accordance with that
given us the assurance that it had indirectly
that approval through the representatives of mandate, as read by the lion. member from
the people of parliament. I think I have said Delorimier division (Mr. Dandurand) from
almost enough to justify the motion which I the Liberal platform of 1893. If any man-
shall make. even if this House did not pro-
ceed to enter upon any discussion whatever of date comes to this parliament In conse-
the provisions of the bill. The motion which I quence of the success of the Liberal party
make is not founded solely upon the objection
whlch we may individually entertain upon the at the pois in the last election regarding
principle and character of the Bill, but it is redistribution It was to adopt the principle
also founded on the fact that it Is a change of everywhere o! county boundaries, which the
too large and vital a description to make It
right that it should be passed into law without bil before the HOuse, with few exceptions,
greater knowledge and certainly of the real completely ignores. Even in a restricted
judgment o! the people upon it.

Judgent f te pepleuponIt.sonse, there la not the shadow of a man-
The grounds taken by the Duke of Devon- date for such a bil, based on no principhe
shire were also taken by other noble lords whatever, as we have now on the table o!
In the sanie debate. but his words are so this House-and certainiy not carrying out
clear and to the point that I do not con- the principie of redistribution on which the
sider it necessary to trouble the Senate Liberal party say they appeaied to the
with further quotations on the subjeet. country.
Here we have the doctrine clearly laid I cone now to the second constitutional
down-a doctrine which should be kept in point which I desire to discuss. It lias
view by this House on ail occasions. hv one been contended on several occasions In this
of the mîost eminent statesmen of our time. House that we have not the riglit to amend
that a mandate from the people to be ob- or reject this bil because W relates sololy
ligatory on the House of Lords, and with to the popular brandi of pariament-that,
greater force on a second Chamber like the In fact, it 'is simply a part of the dorestic
'Senate of Canada. most be referred to the ecOnomy of that hi-nch with which thls

Hon. Mo.n tda. e b
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Chamber has no riglit to interfere ; in other with respect to banking bills, railways bills-
words, we have been told, although we have or insolvency bills. Nothing more or less.
the power, we have not the right to meddle There is no warrant in the British North
with the measure. Nothing could be more America Act for the contrary allegation.
absurd or inaccurate than this contention. It imperatively behoves the members of this
Wherever we have the constitutional Senate that our undoubted rights and powers
power to pass a bill we have also the are not questioned in any particular-much
constitutional right to do so. The contrary less in so Important a particular as that
contention is merely a play on words which which I am now considering. I have already
when uttered by a high constitutional au- said that there could be no greater absurdity
thority like the leader of the House, with than to call a Frachise Bill or a Redistribu-
an air of profound wisdom, may impose on tion Bill a domestic affair of the House of
the unreflecting, but will bear the test of Commons. The domestic affairs of either
investigation. Houses of parliament are regulated by re.

What, I ask, is the power of the Senate solutions or orders, in which one House
with regard to legislation ? Our rights and does not interfere with the other. Franchise
powers are clearly defined in section 18 of bills and redistribution bills concern both
the British North America Act, 1867, whilch Houses equally, and, above ail, interest and
reads as follows, as amended in 1875, that : concern the whole body of the electors.

The privileges, immunities and powers to be Could there be a greater anomaly than to
held, enjoyed and exercised by the Senate and cail such bis domestic bus of cither braneh
by the House of Commons, and the members
thereof respectively shall be such as are from Of the hegisiature ? I repeat, the right of
time to time defined by Act of the parliament the Senate to amend Or reJeet these lmport-
of Canada, but so that any Act of the par-
liament of Canada defining such privileges, im- ant bis Is, under the terms of our wrltten
munities and powers shall not confer any pri- constitution, just the same as that Of the
vileges, immunities or powers exceeding those
at the passing of such Act held, enjoyed and
exercised by the Commons House of Parliament and vlndicated by us on ail fittlng occa-
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and sions, because on their maintenance depends
Ireland, and by the members thereof.Irelnd, nd y th memerstherof.Our usef ulness and authority as a co-ordinate

The plain meaning of this Important branch of the parhiament of this Dominion.
clause of the British North America Act Is 1 Intend now to go further and prove to
that the Senate and the House of Com- the enate that the sane rights and powers
mons enjoy precisely the same right and ln relation to franchise and redistribution
Power in regard to legislation, except when bis, as I daim the Senate possesses under
Our rights and powers are qualified or limit- the British North America Act, are claimed
ed In any way by the express provisions of and exercised by the House Of Lords under
the said Act. What, then, are the limita- the unwritten constitution of the mother-
tions of our legislative power under that land.
Act ? Section 53 limits our power with re- When the Franchise Bi was before thi
gard to money bills as follows: House two sessions ago, the same questions

Bills for appropriating any part of the public were raised, of the power or right of the
revenue, or Imposing any tax or import, shall
originate in the House of Commons.
We have the power to deal with any other Went very fully Into the precedents whlch
bills that may come before us as we thInk Brltish Hansard afforded us of the
proper.action f the House f Lords on the Fran-

Poiler.chise Bill and the Redistribution Bill of Mr.
Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is nothing in that Gladstone's government in 188. That

whIch says we have not the power to deal Franchise Bil was only second In Importane
with money bills. to the Refrm Act of 1832. It added 2,00,-

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I admit our power Is 0 Of voters to the electorate of the United
limited or qualified with regard to money KIngdom. The Bil was Introdueed In the
bills, but not with regard to bills of any Gommons on the 5th of February, 188, and
other description, and that we stand exactly received Its third readlng in July foilowlng,
in the same position with regard to fran- but was fot acempanied by a promised
chise billa and redistribution billb as we do Redistribution Bil, and the Lods took the
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position on that occasion. that until a satis-
factory Redistribution Bill was placed before
parliament, they would not give the Fran-
chise Bill a second readlng. All the speeches
on the subject were illustrative of the point
I am now making, that is, the undoubted
right of the Upper Chamber to deal witi
both subjects in as full and ample a man-
ner as the House of Commons. Nor was
their constitutional right and power dis-
puted by any statesman of standing in either
branch. On the second reading, Lord Cairns
moved the following amendment to the
Franchise Bill, which resulted in the defeat
of the bill by a large majority :

This House while prepared ln a well consid-
ered and complete scheme for the extension Of
the franchise, does not think it right to assent
to the second readIng of a bill having for its
object a fundamental change in the United King-
dom, but which ts not accompanied by provi-
sions for so apportioning the right to return mem-
bers as to ensure a true and fair representation
of the people, or by any adequate security in
the proposals of the government that bill
should not come into operation except as part
of an entire scheme.

The adoption of this motion resulted in
the prorogation of parliament, when the gov-
ernment entered into negotiations with the
leader of the opposition in order to secure a
Redistribution Bill fair and satisfactory to
their political opponents. There was no talk
amoug responsible statesmen of abolishing
the House of Lords for taking this high
stand ; it was not alleged or contended that
the bills related to domestic affairs of the
House of Commons, with which the Lords
had no right to interfere. Both Mr. Glad-
stone and Lord Granville spoke in the most
courteous manner of the right of the Lords
to assume the position they did. in bringing
about the rejection of the Franchise Bill,
and declared the wIilingness of the govern-
ment to go any reasonable length to effect
a fair compromise that would Insure a satis-
factory Redistribution Bill la order to secure
the passage of the Franchise Bill.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Did they reject the
bill ?

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Yes, they rejected the
Franchise Bill, as I have just stated, and
Parliarnent was immediately prorogued.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Did I understand the
hon. gentleman to say the House of Lords
rejected the Franchise Bill ?

Hon. ýMr. MILLER.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Of course, on the
amendment of Lord Cairns, which I have
just read.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They postponed it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-No. The bill was vir-
tually given the six months' hoist and killed
for the session-a queer postponement.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-At what date was
that ?

Hon. Mr-. MILLER-I have already said
in 1884. You will find the whole debate in
the British Hansard of that year. Let me
cite from Lord Granville's speech on the
reasseinbling of parliament in the autumnl
of 1884 :

My Lords :-I beg leave to make a short state-
ment on behalf of Her Majesty's government.
I presume that we are ail agreed that the action
to be taken this week by your Lordships' House
is of vast importance, affecting not merely
party Ideas, but interests of a national charac-
ter. There is no question as to the principle of
the Franchise Bill.

* * *

It la understood, and I believe not without
reason, that your Lordships intend to give a
second reading of that Bill.

* * *

But I am not satisfled to assume this step will
terminate the difference between your Lord-
ships' and Her Majesty's government. I do not
propose to enter into the merits of this differ-
ence ; it la sufficient for my present purposes to
remind your Lordships that while the proce-
dure adopted by Her Majesty's government bas
been supported last summer, and again this
autumn, by unusally large majorities in the
House of Commons, It has been condemned by a
majority of your Lordships in this House. I
will not now refer to offers which at different
times have been made by Her Majesty's govern-
ment, and which are generally known as hav-
ing been rejected. I am not aware of any in-
timation having come from the opposition, apart
from an Intention to reverse in some shape or
other the procedure adopted by Her Majesty's
government, and supported by the House of
Commons, in order to adopt that which has been
favoured by your Lordships. The result ls a
state of things which although it may be far
from disagreeable to extreme politicians on both
sides, la deplored by all modern men, and I
slucerely belleve, by a majority of your Lord-
ships.

Lord Granville does not venture to tell
the louse of Lords that the Franchise Bill
was a purely domestic affair of the House
of Commons, with which their lordships had
no right to interfere. He does not question
their right to reject the Bill, but on the con-
trary, he freely concedes It. He goes on to
say how the government proposes to meet
the objections of the House of Lords ; and
he shows the greatest consideration for
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these objections. His language is that of that those who so cordlally supported us last
a high-toned and broad-minded statesman. session wll nlt thlnk we have retired too muchfroin the exact course of procedure whlch we had

I am authorized by my colleagues to state drawn for ourselves. And, I do, with considerable
how we would propose to meet the objections confidence appeal to the noble lords opposite to
wbich have been raised by some of your lord- receive this proposition in tue spirit in which
ships. To those, if there are such, who may de- we have made I. We have made it in a spirit
sire to force on an immediate dissolution I have of earnestness and of conciliation and as tend-
little to offer, but the case la different with ing to seule a difference which every dictate
those who desire a settlement-a desire which of statesranshlp, and lndeed 1 may say of
we claim ourselves, and of which we are quite common sense, makes it desirable in the in-
willing to credit noble lords opposite, whose terests of ai concerned, should be brought to a
objections we honestly desire to meet. I under- final and satlsfactory close.
stand that the objections are principally these.
Your lordships think that although you are ready The compromise thus arrived at was honour-
to support a Franchise Bill, it la dangerous to do
so unless you are acquainted with the character
of the Redistribution Bill which la promised, satisfatory to the opposition was passed
and which will affect its worKing. You are immediatey after the Franchise Bil, and
afraid that it may be of a revolutionary charac-
ter, or, as some have put it, dangerous to the the right of the Upper House to an equal
prospects of the Conservative party. You also voice in sucl important legisiation was ad-
fear that there may be no 13111 at ail, or, at ail
events, that there may be none until the two
thousand new votera have acquired' the right I now desire to offer some observations on
of voting. My lords, I will now proceed to the constitutionality of the Bil before the
state how, in my opinion, and in the opinion
of the government, without sacrificing our own buse-m other words the power of par-
object, we may best meet these objections. Our liament to pass the Bil at the present tIme.
object is to secure the passing of the Franchise
Bill without delay. We cannot jeopardize it. on this Important point I must Say hold
Your lordships must be aware that we could an opinion different from some of My poli-
enter into no understanding or take any steps
as to the immediate introduction or prosecution tical friends for whose ability 1 have the
of a Redistribution Bill, or as to anything con- highest regard. When the constitutionality
nected with it, unless we have sufficient assu-
rance that we should thus secure our principal of the Redistribution Bil was hast year
object, namely, the passing of the Franchise Bill chalenged in parliament and the press, in
without delay-that la to say, during the aut- the early stages of the measure lu the House
umn session.

S * of Commons, a great many persons, who,
In that case, I may tell your lordships that

the Bill will cone into effect on January 1, 1886.
If we were sufficiently assured in the manner were of opinion that a Redistribution Bil
I have stated, I am not aware of any demand couid only be passed after a decennial cen-
or suggestion that will be made with regard to
the procedure affecting the Redistribution Bill susa
to which Her Majesty's government will not be ing arose from a confusion of the words
ready to accede. If we get that sufficient as- redistribution and readjustmeut, which
surance, we should be ready to submit the main
provisions of the Redistribution Bill. were very often taken to mean the same
This language contains no hint that te thing, which they certanly do not. They
Lords' attitude towards the Franchise Bill are two different words, mealng two very
or the Redistribution Bill was In the slight- different things. Readjustment means the
est degree unconstitutional. Lord Gran- equalizing of the representation of the van-
ville continues: oua provinces wen the census Shows that

To make every reasonable effort for the pur- a decrease or an Increase In one or more
Pose of accommodation, and any difficulties in of the provinces renders an equalization
the way of accommodation, I think I may say
Would not come from Her Majesty's govern- necessary. That ls, if after the censua It tg
n'ent. We should be ready, if it la possible, found that one province has lncreaoe'd 11,
and I do not see any impossibility in it, to pre- population whle another has decreased 90 assent a bill framed in the spirit of that sketch
given by Mr. Gladstone In the House of Com- to makethe exîsting unit of representation
inons and which on November 7, seemed to be for the Dominion Inapplicable te elther or
received as satisfactory by Sir Stafford North-
cote.

lier Majesty's government are prepared to rectify these discrepancles. For instance,
use their utrmost efforts to pasa the Bill through Nova Scotia lost one reprefltatiVe, Newthe House of Commons in the early period ofnext year. And- I am further authorized by Brunswick two, and Prince hdward Island
them to state that they would consider the o g&lned on
passing of their Bill through the House of Com-
mons a question vital to thernselves. My lords, the readJustment after the hast cengul,I submit this proposal to the favourable con-uideration of both aides of the Hous. I trust whh necessftaoted a RedtibUton Bial te
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meet these changes in the representation. the Bil be good or bad, vote against
Not only do I admit that the present Bill I it. But while I beieve the proper time to
within the legislative power of parliament, introduce a general Redistribution Bil is
but I also am of opinion that we have the after each decennial census, it does Dot fol-
power at any time to remedy by Act any low that 1 would feel myseif bound to sup-
abnormal or unfair conditions of the repre- port any sucl Bil, though Introduced at the
sentation of any constituency that may be riglt time. 1 would feel myseif then as
presented to this parliament. much as now at perfect liberty to oppose

While, however, conceding the constitu- the Bil If I saw good reson for doing so.
tionality of the Bill as fully as claimed for I was fot present during the debati on the
it by the Minister of Justice, I entertain a Bil last year owlng to Il-health, but I knew
strong opinion that the proper time for a that when the second reading was asked for,
genera.1 redistribution of the constituencies the hon. leader of the opposition moved,
ls the period fixed by law for readjustiment, wlthout denying the constltutlonality of the
after each decennial census, and I think it measure, a virtual six months, after argu-
is unfortunate that it bas not been so fixed ments showîng the Injustice that would fol-
by the Act of union. I think it must have low the passage of the Bil. I was surprised
been an omission or inadvertency, and there afterwards when I saw in the press an opIn-
Is presumptive evidence in favour of !on of eninent counsel sent from England
that view. Many of the gentlemen who as- sustaining the constitutlonality of the Bil,
sisted in framing the British North America which had fot been controverted by the
Act were for three-fourths of the time Snate. This opinion was deait with by the
that has elapsed since confederation in hon. leader of the Senate in the closing
power in this Dominion. The Conservative week of the hast session. He showed that
government up to the last hour of its exist- this opnion was based On a complete mis-
ence contained eminent men who were representation of the position of the Senate,
among the fathers of confederation, who and I thought this would be the last of the
had first laid the stones of the constitutional affair. The Minister of Justice sald that he
edifice in Quebec, and who afterwards went anew nothîng about the opinion of Mr. Blake
to London to finish off the building under and others, or who had asked for lt. It now
the auspices of the Imperial authorities, and transpires that It was asked for by is co-
to watch the passage of the Union Act adjutor In the Department of Justice, the
through the Imiperial parliament. These Solicitor General. Can it be possible that
men established the precedent that the pro- the minister knew nothing of thia action of
per time for redistributing the constituencies bis colleague ? He gays he did not, and of
was after each decennial census. I say they course we muet believe hLm. But what
are high authority in regard to the precè- about the miarepresentatIOn Of the Position
dent, of the wisdom of which I am a of the Senate by the hon. Solicitor General?
strong advocate. Having voted since con- Was ît wifuh misrepresentation or want or
federation for that precedent, I intend to knowledge? I caniot suppose that a man
vote for it all along, and I regret that the who stands s0 high ln Ms profession would
present government bas not adopted it, as be guiltY of any such wIlfuh irepresenta-
It might thus have become almost an un- tion-but he showed a very extraordinary
written law. If they had done so, it would Ignorance of the attitude of the Senate, in
have given almost the force of law to a the case he submltted to the minent Eng-
good precedent, and would be the means of lsh counsel-by no means creditable to the
preventing tinkering or improper interfer- second law officer of the Crown.
ence from tume to time, at the behest of During the recess, the sane opinion of
powerful supporters, with the sensitive and eminent Engllsh counsel was republished ln
delicate organization of the representation of the newepapers of Canada, under the head-
the people in parliament, so far as regards îng in large letters, 'The Sonate Condemn-
the redistribution of seats. For my own ed., I was astonished to soc the miarepre-
part, I shall on every occasion when a gen- sontation of this House retorated, even In
eral bill of this nature is submitted to par- ConservatIve Journala, who made no effort
liament at the wrong time, whetber to refute the shandor and justify the action

Hon. Mr. MILLER.
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of the Senate, as could easHly be done. Hav-
ing an hour at my disposal I wrote a short
article for the leading opposition journal ln
Nova Scotia, and not having an opportunity
of speaking to the Redistribution Bill last
year, I will now give the article to the
House as an epitome of what I would pro-
bably have then said had I been in my
place. It gives in a nut shell the reasons I
would have advanced last year for opposing
this bill :

THE SENATE AND THE GERRYMANDER
BILL.

London, Aug. 24.-The constitutional dispute
over the Canadian Senate's rejectment of the gov-
ernment's Redistribution Bill, which was sub-
mitted by Charles Russell to eminent English
ccunsel has been decided against the Senate.
The opinion, which was published to-day, says
the Canadian parliament la competent to legis-
late as proposed, independent of the decennial
readjustment. The opinion ia signed by Robert
C. Cecil and Messrs. Blake, Haldine, Asquith
and Carson, members of parliament.
To the Editor of the 'Herald.'

Sir,-This 'opinion of eminent English counsel'
was given to the public in full in western jour-
nals over three weeks ago, and was brought
to the notice of the Senate by Sir Mackenzie
Bowell during the last 'week of the session, who
lnquired of the Minister of Justice whether the
latter knew who had asked the opinion of these
eminent lawyers on the question lndicated-an
opinion that must have been obtained on a mis-
representation of the attitude of the Senate to-
wards the Redistribution Bill. The Minister of
Justice replied that he was unable to give any
information on the subject. Sir Mackenzie
Bowell then stated the position of the Senate on
the Bill in question, quoting from the Senate
' Hansard, ' as well as the reasons for its rejec-
tion by that House, and ridiculed the action of
the friends of the Bill in sending acoas the
Atlantic for such a legal opinion.

The attitude of the Senate towards the Redis-
tibution Bill was-not that it was unconstitu-
tional-but that it was unwise and inexpedient
and contrary to sound policy to depart from the
precedent established by the framers of our
constitution of redistributing the constituencies
(when necessary) after each decennial census,
and at the same time that the readjustment of
the representation of all the provinces was pro-
vided for by the Act of union. The nearness of
the period for taking the census (1901) gave addi-
tional force to this argument.

But the main reason of the rejection of theBill by the Senate is well known to have been,that the measure was atrociously unjust ; thatas a gerrymander It exceeded in iniquity any
thing that had even been attempted even by the
one-house legislature of Ontario-a province
notorlous under Grit rule for the machine
mnethods (of all kinds) there practised to secureParty avantages, and where, by such methods,
and unlimited corruption, the mis-called re-formera have so long held power-the end of
which, however, is happily now in sight.

Let me give one or two samples of that
unique Bill :

A certain number of constituencles, presumed
to entertain Conservative predilections, with a
Population of 200,000 were given by the Bill as
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introduced) four representatives in the House of
Commons-while ten other constituencies, aggre-
gating very little over the same population of
200,000, but presumed to be of the true Grit
faith, were given ten representatives in that
bcdy. Then, again, the Bill contained a very
marked exhibition of petty malice and revenge
in regard to two constituencies that had rejected
at the general election, two leading Liberals,
now ministers of the Crown-the Minister of
Justice and the Minister of Customs-which were
swept out of existence-showing how littie even
a regard for appearances, not to speak of fair-
play, must have animated the framers of the
measure,

Should there be any wonder that the Senate
rejected such a Bill ?

I think I have shown, hon. gentlemen, that
there is no mandate from the people to pass
the Bill now on the Table of this House;
that the -legislative power to reject or amend
the measure is clearly given to us under
our written constitution, the British North
America Act, 1867 ; and that the same
power is claimed and exercised in the par-
liament of the United Kingdom by the
House of Lords, under the unwrltten consti-
tution of the motherland. I have also en-
deavoured to place on record, while admit-
ting the constitutionality of the Bil, my de-
cided conviction that the proper time to re-
distribute ·the constituencies is after each
decennial census, and not at any period the
whin, or caprice or interests of party may
dictate, and on these grounds, coupled wlth
my hostilty to what I belleve to be the un-
Just provisions of the rneasure, I feel it my
duty to record my vote in support of the
amendment of the hon. leader of the oppo-
sition-a vote which, I contend, will be in
accord with law in Oanada and precedent
in Enghand, and which, I have no doubt, wll
be approved by a majority of the electors
of the Dominion whenever they are called
upon to give a decision In the premises.

Hon. Mr. MAODONALD (B.C.).-I do not
propose to occupy the time of the House very
long, after the able speeches we have had
from the hon. leader of the opposition and
the hon. gentlemen from Marshfield, West-
moreland and Richmond. The last speech
has given us clearly the constltutional as-
pect of this case, and it would take a very
high authority to give an opinion against
his, although different opinions were held
at different times. First of all I shail call
the attention of the Senate to the Bill Itself,
and not to its necessity now, or to its consti-
tutionality. In a matter of this klnd, where
counties are divided, there should be a map
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before us in order that the House may better
understand the scope of the Bill. Then
again the worst part of it Is we are asked to
go it 'blind and accept electoral divisions
made by the government of Ontario and not
by the ýDominion parliament or government.
We know that the Ontario government is
proverbial for its tendency to cut and carve
constituencles for the benefit of the party in
power and no one desiring to do what Is
right and just could possibly vote for a Bill
containIng a provision of that kInd. The
hon. gentleman from Halifax (Mr. Power) is
a great stickler on this point, and will not I
suppose have two opinions on this subject.
He has often contended that where a provin-
cial statute 1s quoted In a Bill before this
House It should be embodled In the Bill. I
think his position is perfectly sound. I for
one would not vote for this Bill with that
part of it incomplete.

I confess that I am not weH enough
skilled in poltical anatomy to say whe-
ther these counties have been dissect-
ed fairly and squarely as between party
and party, not placing the advantage
on either side, but I can see that this
Bill is a premature birth, therefore physic-
ally, and morally weak, and cannot stand In
the face of a wholesome criticism. Why
should this measure be brought forwar'd be-
fore the orthodox time, when we know how
fortunate the government hais been under the
electoral adjustments of 1892-93. I am not,
as a rule, of a suspiclous nature, but I do
attach some suspicion to the launchIng of
this Bill at this time, as the fundamental
reasons for it do not exist. The hon. gentle-
man from Marshfield was aible to show from
a speech of the Minister of Justice on a sim-
Ilar Bill In 1892, that readjustment could
only be had every ten years, after the de-
cenil census. Now he says it can be taken
at any time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--I contradicted that, and
I contradict it again. I say there Is not a
sentence ln what I said which supports that
contention.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-It' is a
good thing to have a good memory at times,
and a bad thing for some politiclans to have
a Hansard.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not for me.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-I agree with
the opinion expressed by the hon. gentle-
man in 1892. In 1892 Sir John Thompson
expressed opinions on the constitutionai
aspect of the question like those which we
have heard to-day from the hon. gentleman
from Richmond, that is to say, that the Bri-
tish North America Act contained sufficlent
power, apart from sec. 51, to enact a Bill
of this kind. My hon. friend met him In
thls way :

The hon. Minister of Justice maintained that
under the 91st section, power to legisiate for the
peace, order and good government of Canada
conferred no constitutionai powers to legislate
upon this subject. It was from section 51 we
derived our power.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did net agree with
that view of It.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-The hon. gen-
tleman further on said that 'it must pro-
vide in accordance with section 51 and net
otherwise.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will see
there I am speaking of whether the parlia-
ment itself could make the division of the
constituencies or whether we should appoint
another body to make It. That is the point
that Is there discussed.

Hou. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-It seems
to be the whole point whether parliament
could pass that Bill without section 51. The
Hon. Mr. Davies, now Sir Louis Davies,
emphasized the opinion of the Minister of
Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, he emphasized his
own.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Mr.
Davies showed that where there was spe-
cific îlegielation, section 91 could not over-
ride it. Section 51 is specilfe, but sec-
tion 91 Is not specific, and It Is common
sense that where there is a specifle clause
in an Act it cannot be overridden by other
general clauses. Sir Louis Davies at that
time spoke very strongly In the same way,
contending that it could not be done, he
said, In reply to Sir John Thompson. These
are my views, and therefore I contend that
whatever Is done should be done under sec-
tion 51. That being the case, th's Bill is
premature.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There are three specific
sections dealing with the subjeet.

322 [SENATEI'



[MARCH 26. 1900]

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The Min-
leter of Justice, in introducing this Bill,
gave no strong or valid reason for doing so
prematurely and before he had possession
of the data necessary to a readjustment.
The only reasons he gave was the necessIty
for rectifying the electoral divisions of 1892
and 1893. Sir John Abbott, when introduc-
ing the Adjustment Bill of 1892, gave good
and valid reasons for its passing. He said :

This Bill was rendered necessary in a large
degree by the fact shown by the census, of a
comparative loss of population in certain of the
provinces, and an abnormal increase of popula-
tion in some of the electoral centres of the
Dominion.

These, as the House will see, were
stronger reasons than any adduced now.
With regard to the right of the House to
amend or reject a Bill of this nature affect-
ing principally the House of Commons,
whatever affects that branch of parliament
affects the whole country, and this House,
in its two-fold capacity as a branch of par-
liament and as a portion of the electorate
of the country, has a right to deal wlth it.

The Bill of Supply is supposed to be the
most sacred right in the keeping of the
House of Commons, and even that Bill can
be rejected by the Senate. It is, therefore,
quite clear that this Bill Is not complete
wlthout the sanction of the Senate, and if
we have the power to adopt and amend, we
have the power to rejeet. Had the Bill kept
to the boundaries of the counties, towns and
villages, it -would be a different matter, and
entitled to more consideration, but It does
not keep to such boundarles, and is partial
ln Its scope. Admitting, for the sake of
argument, that the Bill ls equally fair to
both parties, even then it would be open to
twO Important objections : first, the suspi-
clou attached to its belng brought in just
before the general elections, and, second, its
being brought ln prematurely and straining
the provisions of the British North Amercia
Act, ln letter and in spirit. That Act laye
down clearly when a readjustment shall be
made. If It could be shown that the in-
crease ln population in the last nine years,
or the movement of the people from one
province to another, or from one county to
another, made a readjustment necessary,
this Bill would stand In a more favourable
position ; but this han not been shown. It
la quite true, the.Constitutional Act does not

say : ' You shall not pasa a Readjustment
Act at any other time ;' but it does say that
It shall be done at a speclfied tIme. Any
one in the position of a disinterested judge,
watching the opinion expressed for and
against this Bill, would, without doubt,
come to the conclusion that a question of
this kind should be removed from the par-
liamentary arena and placed on a plane be-
yond the manipulation of Interested politi-
clans. As there are two political parties ln
the country, necessary perhaps to keep each
other in check, I would take three men from
each party, presided over by a judge of re-
pute as umpire, and let them adjust the re-
presentation on the lines of counties, towns
and villages, and the proportion of repre-
sentation to population, as laid down in the
British North America Act. The hon. Sec-
retary of State held views similar to these
in 1892, and said :

The readjustment should be in the haads of a
tribunal outside of political influence.

The hon. Secretary of State expressed
another opinion on that occasion, ln these
words :

No one who has any pride in the future of the
Dominion, or who has any feeling of manhood
in him. would tamely submit every ten years
to have the constituencies changed and -euchred
by foui means in order that the ruling party
should continue to have power in their hands.

Hon. Mr. MILIS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The hon.
gentleman Is of a different opinion now. He
thinks it could be done at the end of nine
years.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was the euchring he
was opposed to then.

Hon. Mr. MAODONALD (B.C.)--JIt is a
misfortune for politicians that there is an
official report of the debates, from which
can be called up the grim spectre of waver-
ing opinions from time to time. The next
readustment, let us hope, will be placed ln
the hands of disinterested men, who wll
act Impartially, without fear or favour, and
then the electorate will be free tO exercise
its rights without belng hampered by unreal
and degrading boundarles.

Hon. Mr. KERR moved the adjOurment
of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE. Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The hon. gentleman
O remarked the other day, in answer to my
aquestion, that the price asked of farmers

The Speaker took the Chair at three was 14 cents a pound at the penitentiary.
o'clock. Have the government departed from that ?

Prayers and routine proceedings. Hon. Mr. MILLS-It le from 8 to 14 cents,
r If I remember rlghtly. It depends on the

BILL INTRODUCED. kind and quality that is ordered.
Bill (N) 'An Act respecting the Western

Alberta Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Lougheed.)

Bill (34) ' An Act respecting the Canadian
Pacific Railway.-(Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

SALE OF PENITENTIARY BINDER
TWINE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired:
How many pounds of binder twine they have

sold this year at the Kingston Penitentiary, and
the price sold at, and if to farmers ? And also,
how much was on hand on the 20th March in-
stant ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The answer to the hon.
gentleman's question le:
Total sold-

Lbs.
Maple leaf.............. 157,700
Beaver.... ........ .... 61,855
Standard.... ...... .... 68,590

288,145
Sold to farmers, of the above-

Lbs.
Maple leaf.. .... .. .... 57,620
Beaver...... ...... .... 41,815
Standard.... ...... .... 8,590

108,025
Statement of binder twine on hand on 20th

March, 1900-
Lbs.

Pure manila ......... .......
Mized manila....... .... 116,260
New Zealand...... ...... 38,500

The amount of pure manila booked for
future delivery as of the 20th March, was
53,370 pounds, but there was only 47,500
pounds of pure manila twine on hand. This
leaves a balance of 5,820 pounds still to be
manufactured to fill all orders. There are
several orders amounting to about 40,000
pounds not included in statement, as the
purchasers have not as yet specified whicl
brand they require. It has always been the
policy of the department to regard the prices
at which the product is marketed as con-
fidential until the close of the year in which
the transactions took place.

Hon. Mr. KERR.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Blue Ribbon costs
more.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
answer is clear enough, from 8j to 14 cents
per pound.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is the
price less to jobbers ? Will my hon. friend
answer that question ? The wholesaler
buys to sell to jobbers. le It sold for less
price to them ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We sell to wholesale
men at wholesale prices, and to retail men
at what would be regarded as retail prices.
So far we have endeavoured to avoid com-
ing into active competition with other men,
and we put our prices as low as, or below
the wholesale price, and rather below the
retail prices, but we are not giving the
prices or the amounts, nor shall we until
after the season ls over. We have, so far,
endeavoured to keep our saes as close as
possible to the manufacturers' for the rea-
son that a good deal of our raw material
has been purehased at such a high figure,
and of course if twine was to go back again
to the old prices, there would be a very
heavy loss indeed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
it is quite clear that the government have
entered into an arrangement, or if they have
not entered into an arrangement they have
adopted the policy, as my hon. friend says,
of not coming into competition with the
wholesaler.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No. I said not in'to
active competition with the retail dealers.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-With
those who purchased wholesale ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZ; E BUWELL-Then
the offerIng to sell small quantities to the
consumer direct-that is the farmer-is no
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advantage to him If the price at which the
sale la made to the farmer is the same as
that at which the wholesaler sells, when
lie retails It. I scarcely think that my hou.
friend intended that. It would Indicate a
combination between the government manu-
facturing the twine and the wholesalers, be-
cause their prices would regulate to a very
great extent the prices at which it would
be sold by the wholesalers in the country,
plus, of course, the freight, as there ls no
duty upon It ; so that really, after ail, the
offering to sell this twine to the consumer
direct is really no advantage to hlm at all,
unless lie can get it cheaper than the person
who purchased It wholesale would retail it
to him?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Oh, yes It Is.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BON4 IILL-My
hon. friend tells the House that they have
tried to keep as near as they can to the
retail price of the wholesaler, or the man
who sells and the farmer who buys, so
that there is really no advantage in the
new policy which has been adopted. I
cannot for the life of me understand why
the government should refuse to give the
price at which they sell It to the whole-
saler. If you go. into the market of the
United States, or any other country, and
purchase from the manufacturer, every one
knows what the price is. That price ls
given to the world. The only question that
can arise is as to the amount of discount
which would be given to the purchaser, and
those who have studled this question at all
know that the person who purchases a
larger quantity from the manufacturer will
get a larger discount, and probably the
man who pays cash wIll get an additional
discount, so that there is no secret in the
matter. Every merchant, every retailer,
and every consumer, knows just what profit
he is paying to the retailler when he knows
exactly what the wholesale purchaser pays
the government. But the government steps
in and says, ' Oh, no, we wili not tell you,
or the country, or the farmer who consumes
it, what the wholesaler pays for it, for fear
the consumer would know how much he ls
being muleted out of in the way of profit.'
That is reaely the position my hon.
frlend takes, and I do not see well
how a pollcy of that kInd can be justified.

I am sorry to see the government take that
position. The establishing of that binder
twine industry in the prisons was not to en-
able wholesalers to become rich out of It,
but to give employment to the prisoners In
the production of an article which was being
consumed more extensively than It had ever
been before all over the country, and to
give that advantage to the farmers inde-
pendently of the manufacturers altogether.
I remember distinctly, being a protectionIst,
we discussed that question somewhat elab-
orately for some time, as to how far we
were going to injure the private manufac-
turers, but when we considered that the
great mass of the people were of more im-
portance than one or two manufacturers,
and when we admitted further the neces-
sity for giving employment to a large num-
ber of criminals in such a manner as not
to Interfere with the great mass of free
labour in the country, we decided to adopt
that policy, and 1 should be very glad to
see them carry it out to Its fullest possible
extent. If it costs 6 cents a pound to manu-
facture, and they want a quarter of a
cent to cover profit, they ought to sell It to
the farmer for not more than 7 cents a
pound. I am putting that as a hypothetical
case. If It cost more, just In proportion to
that would be the true policy under the
circumstances, and there should be no com-
bine or arrangement with wholesalers to
keep the price at which you sell to him
privately, because in doing that you en-
able him to secure froi the consumer, that
is the farmer, as high a profit as possible.
No combine or understanding should be
come to in public works of that kind.

Hon. ýMr. MILLS-The pollcy of not dis-
closing the price was adopted in 1894, two
years before the present government came
Into office, and in that respect there has
been no change.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I never
heard anything about it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am stating the fact,
and what is more, I do not well see that yoU
can deal in this or any other article upon
any other system. There la no combine. We
have no combine of wholesale men. I do
not know who the wholesale men of the

country are. We advertised for the sale of

the article in order, as I mentioned before,
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not to have a residue on hand when the
season for sale is over. I mentioned the
other day that when you manufacture an
excess of binder twine the article deteri-
orates to a certain extent as the oil evapor-
ates, and, if you keep it for a time the whole
of the oil eviaporates and it can only be used
for tying lath or something of that sort ;
-but for binding grain it la no longer suitable.
So far as the output from the penitentiaries
is concerned, we manufacture in a year about
500 tons. There are at least 5,000 tons con-
sumed In the country. That is, we manu-
facture one ton in ten. There is no reason
why the man who purchases one pound in
ten should get it at a lower price than the
other nine-tenths of the farmers get theirs.
The business of the government is as far as
possible to act on business principles. We
have not begun the work of manufacturing
binder twine as a benevolent enterprise, to
help those who cannot help themselves. We
have begun to manufacture binder twine in
order to give prisoners something to do to
earn their own living, and so diminish the
cost of maintaining the penal institutions of
the country. We do not wish to close any
manufacturing establishment. The hon. gen-
tleman bas adopted the principle, favoured
for twenty years, of protection, to give
special favours to particular manufacturers.
Now, all favour is taken away from the
manufacturer of binder twine by putting it
on the free list, and se, having it placed on
he free list,we put our articles on the market
at a fair rate, so far as the consumer is con-
cerned. We charge him what we thInk is
a fair price, making a reasonable profit, and
if the article goes down In value, I do not
know any one in this country who would be
disposed to pay us more than the market
price. We have, since the institution was
established, often sold the twine at less
than it cost us. No one will consent to pay
us a fixed price which will yield us a profit
If they can buy it in the market for less.
That 1s perfectly certain, and so we must
undertake one year if possible to compensate
ourselves to some extent for the loss of an-
other, in order to obtaIn a fair and reason-
able compensation that will enable us to
continue to give a certain class of criminals
employment in this particular way.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It seems to me
the admission of the government that the

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

price of binder twine sold by them is re-
gulated by the market price is equIvalent
to saying that in the event of there belng
a combine among producers or manufactu-
rers of binder twine the government must
necessarily become a party to that com-
bine.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, nothing of the sort.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If the govern-
ment take the position that they are going
to manufacture binder twine and sell it to
the consumer at a fair profit on the actual
cost, I could understand the wisdom of
pursuing such a course.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is what we do.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-But I understood
my hon. frIend to say that that price was
regulated In such a way as not to interfere
with the Interests of those who deal In bind-
er twine, or, in other worlds, that the govern-
ment was not prepared to sel binder twine
at a lower figure than the price at which
it could be purchased on the market.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I did not say that,
nor dId I wish to convey that idea, because,
as a matter of tact, we are selling It below
the geDeral price, so far as I can ascertain.
I do not know the prices of the manufac-
turing establishments of' the country, but
our prices are certainly below theirs.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Then I received,
to some extent, a wrong impression from
what I understood my hon. friend to say.
The hon. gentleman bas not yet made it
quite clear. If the policy of the government
is to sell it at a fair profit on the cost, that
policy is a commendable one ; but if the
government is going to consider as a mea-
sure of the selling price the quotations in
the market for that product it seems to me
they must necessarily stand in with any
combine, because if that is the position from
which they start, they do not take into con-
sideration the cost of producing the article,
but rather its selling price in the market.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY--The price of binder
twine is a matter of very considerable irn-
portance to the farmers of the North-west
Territorles, and thet is why I take a good
deal of interest in bringing this question be-
fore the government with a view to getting
information for the farmers of the west.
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It ls very well known that af ter the adoption one season to another. 1 have carried it over
of the National POIicy the manufacturers myseif, and I have neyer heard of its being
cbarged a high profit until other factories unfit for use. Last year we paid twelve
were established. I remember hearing Sir cents a pound for binder twine. I find that
Richard CartwrIght speaking on this sub- the raw material only cost five cents; stili
ject in St. John, N.B. In that speech he said we in the North-west pay twelve cents for
that af ter the national policy was establish- our twine. I find that the Cordage Com-
ed for a time they would make millionaires pany of Ontario declared a dividend of a
of the manufacturers, but in the course of hundred per cent last year, and i place
time the manufacturers would compete with of the government going to the rescue of the
each other and become bankrupt. It is well farmers they are joining in with the man-
known that in the Northwest for a time we ufacturers to keep up their prices to heip
paid 21 cents a pound for binder twine. these monopolists, so that farmers have to
By competition In the manufacture the price pay this extravagant price for their twine.
gradually decreased until it dropped to six The day before I ieft home this year the
cents. Then the cordage companies under- representatIve of the firm from whom we
took to form a combine. I have bought it bought a thousand pounds of twine last
myself at that price. That was brought about year asked me If we had any over from
by the government discovering that certain lat year. I said yes, about two hua-
manufactures had cut down the price dred pounds. He sald: 'That ls fortun-
through competitlon, and Sir John Thomp- ate for you; I cannot Bell It for less than 17
son. I think, was the one who organized cents a pound this year.', The other day the
this scheme of manufacturing in the King- hon. gentleman, aaswerIag a question that 1
Ston penitentiary. He found out what binder put, laid great stress on the raw material
twine could reasonably be produced for and costIng more now than other years. I find
put a profit on that, and the government It costs only five cents a Pound.
sold it at Grenfell in the North-west Ter-
ritories at 6j cents a pound. That went on
until there was a change of government and Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Well, It lso stated In
they put the article on the free list. the AudItor General's report, and If he ls a

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No. iar I cannot heip IL The price was five
cents for the raw material, and the hon.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I say yes. I know Minister of Justice told us that it cost three-
what I am talking about, because I have fourths of a cent for the manufacture. He
bought the article. It has greatly increased ls an authorlty on the subject, beause the
In price ever since this government has been penlteataries are under his Jurisdiction.
in power. The price has gradually increas- That would be five and three-quarter cents
ed, and the same applies to barbed wire. I a Pound as the cost of the twIne, and'he
have bought barbed wire at three cents and told me the other day that he sold It for
a fraction at Woolsley where I live. Now I fourteen cents a pound to farmers. Lt
cannot get barbed wire for less than five looks as though the government was
cents. When the government fixed a cer- entering into a combine w1th the mono-
tain price for binder twine, with a profit of poliats and the manufacturers In this
twenty or twenty-five per cent, it was sold country, to put up the price on the
at a low price, but when they put it on the farmers, and he says to-day le wlll not
free list the price increased, and we are now be the farmers' friend, but the friend OC
using United States twine. When he says the jobber who buys the twine, and wilI heP
no stock is carried over from one season to the jobbers to extort from the farmers ai
another, the hon. gentleman does not know they can. I say the pollcy ls a very bad one
what he le talking about. and militates against the Intereste Of the

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, I do. country. Agriculture i. a great lndustry.
There are Indivfdual farmers In MY Part O!

Hon. Mr. PERLEY : I know that It ls the country who used three thoueand pounds
carried over and that it does not deterlorate. of binder twine Iast year. Put eight cents
1 know dealers Who often carry It over from a Pound on that, and see what t amounts
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to. These men will not vote for a govern-
ment which puts up the price in that way
from six cents to seventeen cents a pound.

THIRD READING.

Bill (18) 'An Act to amend the Dominion
Lands Act.'-Hon. Mr. Mills.

THE REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.
The Order of the Day being called.
Resuming the further adjourned debate on the

motion of Hon. Mr. Mills for the second reading
(Bill 13) An Act respecting representation
in the House of Commons, and on the motion in
amendment thereti of the Hon. Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, that the said Bill be not now read a
second time, but that it be read this day six
months.

Hon. Mr. KERR-More than thirty-three
years have come and gone since our cons-
titution was being considered by the Im-
perial parliament. During the course of the
discussion on that measure, the British
North America Act, that great tribune of
the British people, the friend of the people,
Join Bright in the course of his speech,
foretold the present hour. With prophetic
ken lie seemed to look down the vista
of the intervening years and see what
would transpire in this C hamber to-
day. He said that he foresaw that
the time would cone in the history
of this Dominion when the will of the
people might be thwarted, when a govern-
ment, possessing in no uncertain degree the
confidence of the great majority of this coun-
try, might be frustrated in their efforts to
carry on the public business for the good of
the country by an adverse majority in the
Upper Chamber-that that might happen
whether the government of the day was a
Conservative government or a Liberal gov-
ernment, and that it was quite possible that
one government, either Conservative or Lib-
eral, might remain In power so long that
their appointees to the Upper Chamber
would be in a large majority holding views
diametrically opposed to the views of the
government of the day, who represented the
people. That hour has come. It came to us
last year. It has come to us with intensIty
this year, and what I should like to do In
the few observations that I may be permit-
ted to address to you is to try if I can to
help the Senate to a wise solution of the

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

trouble, and I wish here and now to say
whether I .shall get credit for it or not,
that I am sincerely desirous that the result
of this discussion should be one that the
vote taken thereon should reflect hon-
our and dignity upon the Senate. So long
as I am permitted to enjoy a place in this
Chamber, it will be my constant aim
to rise above party considerations. We
may not all be able entirely to reach
that high stage. We are all human
and naturally have party leanings ; but at
the same time my view is that we should
so act In this Chamber that we will dis4
charge our high functions irrespective of the
effect that our action may have upon either
political party in this country.

The question is what is to be done ? Here
we have a Bill before us which, as the Lib-
eral party contend, and the government who
represent the majority of the people of this
country contend, is a fair, honest, and
reasonable Bill. The answer to that is that
it shall not now be read the second time,
but that this Bill be read a second
time this day six months, or, in other words,
the Senate is asked to snap Its fingers in
the face of the great majority of the people
of this country. I ask hon. gentlemen if
this is not a pretty serious consideration. I
have been greatly interested in the addresses
which have been delivered. I refrained en-
tirely from taking part in the discussion
when a similar Bill was before this body
last year. I could hardly trust myself to
speak, I felt so strongly on the matter, and
I felt that perhaps I could better preserve
and maintain the honour and dignitv of
this Chamber by remaining silent. It is
hardly necessary for me to say that the re-
sult of that discussion, and the vote thereon,
was to me a source of profound sorrow and
grief, not for its effect on either political
party, but for its effect on this august body
We have heard a great deal since this dis-
cussion, and we heard a great deal during
the last discussion, of constitutional and
other questions. They are ail very well as
a matter of intellectual exercise, but I will
tell hon. gentlemen, if they allow me, that
it seems to me that the issue is very much
narrowed down ; the constitutional question
seems to be eliminated, and the question is
w'hether we are prepared to pass a Bill
which may or may not affect one
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or the other of the political par-
ties in this country injuriously. My
argument is that if the Bill is a proper
Bill to be passed by this House, we
have nothing whatever to do with the re-
sult, and on that question of results I would
just like to add that the impression I re-
ceived from the discussion on both sides of
the House and particularly from my hon.
friends on the opposition-for I am happy to
say that I can call all of the hon. gentlemen
my friends-was that hon. gentlemen over-
estimated the effect of passing this Bill, and
the effect that it is going to have upon the
prospect of the Conservative party at the
next appeal to the country. I do not think
it is going to make a great deal of difference
one way or the other. But it does make a
difference whether It rIghts a great wrong
or not, and it is to present that view of it
that I shall devote the little time allotted to
me on this occasion. I watched the debate
carefully when a similar Bill was before us
in July last, and I do not recoliect any hon.
gentleman in this Chamber rising in bis
place and taking the responsibility of saying
that the Act of 1882, called the gerrymander
Act-I am sorry we have any Act on the
statute-book that can be called a gerry-
mander Act-was justifiable. I did not hear
a single person take the responsibility of
defending that Act. I am sorry that I can-
not say the same thing with regard to some
of the speeches that have been made this
session, and it has pained me beyond mea-
sure that some hon. gentlemen, while not
expressly and in so many words palliating
and screening that measure, have impliedly
doue so, and have almost come out in de-
fence of it. At any rate, they will not admit
that a great wrong was done by that meas-
ure. I shall not indulge in, but shall rather
try to avoid the use of harsh, hard names
or words that might wound any man's feel-
ings, but we are asked by what authority
was the Bill introduced last year-by what
authority is it re-introduced this year ?
We have been already told the reasons by
the Minister of Justice in his speech, which
I was sorry to hear characterized rather
flippantly as an academie speech. I wish
that I could imitate that academic style,
and I am sure we would be all very glad if
the monotony of this Chamber were occas-
ionally enlivened by si-milar academic dis-
plays, because It seems to me, In the Intro-

duction of this measure, the Minister of
Justice made what every one must admit
was a model deliverance, fair, calm and
dispassionate, and if anything further was
wanted to show that the Act of 1882 was an
Act that should not longer remain on the
statute-book, it was abundantly supplied by
the speech of the hon. Secretary of State.
I do not say this because I happen
to be of the same political faith or lean-
ing as the Minister of Justice ana
the Secretary of State, but I say that the
figures and facts set forth In the speech
of the hon. Secretary of State have not been
answered, and never will be answered be-
cause a full answer to them Is absolutely im-
possible. That is my position. There is no
need for supporters of the Redistribution Bill
in this House to add to those figures. We
had a speech last night, frorn an able par-
liamentarian, no iless than an ex-Speaker of
this Senate, a man of rare and splendid tal-
ents, and it is with great deference that I
come to what he says. He told us that lu
bis opinion the Liberal goverument, or the
government as representing the Liberal
party, had no mandate from the people of
this country to bring lu this measure. I
Join Issue with that hon. gentleman, though
with great diffidence. If a government ever
had a mandate to bring in any measure in
this or in the British parliament, or in any
other deliberative assembly, the government
of Canada had that mandate. It is fresh lu
the recollection of all of you that the Lib-
eral party In this country, from British
Columbia to Prince Edward Island, were re-
presented in this city in June, 1893, and theY
were not here simply for a holiday ; they
were not here simply for fun. They were
here for downright solid business. and they
did it, and during these two days' session,
they formulated and discussed ten propo-
sitions. I have them here, but I will not
take time to enumerate them-on which they
believed the government of this country
could best be carried on. %

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Please
them. We want to know them ail.

repeat

Hon. Mr. KERR-1 will hand them to the
hon. gentleman, as I have not time to read
them. The* eighth resolution was a promise

to Introduce this Redistribution Bill. These

speeches were reproduced in nearly every
Liberal paper throughout the length and
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breadth of this Dominion, and I saw them
myself ln a good many Conservative papers.
That was three years before the general
election came, so that the people were not
taken by surprise. They had an unusually
long notice of trial, as we say In law. They
had three years in which to consider and
prepare arguments to combat these propo-
sitions. And we are told that it was true
the government was sustained, but as to
the mandate there was none ; I entirely dis-
sent from the argument of the hon. gentle-
man from Richmond (Mr. Miller), that In
order to have a mandate from the people
you must have, in effect, the Bill prepared
and every detail of that Bill submitted to
them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I deny that proposition
utterly, and say that It cannot be maintain-

get their votes again. I think, however, that
they made an honest effort last year and are
making an honest effort this year, and if the
Senate throws out this Bill, they are fling-
Ing it broadcast ln the faces of the great
majority of the electors of this country.
What does this Bill propose to do ? It
comes in suggestive proximity to the next
plank, the ninth plank, which was Senate
reform. I fancy a good many think that
there was something which was not merely
an accident in their being in such close prox-
imity. Shall we require to have Senate re-
form ? We cannot get on ln this way ; the
people's will must be carried out. Does
any hon. gentleman opposed to my view be-
lieve for one moment that If a Conserva-
tive government were controlling the desti-
nies of the country this Bill would be klcked
out ?

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-It never would come.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-It would not have
ontiv. ir Bbeen presented.positively.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I will speak more posi-
tlvely before I am done. So much for the
mandate. The logical argument of the hon.
gentleman from Richmond would lead one
to the conclusion that you could only have
one of these mandates at a time, and where
would you and I be when they got through
with the ten mandates, taking about five
years between the elections. with one at
each election ? It would be fifty years. The
thing works itself out to an utter absurdity.
I am sorry the hon. gentleman Is not pre-
sent. The hon. gentleman from Richmond,
as I submit, puts his splendid talents not
to the highest use. No doubt he was con-
sclentlous, but I think he was very seriously
mistaken. I say that the government of the
day had a mandate on every one of these
ten propositions. I know that ln West
Northumberland, where I happen to live,
and the adjoining counties, through the en-
tire campalg 9 in every school house and
town hall, and upon every hustings, nearly
every one of these propositions was discuss-
ed and thoroughly discussed, and I heard
more than one-myself included-say that
If the Liberal government should get into
'power and fail to give effect to the very
question before the House now, or fail to
make an honest effort to pass such a Bill as
Is now before- the House, they would not

Hon. Mr. KERR.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Yes, but something did
come from that Conservative government,
and It had no trouble ln getting through this
House.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. KERR-And the only explana-
tion I have ever been able to give why that
Act of 1882 got through this House ls that
this House felt that under the constitution
it was a matter of a domestic character re-
lating entirely to the House of Commons,
and that the Senate had just about as much
right to interfere with it as they would have
to go over and ask that they rearrange
their desks and chairs in the House of
Commons and place Mr. Speaker on the
opposite side of the room. I use that as a
homely Illustration. I explained It to a great
many, and I justifled the action of the Sen-
ate In passing that Bill at that time. I
think the Senate should never have beer
asked to sanction it, but they were asked
and did sanction it, and the Senate had a
good answer, because they felt-and I wish
hon. gentlemen had the same feeling to-day-
that while they might have the constitu-
tional power, they had not the constitutional
rlght to throw out the Bill. My learned friend
told this House last night, as I heard him In
a few remarks before, that to speak of a dis-
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tinction between constitutional power and now unless I poured ail the light coffld
constitutional rIght was simply a play upon on this question.
words. I do not take that position. I think
I know something of constitutional law, and G
the distinction betwen power and right, and
whIle a man may have a constitutional Hon. MT. KERR-I do fot care whether
power to do a thing he does not necessarly it I or not. The question Is whether Mr.
have a constitutional right to do it, and I am Hague's statement le true or faîse.
prepared to submit that proposition to the Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The Toronto
Supreme Court of this country, and I dare Globe-oh!
to do It even in opposition to my hon. friend.
Of course, we have the constitutionad power
to commit political suicide if we wish, but palladium of the people's liberties from the
I do not think we have the constitutional beglnning.
right to do It, although we came very near Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is It
it last year, and if this amendment Is car- an editorlal, or a communication?
ried, I think It will about complete Hon. Mr. KERR-It Is copied fror the
our political suicide. I wish to come now
to the real root of the matter. What is this
Bill for ? I will tell you what It is for. It SOME SECRET HISTORY.
It to right a great wrong. Hon. gentlemen How the Gerrymander of 1882 was Planned by
smile, but I will relleve the agony of their the Government-Mr. Hsgue's Story-A Hugo

seul In fewminues.Chart which was JealousIY Gue.rded trozasoulsView-Work was Net Pald For-C ment
I hope that if I prove that a great wrong of Sir John Macdonald and Other Prominent

was committed ln 1882 that the liberties of Conservatives-The MaP o! 1891.
the electors of this country were Improperly (Special despatch to the 'Globe,' Montreal, Juiy 9.)
interfered with, that hon. gentlemen will The secret history o! the gerrymander of 1882
then think differently of the matter. My is told by Mr. John Hague, editor o! the 'Jour-

nal of Commerce,' in a signed article ln the
hon. frIend from Rlchmond, In his speech Montreal 'Herald>' as !ollows:
last night, threw down the gauntlet, and I on September 15, 1881, 1 recelved a notice from

yWhy ember of the Senate, who represented thetake it Up oni one point. He said : arnhtakeIt p ononepoin. H sai Wh government o! Sir John Macdonald in Toronto,
does not some senator from Ontario deal arklng me to call upon him at a certain hour,
with this question ?" Well, I am an 1 was in!ormed that in compliance with the con-

stitution the government proposed to re-arrange
humble senator from Ontario, and I dare the constituencies of Ontario. 1 was told that
to deal with It, and prove to your satis- the work o! preparing a chart thowing the

boundarles proposed to be established had
faction that that Bill of 1882, alias the been entrusted to the officers of the Depart-
gerrymander Act, was concelved in poil- ment of the Interior, of whlch Sir John heM

the perttolio, but they had failed to draft a
tical sin and brought forth ln political Ini- workable plan. I was asked If I would under-
quity, and it is on the statute-book to-day. take to co'istruct a chart accorling to the Ideas
I propose now to read the evidence of a re- and suggestions o! the speaker. On hearing my

assurance that I feit quite equal to such a task,
spectable man on that question, the evi- the senator proceeded to say that he wished a
dence of Mr. John Hague, and I read It for chart made showing the existing boundaries of

tht junior members, so to speak, of theofth~ unir meber, sete peak oftheeach o! them, and the majority at the hast elea-
Senate. because I do not expect that apy- tien. He wished me te make tht, ohart quite
thing I may say or do will convert hon. large, and to exhibit the statisticu deslred on

small ticket% which were te be pa.sted over eacb
gentlemen. I wish that I could even almost district, the one flxed on a place which returned
Persuade you that it is right to let this Bill a Liberal member to be pinh, and the one over

a district which had chosen a Conservative te
go through. be blue. These tickets were prepared by WU-

liame, Sleith & McMillan, printers, Toronto.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Who They were the same sîze as a street car ticket.

T strongly opposed this plan as lkely to Prove
is the writer, please ? cumbrous and very diffioult te operate frOm ln

altering the boundaries, but was fnduced We put
Hon. Mr. KERR-I read from the Toronto the plan to the test.

Globe,The next question was, where ws th workGlob, o Juy 1, 199.1 culdnotfln itte be done? It was represented as one demanid-
In My heart to read it Iast year, but 1 ilu the greatest secrecy. there must be Uo riik

ould fot feel tat 1 was dong ny duty o! the chart being seen by any outsider. Ater
varlous suggestons bad bein made and ueted.
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I offered to do the work at my own house, where Revenue, came in and saw the chart, upon which
I would give up my study to the service of the lie made no comment. His silence elicited the
government and use the help of some members remark, 'Why, Aikins, I am surprised at a
of my family in filling in the tickets and other straight-laced fellow like you being in such com-
mechanical work. This was agreed to. I se- pany,' to which Mr. Aikens gave his usual
cured an electoral map about 18 inches by 12, placid smile. One by one several members were
and raised all the lines up, so as to be a repro- consulted as to the changes made in their dis-
duction on a large scale, the chart I made being tricts, amongst others being the late J. C. Rykert,
51 feet by 4 feet. After most tedieus work, Col. O'Brien and Mr. Mackenzie Bowell. The
extending over several weeks, for I only devoted latter made a little fuss over some feature, but
my evenings to it. the chart with its mass of it passed off. When the final touch was put
pink and blue tickets -was finished, and a pretty to my chart, it was shown to Sir John Macdonald.
foolish affair It was, as I had predicted. On- After closely examining the work done on the
tario, so treated, looked like some fabulous boundaries, the statisties written on the face of
animal, covered with loose scales, blue and pink, the map and the schedule I wrote on Its side,
which fluttered like so many tiny wings. The showing the result of the changes, Sir John ex-
thing was condemned, and the author of it was claimed, 'That takes a great load off my ahoul-
puzzled. He saw it was impossible to re-arrange ders.' The gerrymander Act, as it was called,
the electoral districts from such a chart, and was simply the chart I had constructed, express-
Invited me to advise as to the best way of pro- ed in legal language. The changes were esti-
ceeding, mated to have given an absolute gain to the

ceeang teGvConservative party of four seats, and a better
What the Government Desiredi. fighting chance in a number of others. I remem-

I was informed that what the government wish- ber remarking at the time that all such arrange-
ed to effect was a re-arrangement of the elec- mente proceeded on the very doubtful assumption
toral districts so far as possible recognizing a that future elections would proceed on the same
common unit of representation. This, however, unes as past cnes, and that cach party in the
was to be made sufficiently elastie to allow the future woult command the same support, no
grouping of different sections of the district, s0 nore ant no less, than it ha previously done.
as to detach Conservative voters from places On my saying this te Sir John, lie sai, 'Quite
where they were in excess for the needs for a true, but constituencies arc governet a goot deal
majority, and the attachment of such voters to by tradition, ant Grits are very conservative ln
districts where the nlw accession would turn sticking ten their perty.'
the scale at an election te favour of a Conserva-
tive candidate where a Liberal one had hitherto
been returned. Electoral districts which were
hopelessly Liberal were, If possible, to be abolish-
ed, or the constituencies so arranged as to put
the Liberal voters altogether in one district,
espccially where they could be drawn away from
a district where they menaced the Conservative
candidate. The process was afterwards called
liivIng, which is quite appropriate, though while
the work was being done for the Act of 1882 this
word was never used. After making a colossal'
chart, I took each electoral district and Its sur-
roundings in band, and wrote upon each the
number polled for each party at the two previous
elections, the total nunber of electors, with the
majority in each case. I coloured each district
to show at a glance its political complexion. I
then made a Lborough study of the official re-
turns of the two last elections, and took out
hundreds of statisties for comparison and read-
justment. Some of the districts were most diffi-
cult to alter so as to secure the results desired.
It was said the configuration of some of these
represented nothing on earth, in the heavens or
the waters under the heavens. Quite true; they
simply represented an effort to fix the bound-
aries of electoral districts according to two
rules: first, on the principle of equal represen-
tation to equal numibers of voters ; second, on the
principle that electoral districts should be ar-
ranged to serve the interests of the party In
power when they are rearranged. These rules do
not work well together, hence the highly eccen-
tric shapes of some of the districts on the chart
I have constructed.. When nearly complete it
was taken down to Ottawa.

Done with Secrecy.
I was assignel to a room close to that of

the Minister of the Interior. Into that room
I was instructed to prohibit the entrance of any
one, even a cabinet minister, unless brought ln
by the senator. I remember the petty rage of
one minister to whom I refused admission. One
day the Hon. Mr. Aikens, the Minister of Inland

Hon. Mr. KBRR.

Was Not Paid.
My experience in this matter should be a

warning to do work for a government apart
from a stated salary. My advice Is: InsIst upon
a written agreement for a fixed sum, to be palid
on completion of the work. The work done
by me in preparing the chart for the redistribu-
ticn of seats cost me over $500. When pay-
ment was asked, Sir John put me off with vague
promises of a handsome reward, yet I never re-
ceived one cent remuneration for labour which
took all my leisure for months, and drained me
of a very large sum which I paid for assistance,
besides giving up one room in my house for the
government service. Some member should move
for the production of that chart. If it is not
now in the possession of the government, it has
been stolen from the buildings, where I handed
it over to the Premier, the late Sir John Mac-
donald, by whose Instructions it was constructed.

Another Map Found.
The 'Heralid ' adds: Inquiry at the Department

of the Interior to-day showed that there was an
impression that the map from which the gerry-
mander of Ontario in 1882 was drawn as described
by Mr. John Hague, was at one time kept in
the, department, but that it is no longer there.
The description of the map. as given to the
' Herald ' correspondent, corresponded to that
given by the man who claims to have been its
author. The ' Heralid ' correspondent made an-
other discovery, however, that the Hague map
is not the only representation of the voting
geography of Ontario that was made under the
direction of the Conservative gerrymander. In
the department is a large map, measuring about
6 x 10 feet, and representing the province of On-
tarlo and the Quebec counties of Ottawa and Pon-
tiac. The map itself is a well-finished one,
prepared by the draughtsman of the Post Office
Department ln 1891, and representing the coun-
ties as they exist municipally. Over this are
carefully drawn the lines of the constituencies
as gerrymandered by the Act of 1882. The work
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is finished with a nicety of detail. Each town-
ship, town and village is there, with the voting
strength of the two parties marked In blue char-
acters. The available vote and the actual vote
polled are each marked. Then follows the Cou-
servative vote marked " C," and the Reform
vote marked " R." Altogether the chart Is a
most ingeniously contrived and neatly executed
piece of political machinery, evidently designed
for use in the gerrymander of 1892, when an
attempt was made to make the work of the
sweepfng gerrymander of 1882 more complete by
calling into requisition the surgical knife to sup-
plement the Acts used in hacklng to pleces the
county organizations in order to stifle the elec-
torate and hive the Grits.

Mr. Hague la a Canadian ; he is a highly
'respe.etable man, and as honest a man as
there is in this Dominion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This le not very respect-
able business.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Was he
not rather a traitor ?

Hon. Mr. KERR-The question is not whe-
ther John Hague was a traitor or not. The
question is bas he made a true statement ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I do not
suppose you believe him for a moment.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I have no reason to dis-
believe hlm.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-A man
who would write like that is not worthy of
belief. I would not believe him on bis oath.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Is another word neces-
sary to convince this House that a great
wrong was attempted, that a great wrong
was effected, and that the people have been
suffering from it to the present heur ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
le one thing certain, he took good care not
to write that letter until the gentleman who
Would have contradicted it had been dead
two or three years.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I do not know that the
man is dead. This information does not
need any comment. There it le. There
are some bon. gentlemen on the oppo-
sition side, who will speak before this
debate ls done, and I want them to be
good enough to tell the Senate what they
think of that transaction. It cannot be ans-
wered by a laugh or by a suggestion that
the writer is a traitor. I have watched the
columns of the leadIng Conservative jour-
nals to see If they dened it, and to this hour
I have never seen one letter of denial of the

w'hole thing. Now, bon. gentlemen, what
alre you going to do in view of that ? I
should think every bon. gentleman would
say I shall not soil my bands with it. You
may not have known of it at the start ; you
know it now ; what do you think of it ? I
put it to you as honest men, what do you
think of it ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-We do
not take that evidence.

Hon. Mr. KERR-You cannot get away
from It that way, because I am instructed
that it Is susceptible of being corroborated
to the uttermost. Now, in the face of
that, are men, honourable men, going te
rise in this Chamber and vote for that
amendment ? If they do, they will be, to
all intents and purposes, accessories after
the fact. What I have read to thls House
cannot be met by comments upon my
speech, or by disturbing me In my
speaking. All I could say for the next
twenty-four hours would not place this
matter before you as that statement
places It. I should like to show you
for a few minutes how this iniquitous
thing worked. Two or three times some
hon. gentlemen objected to the use of
the word 'fraud,' or something of that kInd,
In characterIzing tbe gerrymander Act. If
that statement which I have read Is true,
it was one of the grossest frauds ever per-
petrated upon a free people ? I take the
responsibility of saying that. My point is
here, and I will come to it at once, after
having shown what that gerrymander Bill
of 1882 is, and what was its object. In
1878, when the Conservative wave rolled
over this country, whether properly or im-
properly it is not for me to say, but
I can say this, that the result was
to give the Conservative party in the
province of Ontario, for which province
alone I am speaking, an abnormal majority
such as they never had before, and never
could expect to have again, and never could
expect to hold. By what means did they
propose to retain power ? By no other
means that by depriving the people of their
political rights, and that infamous machin-
ery was devised to bring about that result,
and it did its work only too well. It was
a masterpiece of etrategy and v.illainY. Since
this country bas been a nation, in its his-

tory there never bas been anythlng of the
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kind, and for the credit of the people of the
Dominion, I hope it will never be repeated.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Did not Mowat's
gerrymander Bill beat it ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Does that
justify it ?

Hon. Mr. KERR-I an dealing with the
people who concocted this thing. I never
Justified, and I never will, justify a gerry-
mander. I hate the word. It is an Im-
portation. It ls not of British growth. It le
un-British, but we have adopted it, and for a
very bad purpose. Just fancy a number of
British statesmen, feeling It was necessary
to do something to hold power, sitting down
and concocting such a measure as we have
described here. One shrinks from the very
idea. It does not answer my argument
to say the Mowat government did some-
thing wrong. I have nothing to do with
that now. When that time comes then
will be time enough to diseuse It, but we
are present now with a very Important mat-
ter and we must deal with It, and we muet
icail a spade a spade and a hoe a hoe, no
matter what it hoes up. I should Lke to
show you, if time would allow me, how that
gerrymander, when it went Into operation,
did its work. I shall give you a few
samples. I have told you the contention was
that the Conservative majority in 1878 was
abnormally large, and that they could not
hope to have that at the next election In
1882, and in order to keep that abnorma4y
large majority stationary, and prevent it
returning to Its former normal state, that
infamous Bill was passed, and It did Its
work and did It well. Ontario le a large
province ; It had then eighty-eight seats. It
is a Liberal province, and while this-gerry-
mander may have slightly affected other
provinces, the alim and object of the Bill
was to destroy, as far as It could, the Lib-
eral party in Ontario, and what did it do ?
After the election of 1882, what was the re-
suit ? Some twenty-three only out of eighty-
eight members elected were Liberals-leav-
ing fifty-five Conservatives in that Liberal
province, out of all proportion to their num-
bers. What did they do then ? Some hon.
gentleman says, But you have not shown
that the Liberals were interfered with very
much ? For instance there are hardly any to
lose-only twenty-three. I can give you two

Hon. Mr. KERR.

Liberals who lost their seats by the gerry-
mander, Mr. Gillies of North Bruce, and Mr.
Macdonnell of North Lanark. Mr. Mac-
donnell lost bis seat by reason of the two
townships of Fitzroy and Huntley being
dragged in from Carleton. There was no
reason, in a proper readjustment of seats,
for taking these townships out of Carleton
and tacking them on to North Lanark, ex-
cept the party object, and that riding,
instead of being Liberal, is now Con-
servative. Then in Brockville, Mr. Wood
defeated Mr. Comstock by a majority
of four, and this was simply owing to the
dovetailing of Kitley, a Conservative town-
ship, on to the riding of Brockville, which
was Liberal. Many other seats were kept
in line by that Act, but the indignation pre-
valling against it prevented the full effect
being felt in 1882. In 1887 the gerry-
mander got in its deadly work. West
Huron and both the Ontarios went Conser-
vative, and were held by the Conservatives
until 1896. South WVenthworth also was
gerrymandered. Mr. Paterson's defeat in
South Brant was the resuit of the gerry-
mander, by taking two townships from his
riding and tacking them on to another rid-
ing where they were not needed. The
county of Bruce has a large Liberal ma-
jorlty, no question about that, but it was
so gerrymandered that the minorlty have
two seats out of three. The present mem-
ber for North Perth owes hie election to the
gerrymander of that rIding, and the late
Mr. Trow's defeat at the election of 1882
was due to the gerrymander of South Perth.
I come now to the last seat one would sup-
pose would have been attacked ; the hon.
Minister of Justice was in that. By his
personai popularity, and by his great
abillity he managed to hold the seat until
1896. That he lost it then was owing, per-
haps not wholly, to the gerrymander, but
also because he spent too much of his tIme,
as it now turne out, assisting hie friends ln
other gerrymandered ridings. But the one
redeeming feature about that Act la this,
that it, unintentionally, resulted in giving to
this Chamber the hon. Minister of Justice.
I could go on with a great many more ex-
amples of this kind, but the hon. Secretary
of State has rendered it wholly unnecessary
on my part. I want to say just a few
words more on the gerrymander. There
was another gerrymander in 1892, ahd
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there was one in 1893, showing that our
Conservative friends thought they had a
right to deal with this question quite irres-
pective of 'immediately after the census
was taken,' so that that argument goes for
nothing. The whole thing is here. It ls
right to pass Redistribution Bills at any
time, but it would not be convenient to be
passing them ail the time, and so long as
you do not interfere with the 51st section
of the British North America Act, you eau
redistribute as often as parliament sees fit.
The word 'readjustment' Is used all the
time, and where I use it I mean readjust-
ment of the provinces. That section 51 was
framed as machinery to preserve the pro-
portionate representation in the different
provinces. That is the primary object of
that section, and it seems to have been a
sort of bugbear from beginning to end ln
this debate, but that is the primary object
of it, and you can redistribute at any time
so long as you do not interfere with section
51 and the five rules. That la the argument
I would make before the Supreme Court.
We have heard high opinions quoted here
from members of the other House. They
may be ail right enough ; ail of the gentle-
men are able lawyers, but I am prepared
to stake my professional reputation on the
Judgment of the Supreme Court as to the
true meaning of section 51. The argument
that It ls not a proper time to brIng in this

Redistribution Bill because the census
has not been taken, goes for nothing, be-
cause in 1893 an Act was passed to correct
the Act of 1892, and if they had a right to
correct at that time, they had the right
to redistrIbute, so that that argument goes
for nothing. There was no necessity for
gerrymandering Mr. Joseph Rymal's riding.
They took Ancaster from his riding for the
purpose of politically assassinating him, and
they did it. They added it to another riding
forty or fifty miles away. I know that Mr.
Rymal prided himself on that riding, the
south part of Wentworth, one of the most
beautiful ridings In all Ontario. It was the
pride of his heart. In his righteous Indigna-
tion he pleaded that violent hands might not
be laid upon his splendid riding. He pro-
tested ln the language of the chained gladia-
tor :

I loathe thee petty tyrant;
I scorn you with mine eye,
I'Il turse you with my latest breath,
And fight you till I die.

I will not beg for quarter,
I scorn to be your slave,
No, I'l swim the sea of slaughter,
Or sink beneath the wave.

Now, what further can I say ? Here we
have a harmless Bill Introduced, not a single
objection to the Bill itself. It comes down
to this, that the opposition to this Bill is
solely and absolutely and unqualifiedly that
it shall not pass until after another election
and another census. Well, that Is a big
mistake. I tell the Conservative party now
that they will be making, to my view, a big
mistake. If I were a Conservative, as I am
a Liberal, I would rise In my place If i
conscientiously opposed this Bill and pro-
test against its passage. I would, if ne-
cessary, denounce it, but I would not
take the responsibility of kicking it out.
That is the way I understand they do in
England. If it would be too great a strain
on their consciences to vote for this distri-
bution Bill, they might imitate the example
of some members of the House of Lords
and find It convenient to go out and take a
little fresh air when the vote le being taken,
if that would ease their conscience. This
Bill is an emancipation proclamation of
freedom to those who were enslaved eigh-
teen years ago.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Half of them are
dead.

Hon. Mr. KERR-If one of them is living
he is entitled to justice. Are we to convert
this Chamber into a modern Pretoria, and
say that only certain people shal have their
full franchise and that some shall be politi-
cally paralyzed ? Why are we sending con-
tingents to Africa ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-To fight the other Boers.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Why le the gallant son
of Mr. Speaker, and other Canadian youth,
the flower and bloom of our country, to-day,
at this hour, treading the burning sands of
South Africa, foot-sore, battle-scarred and
weary, but that men should have, not
their civil and religious only, but their poli-
ticali liberties as well, and the ,bones f
many of our noble sons, fallen in that mighty
struggle, will lie, and are lying noW, amid
the sands of that dark continent, and there
they will 11e for ever I Hon. gentlemen, I
mean no diurespect lu opposing this amend-
ment, because, as the hon. gentleman knows,
I respèct and have respected hfm for long
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years, and it is in direct contradiction to
his teaching. I wish you could have
heard the gallant knight as I have heard
him in earlier days tell the story of the
Battle of the Boyne and the Siege of Derry,
and I am happy to say that his teaching
has had no other effect upon me than to
wish to abolish this tyranny on the elec-
torate of this country. I would not so dis-
honour his name ; and has that long, use-
ful and honourable life culminated ln this
wretched amendment ? Has It all come
down to simply 'a six months' hoist ?'

Tell it not In Gath ; publiah it not in the
streets of Askelon !

The spirit of liberty Is abroad ln the land,
and we cannot check it. The people of
this country are going to have their rights.
If they do not have their rights to-day,
they will have them next day. If not
this year, they will have them next year,
and depend upon it, you will have to
give up this unequal struggle, because
the people of the country wIll rule. I have
stated that the spirit of liberty, civil, reli-
glous and political, is abroad ln the land.
The battle cry of freedom that was raised
ln the Pass of Thermopylae and on the
Plains of Marathon bas been echoing along
the pathway of nations, teaching men to do
and to die for civil, religlous and political
freedom, as at Bannockburn, Waterloo, Bal-
aclava, Kimberley and Ladysmith, and soon
we shall see that flag, planted by loyal
Canadian hands floating triumphantly from
the battlements of Pretoria. To-nIght, or
on the morrow, this Chamber will see-this
country will see-the British Empire wIll
see, civilized world will see, whether we
have risen beyond the conception of liberty
as under the rule of the President of the
Transvaal. To-night, or the morrow, the
people wlll see, how far In the evolution of
the human race, according to Mr. Darwin's
theory, how many In this Chamber have,
and how many have not, got beyond the
Paul Kruger stage of civilization.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-This very Interesting
question has been so fully and ably discuss-
ed thiat it was not my intention to have
spoken on it at ail, thinking It quite un-
necessary to repeat the very powerful and
varied arguments already adduced, but a
remark made by my hon. friend, the Secre-
tary of State-and he is a personal friend

Hon. Mr. KERR.

of mine, to whom I am sincerely attached-
a remark made by him, and which has been
endorsed by the hon. gentleman who ha.
just resumed his seat, seems to me to render
it absolutely necessary for the protection
of mine own name and character that I
should utter a few words. The hon. gentle-
man ventured to say that every bon. mem-
ber voting for this amendment placed him-
self in the position of countenancing a
diabolical fraud, or, as the hon. gentleman
said, associating himself as an accomplice
after the fact In some great wrong. If the
hon. gentleman would remember that he is
not endowed with the only wlsdom and
moral goodness to be found ln this Cham-
ber, he would think for a moment, before
he uttered such a condemnation as that, on
those who differ in opinion from him, and
who will vote for the rejection of this Bill.
Surely he must know that there are per-
sons in this Chamber of mature years, of
long experience, of high character, whose
morality no ose questions, that differ from
him in opinion, and because of that differ-
ence of opinion they are to be characterized
as criminals, associating with criminals,
countenancing a very hurtful and diabolical
piece of work doue by the Conservative
party some years ago. I hold that such a
remark should not be made here, and that
It should be remembered that whatever
position may be taken by hon. members on
this question, their moral character, their
recognition of right and wrong, should not
be thus trampled upon or called into ques-
tion. I consider, for instance, although I
am not a lawyer and do not pretend to judge
constitutional questions in the way they
have been discussed here at all, that I have
an ordinary share of common sense. I be-
lieve I have a very high sense of what moral
rectitude Is, and I believe my whole course
ln the Senate, and in the outside world,
would justify my claiming to be exempt
from any charge of countenancing wrong,
because I have a different opinion from the
person who so characterizes such an act.
The hon. gentleman from Delorimier made
a remark with reference to the Senate and
its qualifications and duties. He admitted
frankly and freely that it was right for the
Senate, If anything was sprung upon the
House suddenly, to refuse to pass it for the
time being, but he forgets, or if he does
not forget he does not mention, that the
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Senate has other duties besides the duty
of throwing out such a Bill. It has higher
duties. It has duties here to judge of the
measures from the House of Commons with
all the fairness and justness which might
be expected to be found in a body like this.
One of the highest or most important
qualifications is not merely the disposing of
a Bill suddenly Introduced, but also to guard
against the introduction into the statute-
book of measures which evidently are not
for the benefit of the country at large, but
calculated for the Interests simply of a
party which controls the Lower House.
One of the highest functions of the Senate
is to judge measures of that kind.

Hon. Mr. MILLIS-Was that their duty In
1882 ?

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It Is their duty at any
time. I hold that it is one of the highest
functions of the Senate, when a measure is
not consIdered to be good or necessary for
the country, to throw it out. It is their bound-
en duty so to do. It is not that we are reject-
Ing the will of the people. That ls an absur-
dity. It has been very strongly asserted that
the mandate of the people has been given
with reference to this Bill. I think, really, to
judge fairly the arguments presented to us
last night by the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond, that there does not seem to be a sha-
dow of doubt whatever as to the power, and
limitations of the power, of the Senate with
reference to this question. He gave us the
clearest and strongest evidence of the pro-
Cedure In the House of Lords on a measure
Very similar In its character to the one
WhIch Is now presented to us.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-What was that?

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-If the hon. gentleman
was not present to hear it Is not my fault.
He gave us a full account of what was done,
that before the House of Lords should paso
a Bill relating to the franchise, they must
also know the use which was to be made of
it.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The hon. gentleman
from Richmond mentIoned three or four
measures before the House of Lords. Would
the hon. gentleman be kind enough to teil
us which one it was ? Was it Home Rule
or the Disestablishment of the Irish Ohurch?
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Hon. Mr. VIDAL-The whole three of
them.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Which was it ?

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It is not necessary to
specify any of the three measures which he
referred to. I speak on the generai principle
of the right and duty of the House to inter-
fere with legislation of the House of Com-
mons under certain circumstances. Speak-
Ing of a mandate from the people here, I
differ totally from the view presented by the
hon. gentleman from Cobourg (Hon. Mr.
Kerr). I do not think we have any mandate
at all, or anything resembling a mandate,
with reference to this matter. It is true it
formed a part of the programme which was
arranged In 1893 by certain influential mem-
bers of the Liberal party, but what was
that ? It was not parliamentary. It was
not a meeting of gentlemen elected to repre-
sent the people. It was a company of people
with very strong vlews who met together
and arranged In their judgment a very fine
plan for the benefit of the country.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-But they did not
carry it out.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-That pro-
gramme was submitted to the people In
June, 1896.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Did the hou. gentleman
hear this programme discussed in the pro-
vince of Quebec ? Did any one ever hear,
upon any of the platforms, any mention of
such a thing as the Redistribution Bill ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I shall answer
the hon. gentleman by telling him that that
programme was submitted to the people and
dIstributed In circulars and the Liberal
papers In the province of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-And what was the re-
sult ? The Senate, last year, rejected the
Bill. Surely If there was a feeling of this
kind in the country there would be some
manifestation of It, and petitions would
come In by the hundreds If the people were
not satisfied. L hold that had the people,
whose rights we are said to be interfering
with, taken a 'deep interest in this inatter,

we would have had petitions here by the
hundred praying for the passing of this Bill.

But we have not heard a word nor received

a petition f rom anybody. It is sald this I
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the second introduction of the Bill, and it
was mentioned very quietly, it was intended
to convey the idea to our minds that the
people were asking it a second time. There
never was a wilder fancy than that. They
have never asked for it a second time, and
I am satisfled, from my knowledge of the
constitution of the Senate, and its members,
that if this question were fairly submitted
to the people even without the details
which the hon. gentleman from Cobourg had
implied that the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond mentioned, but if the people had
an idea what they were voting for, just
simply a Bill for the accomplishment of the
very purpose of the Bill before us, and if
that were voted upon by the people this
Senate would not stand one hour in the way.
They would carry out the wIll of the people
as soon as ever they knew what it was. But
the Senate does not believe that it Is the
will of the people that this Bill should pass.
We have on former occasions dlffered from
the House of Commons on some very im-
portant matters, and in my judgment and
from what I have heard and read since, the
views of the Senate have always been con-
firmed by the people at large. There has
been no great public dissatisfaction with the
action of the Senate. And what object have
we ln caring about one administration or
another ? We are not particularly interest-
ed whether it le a Conservative or a Lib-
eral government. It should have no influ-
ence upon us, and our vote bas no influence
upon the government, and this matter, ins-
tead of being considered as before us on
the mandate of the people, does not come to
us ln that capacity at ail. I do not propose
to go over the long arguments which have
been presented, but it struck me when I was
on my feet that I would like to meet one of
the statements which have been made,
which I think ls wholly Inaccurate, with
reference to the real meaning of this Act
of 1882, which bas been condemned so
strongly and pronounced so bad and so atro-
clous that it should not be on our statute-
book at al. Since this Act was passed there
has been a mandate from the people, the
same mandate as the hon. gentleman from
Delorlmier refers to. Did not parliament
three times appeal to the people after this
' villainous Act ' of 1882 was passed, and
did not the people approve of it? The peo-

P-. Mr. DANDURAND.

ple did not say it was wrong and that they
must repeal it. Nothing of that kind was
said. There were three distinct elections.
and the country approved of the action
which 'had been taken by that government.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudière)-
The dice were loaded.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Were
they loaded in 1896 ?

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I do not propose going
into details. Dealing with this matter in a
general way, I venture to say that, with-
out knowing anything about Its particulars.
the charges against the Act are not jus-
tified at all, and I think I can maintain that
position by the results which have flowed
from it. It is qulte possible that this docu-
ment which has just been read to us by the
hon. gentleman from Cobourg may have
weight with some one. It bas no weight
with me whatever. I would like to know a
little more about it, but I do know that we
cannot presume to enter into the details of
the Act which bas been alluded to ln that
document. We do not know what the mo-
tives were. We do not know that that very
document was acted upon. It was prepared
and no further attention pald to it. There
le no proof that It was a document which
the then government acted upon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
document states that I was called in to see
what changes were made in my district.
There never was any proposai to make any
changes ln my district, and therefore I could
not be consulted about it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--Does the hon. gentleman
deny having seen the map ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not deny having seen a map. I do not know
that I have seen this map. The man says
he was promised $500 and never got it,
which probably accounts for the letter.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Then, in reference to
the figures which have been given to us by
the hon. Secretary of State, I do not think it
la worth while going back to ail the elections
which have taken place. It will be suffi-
eient, I think, to take the election of 1896,
and what do- we find on an investigation of
the figures ? We find a totally different re-
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suit, the very reverse of what the hon. Sec-
retary of 'State says, and the figures which I
will lay before the House will be few in
number and can easily be remembered. The.
very fact that in the House of Commons the
Liberals have a majority of over fifty shows
that whatever was done in that Act, did not
deprive the Liberals of their rights, and
that is the best test of what the Act was,
It was not an Act which took away the
rights of the Liberals which were supposed
to be interfered with by It. Then what do
we find is the present state of affairs ? I
was so struck by the figures put before us
by the hon. Secretary of State that I have
taken a great deal of trouble and have en-'
deavoured very carefully and accurately to
sum up the figures. I have taken them from
the Parliamentary Companion, which wIll
be accepted by every one, and guided
solely by that book, I have endeavoured to
show the truth of my statement, and the
lncorrectness of the statement that the Lib-
erals have been injured by that Act. In
the election of June, 1896, the last general
election, the summing up of the total vote
gives the Conservatives 19.3,875, Liberals
170,934, Patrons 32,034, Independents 22,-
318. That Is the total votes polled recorded
in this book. By looking at the number of
successful candidates and the number of
votes which they polled, we arrive at this
conclusion : Forty-four were elected as Con-
servative members. The votes for those
forty-four were 108,850. Divide it by forty-
four and we get an average of 2,474 for
every Conservative member elected. There
Were forty-three Liberals elected, and the
votes which they recelved were 100,610,
Which divided by the forty-three, gives
an average vote for each Liberal mem-
ber of 2,331. In the face of those
figures where ls the injury to the Lib-
erals ? If it requires 2,474 Conserva
tive electors to return a member, sure-
IY it ls not encroaching on the rights of the
Liberals when they get a member for 2,331
votes-140 less required to elect a Liberal
låember. l that not sufficient to show that
Whatever may have been the intention of
that Bill, whatever may have taken place in
the drafting of that Bill, the result was not
to do any injury whatever to the Reform
Party ? It left them actually returning a
larger number of members with a amaller
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number of voters. I do not think that that
la doing them any great injury. 1 have dis-
regarded the Patrons and 'Independents on
account of the impossibility of dividing them
so as to know what their sentiments were,
or what party they might belong to, la ad-
dition to their occupying that position. But
it does not at all affect the general state-
ment, and I notice, also, in connection wlth
this question, that this very scheming in
legislation bas been much better done in
Ontario than it was done by the Dominion.
They seem to have been better up to that
kind of work, regulating the constituencies,
because, it is a most extraordinary fact that
there As a larger number of Conservative
votes required to elect a member than with
the Liberals. I went carefully through their
last recorded election in 1894, with this re-
suit. I find there were twenty-four Con-
servative members returned, there were
twelve Patrons and two Independents, which
I had to disregard on account of not being
able to apportion the votes between the
Conservatives and the Liberals. The Con-
servatives returned twenty-four members,
and they had secured 57,608 votes. That
gives an average of 2,400 for each member.
The Liberals returned fifty-three members,
and they secured 107,662, an average of
2,031. Hon. gentlemen will see how well it
was done there. All through Ontario it took
nearly 400 for every Conservative member
more than was required for election of a
Liberal member ; and in the face of these
figures It will be seen that instead of any
injury to the Liberals, the wrong has been
the other way. To be represented as they
should be, and according to their numbers,
the Conservatives should have a larger
number of representatives than they now
have elther in the Dominion or the local
louse. When people talk of the great

wrong done by the Act of 1882, they should
look into the figures more closely. I under-
take to say that no discrepancy can be found
In my figures, and I trust hon. gentlemen
have sufficient confidence in my honesty to
believe that there is not the slighteSt at-
tempt to cover them in one way or another.
It is just an earnest search after the truth.
I was so startled by the statement made by
the hon. Secretary of State that it set me
to work to look into the matter. I did not
see his paper or know what it professed to
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be. I do not propose to say much about the
details of the Bill, but It comes to us an-
nounced very loudly and very strongly as
being an attempt to remedy a great wrong.
That is the strongest statement which bas
been made in favour of it, that a great
wrong was done in 1882, and this Bill is to
remedy that wrong. I have shown that ln
my judgment no wrong was done in 1882,
and consequently in my view there is no
necessity for this legislation. Then, again,
if it is necessary to redress the wrong, why
Is It that this Bill is only partial ? Why is
it that it does not deal with the whole ques-
tion and the whole wrong done in 1882 in
all the provinces as well as in Ontario ? I
cannot see why. For that reason, I thlnk
the Bill is so defective and so incomplete
that it ought not to be passed, that it is not
the Bill to correct that wrong, even admit-
ting that the wrong was done. If this Bill
was very carefully considered in the lower
House whHle belng drafted, as I presume It
must have been, there is one thing very
strange, that when it came to this House
a very important alteration was made ln it,
because the original Bill had a provision for
the clty and county of St. John, N.B. I
understand that is a very important con-
stituency, and there is some great wrong to
be rectified there. It was in the Bill as it
was introduced and was quietly dropped out.
I do not know the reasons for it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The member kick-
ed.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I have only to surmise
the reason, and it strikes me that if it was
a great wrong and the Bill was to remedy
that wrong, why should that be left out ? I
suppose the Minister of Justice will reply
to all the arguments which have been ad-
vanced against this measure, and he may be
able to give us the true explanation why the
city and county of St. John has been left
out of the Bill as submitted to us. To my
mind, only two reasons suggest themselves:
Either that the party spirit ln the proposed
distribution, as introduced ln the other
House, was so obvious and clear ln that par-
ticular case that nobody could mistake it,
and it was thought that It must be cut out,
or it would jeopardize the whole Bill.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Will the hon. gentle-
man allow me to tell him why it was taken
out ?

Hon. Mr. VIDAL.

Hou. Mr. VIDAL-After I conclude my re-
marks. The other suggestion was that an
influential member connected with that
constituency was very much opposed to that
provision being introduced, and it was to
satisfy him that it was left out. If it was
so, no matter what its importance, it was
considered of such great value as to change
the plan of the government. They could
not afford to lose the one vote, but what does
it all mean ? That that one vote was of
sufficient consequence to lead them to forègo
the correction of a wrong to which they were
committed. Surely, if that were the case,
it would seem to indicate that coming events
cast their shadows before. We eau imagine
the cloud rising in Manitoba throwing a
rather heavy shade just now ln this direc-
tion, and we may see a similar cloud in
Prince Edward Island, showing that there
must have been some little disturbance ex-
pected there, and I do not know but that
what has taken place lately ln British Col-
umbia may have something to do with it.
To my mind, It is very suggestive that it
Is sought to strengthen the Liberal vote
by passing this Bill in order to have an
additional supply. That is stated to be the
intention.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We would hardly know
on which side the hon. gentleman was.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I try to be fair. The
side that I am upon, if I am on any side at
all, is for the good of the country and for
the interests of the people, and If I saw that
a wrong had been doue, if it had been dine
by my dearest frIend, I would vote against
it. I do not see any proof of the wrong, and
I do not see anything ln the way of a man-
date from the people that we should pass
this Bill, and therefore I shall vote against
it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Listening to aIl
the arguments whieh bave taken place on
this Bill, a layman is apt to get confused. It
appears to me, after hearIng all this discus-
sion about the constitutional law and tfie
privileges of the Senate, that a great deal
,depends on how it affects the party. If
constitutional opinions come ln conflict with
the party feeling, so much the worse for the
constitution. Looking at this bill before us,
one party says that we have no right to re-
ject It at all. Now, I consider if we bave
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a riglit to pass it we have a right to reject!
It. If we have not, why appeal to us at all.
Look at the Bill itself ; what does it say ?
Look at the preamble of the Bill. It says

Her Majesty, by the advice and consent of the
Senate and the House of Commons of Canada,
enacts as follows.

It cannot be passed without our sanction.
We defeated this Bill last year-the saine
Bill with a little alteration ? The only lin-
provement, If It is an Improvement, Is in
regard to the city of St. John. The neces-
sity of this Bill is less now than ever. We
are one year nearer the census. I may be a
little more sensitive than some people. but
it seems to me almost like an Insult to
send this Bill to the Senate again. What is
the object ? They might know it was a
foregone conclusion that the Senate would
reject It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-' While the lamp holds
out to hurn.'

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM. That is a good
one ; I hope the hon. gentleman will apply
It personally. Does the hon. gentleman
fancy for a moment that we are going to
swallow ourselves this year when he lias
not made any Improvement ? He has not
even seasoned It. He lias not put pepper
and sali on It to improve it. Some hon.
gentlemen have gone so far as to say they
got a mandate to pass this Bill. A mandate
from whom ? From a few Grit politicians
Who met in caucus. Is thiat a mandate ?
I do not consider It. I have the Bill
before me and before I sit down I
shall read the mandate to see how far
they have carried It out. I will try and
deal with what my lion. friend from North-
umberland said before I sit down.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-What have the
other planks of the platform to do witli
this ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-After I am
through speaking I shall answer any ques-
tion the lion. gentleman may ask. I did not
interrupt him and I will not suffer any In-
terruption while I am speaking when the
objeet is to throw me off my argument.
What is the great object to get this Bill
through ? Are my hon. frIends afraid of
the electors of this country ? Look at the
m11ajority the government lias lu the House
of Commons. Are they afraid to appeal to

the same jury ? It looks like It. And why
are they afraid ? Because, all the many
pledges they made to the people, except
this one, they have scattered to the tour
wInds of heaven. They are afrajd to meet
the people squarely. The Minister of Jus-
tice accused this Senate of being Conserva-
tives-they wanted to load the dice in favour
of the Conservative party. I deny that.
But the lion. gentleman, and those who
act with him, want to load the dice In
favour of the so-ecalled Reform party, be-
cause they are afraid to appeal to the
people who returned them to power. Why
not wait and carry out the practice we have
always followed since confederation, that
is, every ten years, when the census ls
taken, we readjust the constituencles. We
have heard from the hon. gentleman from
Sarnia that the government has the advan-
tage now, as between the parties. But they
want to play with loaded dice, and as long
as I am here they can not have my vote
to sustain anything of the kind. I am satis-
fled there are many hon. gentlemen here
who take the same view. I feel we should
have every opportunity to have a fair elec-
tion in this country. The Secretary of State
tells us that lie wants to have a pure elec-
tion-that he wants to carry the elections
on public morality. I said, while he was
speaking, 'stick to that.' The idea of
hon. gentlemen talking about political
morality before people who know what is
going on in this country now, especlally
those who know about the way the machine
is working in the province of Ontario ! It
has been at work ln West Huron and Brock-
ville, and those gentlemen who are talking
about purity of elections and fair pfay are
the same gentlemen who called on their
mechanical majority in the House of Com-
mons to vote down an attempt to inquire
into the rascality of interfering with the
ballots. They talk about purity of elec-
tions, when they refuse to look Into the
rascality going on in these counties in On-
tario 1 A man made an affidavit in Detroit,
describing the rascaility that went on ln
Ontarlo. What did the party do ? Some-
body offered him $100 a month if he would
swear lie was not at the Brockville elec-
tion. The government are afraid to face

the electors, and they want to load the dice.

The people will surely punish them when
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the time comes unless they mend their
ways, and they muet mend them soon. The
hon. Secretary of State submltted diagrams
of the constituencles to show how constitu-
encles were eut. I asked him if he could
show us Tuckersmith, but he could not, that
was not In hie lne. He was the man of
all others responsible for the Tuckersmith
swindle In this House. I remember when
Malcolm Cameron was a candidate for
South Huron, and Greenway, afterwards
Premier of Manitoba, was hie opponent.
Malcolm Cameron was declared elected, but
there was a petition against hlm for corrupt
practice. Wbat did he do ? He introduced
a Bill in the House of Commons to take
Tuckeremith from Centre Huron and add
It to hie constituency In order to load the
dice, as my hon. friend the Minister of
Justice wants to do now. The Bill passed
the Lower House and was presented here.
The hon. Secretary of State was the man
that fathered It. It was all right, he said ;
the Bill dId not make any difference because
both candidates were supporters of the gov-
ernment of the day. But what was the
result ? The Senate threw out the Tucker-
smnith Bill, an election was held and Mr.
Greenway was successful. He came down
here to parliament. He wanted to be intro-
duced In the House by one member from
each side. He was introduced and was not
long there before they brought some In-
fluence to bear upon him-I do not know
w'hat, I was not behind the scenes, but they
got Mr. Greenway to support them. They
gave hlm a good start in the North-west by
good advice or something else. I would like
to read the speech which the hon. Secretary
of State delIvered when he introduced the
Tuckersmith Bill to show how harmless
It was to load the dIce In favour of a sup-
porter, but It would not go down in the
Senate, It was thrown out. That le a long
time ago, back in 1874, but they think now it
le forgotten. The injustice they tried to per-
petrate on that occasion will not soon be
forgotten in this country. It will take a
long time to wlpe out such a measure by
talking goody-goody and about preserving
morality of elections. Act wrong once and
it le bound to follow you. The hon. Secretary
of State said at the time the Tuckersmith
Bill was a measure affecting two constitu-
encies In the county of Huron. Changes

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

were made in the division of the two rid-
ings. He continued:

He was not aware that there was any opposi-
tion to the measure. Of course it was quite
competent for the Senate to interfere with legis-
lation of that kind, but In a matter that was
local in Its character, and where it was a natural
change to make and one that affects only the
representation in the other branch of the legis-
lature, he thought this House might acquiesce
in the reasonable proposition made to It, and
pass this Bill. It could not be said that the
change bore a political complexion, as both
ridirgs were represented by gentlemen of the
same party.

Letellier de St. Just also said that the Sen-
ate had a perfect right to throw out the
bill. To-day they tell us that we muet pass
this Redistribution Bill. There are other
matters In connection with this measure
that if properly looked into will not stand
the light of day. I have before me the
Tuckersmith Bill, and it Is worth placing on
record. It is as follows :

An Act to amend the Act 35 Victoria, chapter
18, intituled ' An Act to readjust the represen-
tation in the House of Commons.'

Whereas, by the Act passed In the thirty-fifth
year of Her Majesty's reign, and intituled ' An
Act to readjust the representation In the House
of Commons.' the county of Huron was divided
into three ridings for the purpose of represen-
tation in the House of Commons, the said rid-
ings being called respectively the south, centre
and north ridings-the south riding consisting
of the townships of Goderich, Stanley, Hay,
Stephen, Usborne, and the village of Clinton,
and the said centre riding consisting of the
townships of Colborne, Hullet, McKillop, Tucker-
smith, Grey, the town of Goderich, and the vil-
lage of Seaforth ; and whereas, the said town-
ship of Tuckersmith by natural boundaries and
geographical position should form part of the
said south riding ; and whereas, a large majority
of the electors of the said township of Tucker-
smIth have petitioned parliament to be detached
from the said centre riding, and to be attached
to the said south riding for the purpose of re-
presentation In the House of Commons ; and d1t
is desirable to grant the prayer of the said peti-
tion, and this to make the said riding as com-
pact as may be, and to have the several muni-
cipalities comprising the same contiguous to
each other ; Therefore, Her Majesty, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate and House
of Commons of Canada, enacts as follows :

1. The centre riding of the county of Huron
shall hereafter consist of the townships of Col-
borne, Hullet, McKillop, Grey, the town of Gode-
rich, and the village of Seaforth.

2. The south riding of the said county of
Huron shall hereafter consist of the townships
of Goderich, Stanley, Tuckersmith. Hay, Ste-
phen. Usborne, and the village of Clinton.

3. This Act shall fot affect the elections which
heretofore have taken place for the present par-
lament.

The Secretary Of State said a1so the other
day that there le no way you can Offend
the people so quickly as by InterferJng wltb
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the franchise. I said then in reply to him,
' I agree with you,' but now on thinking It
over, I find there ls one other way you can
offend them more, and that Is by having a
machine to count the ballots for the wrong
man, as was done l the county of Huron,
a crime whlch the government of the day
refused to investigate. That will offend the
people more, and the government will lose
more support for that than for anything
else. I am not going into the rascality which
took place in Elgin. I am dealing with the
Dominion elections in South Huron and in
Brockville. The government is bound that
we shall not get at the facts, but we know
enough to show how ballots were 'switch-
ed,' and that is why they want to get this
Bill through, to see if they can loadathe dice
and pack the jury so that they can snap a
favourable verdict from the country. The
hon. Secretary of State said further that he
wanted to carry on the government on the
ground of political morality. That Is thé old
cry. I remember him a long time back
speaking of political morality and purity of
elections. Does the election in South Huron
show political morallty ? Would the elec-
tion in Brockville show political morality
when the hon. gentleman's party offer a
man $100 a month if he will swear he was
not at the election in Brockville ? How will
they explain their conduct before the people
of this country ? How can they explain
their refusal to permit an examination of the
ballots in the South Huron election that
were partly examined last year ? They have
'lot the excuse they have in Toronto. They
have not burned the ballots yet-at least, I
do not think they have. I cannot see for the
life of me why the men who sit as the re-
presentatives of those two constituencles ln
the House of Commons do not resign and
go to the people again. The Secretary of
State offered an excuse for how his party
got defeated ln 1878. He sald there was a
depression all over the world at that time
from 1874 to 1878 while the Reform party
were In power. We know that. There was
a depression particularly in Canada. That
Was the time when Canada was a slaughter
market for United States manufactures and
our people were not employed. In fact,
that was the perlod of the soup kitchen lu
this country. It was the time of the fly-on-
the-wheel pollcy. I agree wlth the first part

of the hon. gentleman's excuse. I admit
there was a depression, but the government
refused to act. They sald they had nothing
more to do with the prosperity of this coun-
try than a fly on a wheel might have with
the turning of the wheel. The Conserva-
tive party appealed to the country. They
made pledges ; as my hon. friend from De
Lorimler would call It, they had a mandate.
They said to the people, 'If you elect us to
parliament we will protect the Interests of
the country.' The Liberals said, ' You can-
not do it.' Did the Conservative party carry
out the pledge that they made on that oc-
casion ? They carried out every one of
their pledges. If that was a mandate they
carried it out. But what have these gentle-
men done ? They talk about having a man-
date. Where do they get It ? No one gave
me a mandate to do so and so no one can
command me except Her Majesty. I am
free born, as every hon. gentleman present
here to-day ls, and we are not to be Influenc-
ed by such arguments to load the dice so
that the men who have misgoverned the
country shall be returned again. They
pledged themselves to parliamentary control
over expenditure, to let contracts by tender
to the lowest bidder, to purity of electons,
and economy In expenditure. In this man-
date they were told to economize the ex-
penditure, have they done so ? They said
at one time that $35,000,000 was more than
5,000,000, people could pay annually. What
did they do ? They increased the expendi-
ture and that ls why they are afrald to face
the people, and they want us to help them to
load the dice to ensure their return to pc>wer.
I do not wish to say anything disparaging
of the hon. Minister of Justice. I think
more of him than I did formerly. I think
if he had a free hand things would be very
much better. When I spoke last time I did
the hon. minister an injustice and I am no
man to do another injustice without putting
the matter right afterwards. Speaking of
those two anxious days here, the time the
statenient was made ' Not a man not a
dollar,' I sald that those sitting at the
Council Board were equally guilty with Mr.
Tarte and Mr. Laurier, and I named them.
I found out afterwards that my bon. friend
the Minister of Justice was not there. He

was ln the North-west ; I withdraw that
statement as far as he 1s concerned, be-

343



[SENATE]

cause no matter how much I may differ
from him politically, no matter how much I
may dislike some of his actions, politically,
on that question I exonerate him, and I say
that I think he is loyal to the core. There
Is another point that they were very par-
ticular about, another pledge before the
people, another plank in the platforni. That
was with reference to members of parlia-
ment being employed by the government.
In the other House they went so far as to
introduce a Bill to do away with this crylng
evil, and how do we find it to-day ? Has'it
decreased? I would feel ashamed if I ad-
vocated one thing and submitted a Bill to
parliament on any good grounds that 1
should pretend to desire to carry out and
would not really carry out what I intended
to do. We know, after all this, that they
carried out the practice even after the in-
troduction of the Bill. I have a copy of the
bill here, which is as follows :

An Act better to secure the Independence of
Parliament.

Her Majesty, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate and House of Commons of
Canada, enacts as follows :

1. Except as provided by chapter eleven of the
Revised Statutes, intituled ' An Act respecting
the Senate and House of Commons,' no person
shall be eligible to be appointed to any office,
commission or employment, permanent or tem-
porary, in the service of the Government of Can-
ada, at the nomination of the Crown, or at the
nomination of any of the members or officers
of the Government of Canada, to which any
salary, fee, wages, allowance, emolument or
profit of any kind is attached, while he is a
member of the House of Commons or until at
least one year bas elapsed since the disssolution
of the parliament of which he was a member.

After recess, I will read Mr. Mulock's
speech when he introduced this Bill. I think
that should appear In the debates along
with the Bill. We can look back to a mem-
ber of parliament from the province of
Quebec, who bad suffered a good deal for
his party, who had an offer from the gov-
ernment, who was to be governor of Que-
bec. He had Mr. Laurier's promise In his
pocket : He kept It there for a session or
two until he could stand it no longer. Then
he threatened to kick, and w4hen he took up
the gun. like Mr. Crockett's coon. Mr.
Laurier came down accordingly. But, he
could not get the governorship. They had
to get Mr. Jetté to resign his position as
judge, and then they appointed hlm to the
position.

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

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

AFTER RECESS.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-When the Houle
rose at six o'clock, I had not quite con-
cluded my remarks. I would like to read
to the House the speech of the present Post-
inaster G-eneral in the House of Commons
when he introduced a Bill into parliament
to prevent members of parliament being
employed by the Crown. Mr. Mulock moved
for leave to introduce Bill (No. 111) better
to secure the independence of parliament.
The report in Han8ard is as follows :

Mr.* FOSTER. What are the principles of the
Bill?

Mr. MULOCK. The object of the Bill is to
accomplish what its title indicates, further to
secure the independence of parliament. It has
been the constant effort of parliamentarians to
secure on the floor of parliament the free, un-
biassed kpression of the will of the people,
and from time to time legislators have directed
their attention to the removal of ail obstacles
in the way of the accomplishment of so desirable
an end. Our predecessors have from time to
time provided against biassing influences, as for
exar4ple, the presence of placemen in parliament.
That is recognized now as a condition of affairs
which should not be tolerated in a free parlia-
ment. There are a few exceptions to the Act
respecting this Houso, but the general principle
bas been affirmed long years since, that members
of parliament should not owe any divided aile-
giance; a member of parliament should repre-
sent freely and fully the will of the people who
sent him here, and, to speak inoffensively and
yet perhaps in an apt way to describe my view,
he should not accept the shilling from any aide
of the House to the exteut of being In any way
hampered In the discharge of his duties or ren-
dered at all otherwise than free to act as his
best judgment dictates In dealing with ail ques-
tions before the House. Now, it is impossible
for one to shut his eyes to an abuse which has
-.iv.d e.iot u eullilad uslps3uvo ai ui do 2unijds
ticularly In the House of Commons, an abuse
that Is far-reaching and la attended by more
evils than the one to which I particularly allude,
but none equal In magnitude to the evil of men-
acing tha independence of parliament Itself.
What I refer to is members of parliament and
members of the House, applying to the govern-
ment of the day for positions in the gift of
the Crown, positions of emolument which if they
were to accept would at once disqualify them
from remaining members of the House. Why?
Because the moment they have entered the pub-
lic service as civil servants they would cease
to be free, they would be servants of the gov-
ernment of the day, and therefore, to that ex-
tent, not untrammelled to represent their con-
stituents. Well, Sir, I would like to know
If a man Is more free who Is an applicant for
a position or who bas received the promise of a
position from the government of the day as soon
as it may suit them to appoint him. How
many members are there In this House to-day in
that position? There are a considerable num-
ber.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. MULOCK. Yes, a very considerable num-

ber of nembers of this House to-day are appli-
cants for public onllces from the government that
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they are supporting, and several bave promises
of such positions. A short time ago the Pre-
mier of this country wrote a letter to a member
of the House stating that ten seats in the Sen-
ate had been promiEed. He did not say they
had b2en promisedl to members of the House,
but I hava not the slightest doubt that a very
considerable number of these seats are being
kept vacant for some members of the House.
We know, and the country knows, that public
offices have been kept vacant now for years
which ought to have been filled or abolished long
since, in order that when a fitting time arrives,
members of the House might be appointed to
these positions. It is not very long since a
member of the louse was appointed to a posi-
tion, the promise of which, I understand, had
been made to him whilst he was a member of
the House, and he continued ta be a member
for a length of time after the promise was made.
How can a member of the House who bas the
promise from the government of a position of
emolument be free to vote or take a stand as
a representative of the people against the will
of the government? However independent he
may desire to be, that relation entirely destroys
bis usefulness as a representative of the con-
stituency which sent him here. Further, Sir,
to regard parliament as primarily a steppIng-
stone to office is calculated, In my judgment,
to lower the dignity of parliament. I do not
deny that members of parliament, atter the lapse
of a proper period of time, may have an equal
claim with others to public office, but It will
Je a deplorable state of affairs if the idea comes
to prevail that the best way to secure public
office is to be a candidate for parliament or a
member of parliament. Men will come here not
to serve their country generally, but the govern-
ment of the day In order that they themselves
may profit and the Interests of their constituents
will only take a very secondary position. I
think, therefore, considering the magnitude of the
evil that the time has arrived when parliament
must assert Itself. I think I am not outside of
the remark when I say that from 15 to 20 per
cent of the members now supporting the admin-
istration have promises of a situation, and de-
pend upon the goverument to carry out these
promises. Such an element In parliament is cal-
culated to lower the Influence of public opinion
In the House, and entirely defeat the object of
our parliamentary system.

We are told that we have a mandate from
the people to pass this measure to amend
the Redistribution Act. What mandate have
we received In reference to it ? It is true
that at a Grit convention they spoke of
passing this Bill, but a great many other
matters were also referred to. There are
ten items in the manifesto of that con-
vention. My hon. friend says that this plat-
form was published all through the pro-
vince of Quebec, and that is why I call It
a manifesto. What right has the Reform
party in this country to publish this docu-
ment in the province of Quebec and call It
a mandate to the Senate ?

We do not speak of that manifesto as a
mandate, but we speak of the ratification
that was given to that by the electors re-
turning a majority to parliament as a man-
date from the people.

Hou. Mr. McCALLUM-And this is one
of the ten pledges, and I shall deal with the
other nine later on. If the government
were endorsed by such a large majority at
the last election, why are they afraid to go
to the electors without a packed jury ?
Have they sinned so much that they are
afraid that they will be found guilty ? My
own opinion is that they Will be convicted.
A mandate issued from a caucus of poli-
ticians is not binding upon us. Then, tartit
reform is another plank In that platform.
How much did they reform the tariff ?

Hon. Mr. DANDU RAND-Thirty-three
and a third per cent by the preference to
England.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I know they talk
of preferential trade with England. They
told the people what an advantage it would
be to the farmers if they could sell their
mutton, beef, grain and cheese in England
by getting a preference in England over
other countries. Did they get that prefer-
ence ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Yes.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Talk about tarift
reform. I question very much whether the
people of this country assented to tariff re-
form. I am a loyal subject of Her Ma-
jesty.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-1 doubt it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-But I do not want
the people of Canada to go In debt for silk
and shoddy to bring into this country. With
so many men idle in the country we ought
to be able to produce enough to support
ourselves. But it is a spendthrift govern-
ment and we are going In debt. Is the bal-
ance of trade in favour of this country?
No. I say we should extend that trade.
We want a quid pro quo. We must deal
with John Bull the same as with any one
else.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-That Is not
loyal.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Allow me to interrupt Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The hon. gentle-
for a moment. There Is a misapprehension. man wants to buy loyalty. That Is not my
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way of being loyal to my Queen and coun-
try. Then another plank was reciprocity.
Where is It ? What is it ? Is it unrestrict-
ed ? That was the policy of the party at
one time ? They were going to give us re-
ciprocity. What have they done to get it ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The hon. gen-
tleman's party could not get it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-There is one thing
we would not do. The lever we had to ob-
tain reciprocity was to exchange corn for
barley ; the government were good enougli
to take the duty off corn and give it to the
United States the same as they are giving
things to England now, without any con-
pensating advantage. Then the next plank
is 'Corruption condemned.' What good peo-
ple they are ; and they are steeped to the
lips ln corruption to-day, and they say 'Cor-
ruption condemned.'

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Curran Bridge.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-i am not talking
about the Curran bridge. I wish the hon.
gentleman would not interrupt me, I do not
mind it much, but two can play at that
game, and if he takes my advice lie will
keep quiet. Corruption is a thing we ought
to deal with. My hon. friend the Minister
of Justice told us we had county councils
and municipal councils in the towns of On-
tario, but they did not tell us they had a
machine there. I do not say he knows any-
thing about the mnachine. I do not accuse
him of that, but I accuse him of being a
member of the government which is trylng
to stitle the wrong-doing in the elections at
West Huron and Brockville. I do not hold
him personally responsible for it, but lie Is
in bad company. Then the next plank Is
economy. That is a beautiful word. They
were very economical ! What have they
done in reference to the expenses of the
country? There Is no necessity for me to go
over it. Hon. gentlemen know how they
have increased the expenditure without
rhyme or reason. Then responsible govern-
ment : I do not know what that means. I
thought we had responsible government be-
fore. But this government thinks they are
not responsible to the people. Theéy do just
what they please. Then the next plank,
'The law as to settlers.' I do not know
what that means ; it is not explained here.
What do they mean to do with the settlers ?
Do they mean this gang they brought over

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

from Russia, the people we are feeding in
order to keep them in the country, while
we are assessing honest men to bear the ex-
pense ? Probably the hon. gentleman from
Northumberland might explain that, but I
suppose lie could not because the Globe does
not say anything about it. If lie had seen it
in the Globe lie could have told us all about
it. Then we have the Franchise Act. Of
course that is what we are dealing with
now. Then Senate reform.

Hou. Mr. DANDURAND-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-That hear, hear,
was rather weak. It will be weaker yet.
Let the House of Commons reform them-
selves. There le much need of It. They
make false pledges before the people of the
country and scatter them to the four winds
of heaven. That le why they want reform.
The people will reform them when they
have the chance, and the Senate is not going
to be foolish enough to load the dice to keep
the present government ln power.

Prohibition, what about that ? That was
another pledge. What have they done with
it ? It cost this country a good deal of
money to take the plebiscite.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-They got a mandate.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-And what have
they doue about it ? Perhaps the hon. gen-
tleman from de Lorimier will tell us by-and-
by. I have gone over the ten Items that
they got a mandate for. A mandate from
whom ? A mandate from a Grit caucus to
tell the Senate whtat to do. They call it
a mandate. I call it a manifesto, because
it was published throughout the provinces
of Ontario and Quebec. I should think a
man of the great knowledge of the lion.
gentleman from West Northumberland (Hon.
Mr. Kerr), a man of hie standing at the bar,
would have something better to give us
than an article from the Globe newspaper-
a newspaper which has beei the party
organ,'right or wrong. He reads that to us
and tries to make the Senate believe from
it that this Bill is right. He struck a good
attitude, and I know lie le qualified to make
a much better speech than he gave us to-
day, but lie w-as working against wind
and tide. and when lie could not do any-
thing else lie read anu article from the Globe.
Mr. Mulock gave the pledge to which I have
referred. Let us see how he carried it out.

346



[MARCH 27, 1900J

Since these gentlemen have been in power,
sixteen members of parliament have been
appointed to office. I do not consider It a
crime, but the man who brought in such
a Bill as the one I have read here to-day
in order to make political capital, and then
go back on it ail, is false to his pledges to
the people. I do not care how many good
men the government appoint to the Senate
or to the bench, but I do object strongly
to the judges of this country takIng part
in the redistribution of the constituencies
or in political elections. Judges had poli-
tical feelings before their appolntment, just
as well as other people. Have they lost
them since ? Has Sir Oliver Mowat lost
his because he was a judge on the bench ?
Have other judges lost theirs ? The people
of this country think highly of our judges,
but the moment you bring them down from
their high position to take part in political
affairs, you belittle them in more ways
than one. It ia the first step to do wroug,
and you will go further until you give the
criminals of the country a voice ln selecting
their judges. I do not want the judges
to have anything to do with the redistri-
bution.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-The first thing upon
which I shall venture to express an opinion
in dealing with the Bill now before us Is
the theory of keeping to the municipal
boundaries when readjusting the different
electoral districts of this Dominion. I muet
say that I am in sympathy with that pro-
position. In so far as it is practicable, I
really believe that it Is a sound policy. 'But
we must not forget that this Is not always
possible in a new country like ours. And even
wlien it Is done at the time of the readjust-
ment or redistribution, we are liable to find
out after a few years that the rule does not
apply any longer, because the provinces
themselves have thought proper to alter
those municipal boundaries on account of
some changes in the circumstances of the
population, such as an increase of that
population. For instance, in the province
of Manitoba I do not thInk that we cau
flnd any single period of five years durIng
whleh soine changes in the municipal bound-
arles have not taken place, just on account
of the progress of the province. Conse-
quently I do not think there Is much after
al], and for the present, in that theory, es-

pecially when we consider that whether
this rule is adhered to or not, It does not
prevent the electors going to the polling
places. nor does it prevent the expression
of public opinion. This assertion is borne
out by the result of the elections of 1896,
which took place under the redistribution
made in 1892, by a Conservative govern-
ment. It did not prevent the accession to
power of a Liberal government. It must
also be taken into consideration that the
Instances where the limits of the electoral
divisions are not co-terminous with the
municipal boundaries are an exception and
a very small one.

We have heard several of the hon. gen-
tlemen on the other side of the House coin-
plaining that an injustice had been inflicted
on their party by the Redistribution Bills ot
1882 and 1892. Of course this is quite de-
batable. But granted, for the sake ot argu-
ment, that some Injustice was done to the
Liberal party then ; It seems to me that
we might very well say that the injustice-
complained of bas been cured by the elec-
tions of 1896. These elections have shown
that whenever the people think that a
change of government should take place,
no readjustment or redistribution of the
seats can prevent it. And I may add that
these elections have also shown that the
complaints of the hon. gentlemen about the
alleged injustice done to their party must
be somewhat exaggerated, since they bave
been returned to power under that readjust-
ment and with as large a majority as any
government in this land ever had. What
do we propose now ? We simply direct
these gentlemen to go back to the country
as shaped, In so far as the electoral consti-
tuencies are concerned, when they were re-
turned to power ; we propose to give them
an opportunity of having their political re-
cord approved of or condemned by the Same
electorate that elected them, and of securing
a verdict ln their favour or against them
from the same set of jurors that were called
to give their findings ln 1896 !

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Supposing we were
beaten, and the other side came ln, would
you send them back to the same constituen-
cles before you would permit the redistri-

bution to take place ?
Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Well, I shall not be-

a member of the next government. and I
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leave that for the ministers of the time to Mr. Scott). According to the hon. gentleman
decide. and to bis Liberal supporters it was then

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They an outrageous thing on tle part of the Con-
are obliged to redistribute after the census, servative government to bring down a re-
no matter who is in power. adjustment measure at that timL. on the

eve of a general election. But, for a Liberal
Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Looking at this

subject broadly, I say that if there was fosubjet roalyI sy tht I tlerewas w1tlistanding the fact that we are also on
originally a serious injustice done to the eve of a general election. And, mark!
the Liberal party, it has been very There was this to be said ln favour of in-
materially remedied since, and whatever troduction of such a measure in 1882 by the
may remain of it now is so small and so government of the day, aithougl it was
doubtful and so vague that it has become a, on the eve of a general election. Section
matter of secondary importance, while the i51 of the constitution made it obligatory
essential tbing to be taken into consideration upon that government then to proceed to a
Is whether such legislation can with pro- readjustment of the seats as a consequence
priety be introduced at this period of the of tle census that had taken place the year
present parliament, and whether such legis- before. It reads:
lation, at this time, was ever contemplated on the completion of the census of 1871, and
by the framers of tlie constitution. One of of each subsequent decennial census, the re-
those wio lave laid stress on tle alleged in- presentation of the four provinces sha be re-
justice done an 1882 and 1892 to the Liberal adjusted . . . . . .

party is the lion. Secretary of State. Now, I The government of tliat day bad to obey
an sorry not to see tlie lon. gentleman at that mandate of the constitution. But to-
bis seat now. It was my intention to ask day wliat are the circumstances? There
tbe lion. gentleman-and 1 iad boped tiat lis, in t far as the Bi taW before us o
lie w-ould bave been w'llling to give me an concernied, no sucli mandate ln the coneti-
answer, wetlier lie does not really el!eve tut of a general election. are a on the
that to fing on tlie country sucli a measure geonatn oelecto, beauere a on1 the
on te eve of a general election is a most eve of a g r eetn con
objectionable policy? As the lion. gentie- quent on the decennial census that Is to be
man le not in tlie Chamber, I shahl try to taken next year. Tlien, If we make the redis-
bave an answer to my question ln some tribution that is now propoed to us, we wil
otlier way. A dlstinguislied member of have witlin tbe space of tvo years, two,
this House said in 1882, ln connection wltb redistributions of seats. 1 cannot believe
tlie Readjustment Bill of tat tmer: tliat tliis was intended by the framers f

I miaintain (Senate Dhateso 1882, page 721) the constitution. Holding thip vlew, It
that this question of representation is too deOi- seems to me tliat it is the duty of ths Sen-
cate a subject to be treated in the way It has ate to Interfere and to prevent sucih a
the who.... It ought not to havea been ap- breaci of the spirit of tbe law.
Proached on the eve of an electn, when poLlti-
cal feeling Is aroused. . . . I now return to, the hon. Secretary of
and elsewhere n te same speeci (Senate State. PurNuong hie Une o argument ,that
Debates 1882, page 716), the same lonour- lion, gentleman reminded tbe Senate tiat
ale gentleman sand : It bad 'a great duty to perform,' and ac-

A measure of such consequence n th e opn- cordngly le closed bis remarks by movIng
ion of ail far-minded men, Is one whlch should tue tiree months' boewt. From the utter-
tot be fliung on the country Jut on the eve of anees of te hon. gentleman, and from the
a generaa election. course lie took on that occasion, I draw

And now let us flnd who uttered these two or three conclusions. lot. The ion.
characteristic words! w o stamped the pre- gentleman atirmed the impropriety o ap-
sent Bih witb te seal of impropriety Wbo proaching sch a subject on tlie eve of a
lias censured n suc8 teris tle action of general eection, tlius condemning in ad-
the present government, approaching to-day vance thie action o the present govern-
sucI a delicate matter just on tlie eve of a ment, of whit lie li a member. 2nd. By
general election? No less a personage than moving the three months hoet e affirmed
the alb. Secretry of 4tate himself Ho. the rigwht of tlie Senate to deal wtu the

Hon. Mr. BERNIER.
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matter. 3rd. Lis inconsistency is so glar- are clear on that point. That proposition
ing that he must of necessity forgive us if 1 shah establish by the following quota-
to-day we do not allow ourselves to be con- nons lu 1874 in dealing with the case of
vinced by the speech with which he treated Tuckersmith, the hon. Secretary of State
the House on Friday night. said:

I have just stated that the hon. Secretary Of course it was quite cofpetent for the Senate
of State affirmed sorne eighteen years ago to interfere with legisiation of that kind. (Teck-

the igh of he enae to del wth aBil ofersmith case, Senate ' Debates,' 1874, page 266.)
the righit of the Senate to deal with a BILIl off
this kind. He was not alone at the time inlu 1882, the hon. the present Minister of
expressing that view. In fact, I do not be- i ustice (Mr. Mille) dealing with the rend-
lieve the hon. gentleman takes a different sent B, aletin the rsocthe
view to-day. Quite the contrary. He and Sea t atte ih rn corne respets,
his colleagues are forced to admit that the
Senate ls within Its jurisdiction in rejecting i sa
the present Bill, if It choose to do so. But Thiseasr as oerly ou aid
while they are obliged to recogze the juris-Chaber to accept
diction of the Senate, that concession of the Bil or reJeet lt. ('Hansard,' 1882, p. 1565.)
theirs le surrounded wlth restrictions and Sir John A. Macdonald said in 1882-
threats whidh we cannot ignore. Henlce, (Ilan8ard, page 1563):
the obligation on our part to give one at- There la a doubt in the world that the House
tention to, that subjeet. As to the threat, of Lords has a right, and as exercised the rig t,
1 have flot muct to say, except this Ithat no to deal with the question oc the representatian of

the House o Ctmons. The Hause of Commons
threat whatever will deter this flouse fro O admitted tat right by the manner in whiS the
daing ite duty according to Itt understand- Reform Bii f 1832 was deait wth. That rght
ing of the position it occuples ln eur par- was neyer disputed until it was dsputed by the

hon. niember for Bothwell to-niglit. This inatter
1iarnentary Institutions and beffore the coun- stands upon a different footing entireiy from the
try. I may add that it does fIot behoove Supply Bi . The hon. genteman's memory ahd

reading witl tehl him that the Hadse of- Lrds dld
the governrent or its friends to speak s0 dea mest independently with alil matters f re-
as ta undermine, as It were, the political presentatiln, that they have a right t protect
Institutions of their country. If the Lib- the people in those matters and I defy e nther df

the ho. gentlemen ta say that the (House of
eral party le in earnest when it says that Cc mions of England have ever denled to that
It intende to ref orr the Senate or brandi of as legilature the right to anterveneand express their opinion legislatively on the
dispense wlth fts services, let the gov- question of representation. There can be no
ernrent of Its choce core down wth a doubt about that question, thoug a! caurse t
measure to that effect. The Senate can court may be a atter 0f expediency as ta the extent.
the hosliaty of the Lberal party and the Mr. Macdougall-They ay have the power,
action of the goverctent n that regard. but not the rigt.

Sir John A. Maodanald-Legal power iaIt feele to-day that It lias more grasp riglit, but the expediency of exercising that
upon public opinion than It lad at cer- power ls a dIfferent affair. The only matter in
I1 which the Hase o! Lards cannot nterfere i theta te t i s Supply Bi. We know that when the Senae
the govern ent bring down their measures threw out the Tuckermith Bi, the hon. gen-
with regard to the constitution off the Sen- tleman did fot deny the constitutional rght o!that Hase ta tnterfere un the matter; and they
ate ln an open straightfforward manner. interfered rlghtly and welh on that occasion, b>e-
Sucli a pollcy we could understand, aithougli cause they prevented a breach of the British
oppsed ta Ita But until they choose ta do America Act, by bh dovng.

0, they shuld not try to beitt e one of If any gentlemen In thss oouse have feit
the great political bodies of this country, doub- tul as to the rights of the Senate ta
nor should they Indulge wn mitrepresenta- Interfere In this matter, I hope that the
tin about Its rigts and deede. quatatians Just made wIll have the effet of

As ta the restriction with w'hlch the clearng theor vind of sud daubte. And
gavernment d their friendo want ta en- aur Interference ta-day ias to other obect
taugle the action off the Senate, ln 50 far than ta prevent a breach of the Bruirt
as the Bilt now before us le concerned, It Nrth Amerca Âct as intiznated by 8fr
ai an easy task to have then removed. Par- John A. Macdonald, whd. ten referred fot
tiamentary traditions, as we l as constitu- to the letter of the constittion, but ratIe
titnal principles, both here and in England, ta t e spirit of the law.
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What I want now to impress upon the
minds of the hon. gentlemen of this House
is the principal object that we should have
in rejecting this Bill.

I do not question the technical right of
parliament to make a redistribution at any
time ; and right here I want to enter
again my protest against the misre-
presentation that has been made of
the position taken by the Senate last
year on this question. In order to place
the Senate in a false position before the
public-the Canadian and English public-
a gentleman (Mr. Fitzpatrick, Solicitor Gen-
eral) whose official position in Canada
should induce him to guard himself against
such an indiscretion, has represented that
the Senate of Canada had declared that a
redistribution of seats, except immediately
after each decennial census, was unconsti-
tutional. That was a misrepresentation un-
worthy of the gentleman who made it, un-
worthy of the government which called him
to the high position he occupies, unworthy
of them all on account of the object that
was sought to be served. A campaign of
hostility ls carried on by the party ln power
against the Senate, and any weapon against
this body seems to be in order with some
of these gentlemen. In this instance, the
weapon was the misrepresentation of the
facts, with a view of deceiving the people
and thereby carrying away and astray pub-
lie opinion with respect to the views and
the action of the Senate. The very reverse
of the representations made is the truth.
Let me quote the resolution adopted last
year. It says :

That it be resolved that It ls inexpedient to
proceed further with the Bill now under consid-
eration inasmuch as it is provided by section 51
of the British North America Act, that the re-
presentation of the provinces in the House of
Commons shall be readjusted upon the comple-
tion of each decennial census subject to and in
accordance with the rules of the said Act set
forth, and as the next decennial census will
under the provisions of the Confederation Act be
taken in 1901, a readjustment of the constiuencies
ln the Dominion made previous to such census
being taken would, in the opinion of this House,
he a violation of the spirit of the said Act.

What le the true and honest construction
to be put on this resolution? It is a plain
assertion of the technical and legal power
of the parliament of Canada to deal with
that subject, but, at the same time, it affirms
that it was not contemplated by the framers
of the constitution that a redistribution of

Hon. Mr. BERNIER.

this kind should take place at this time.
Hence, in the resolution these words, that
'it would be a violation of the spirit of the
constitution' to adopt now such a legisla-
tion as that. It was well perbaps to leave
the door open for legislation. Because, as
the experience of years has shown, clerical
errors may crop up in the decennial re-
adjustment, and these as a matter of
course should be corrected, as it has been
the practice to do. But this practice ks not
antagonistie to the contention that it was
contemplated that actual and formai redis-
tribution should not take place more than
once ln every ten years. This view is in
accord with the interpretation given to the
constitution in the early days of our con-
federation and since by men of high par-
liamentary authority ; it is also in accord
with the rule acted upon by parliament it-
self. In the year 1872 Sir Leonard Tilley said:

A time might come and will no doubt arrive
at the next decennial census when it would be
necessary to readjust constituencies. ('Han-
sard,' 1872, p. 113.)

Of course, there ls no precise assertion
here that a redistribution cannot take place
at any other time than after the decennial
!ensus. But these words most assuredly con-
vey the Idea that at that time no one re-
garded as a probability the recasting of the
electoral map except after each decennial
census. We find the same views in these
words of Mr. Alexander Mackenzie, speak-
ing on the same occasion. He said :

The Bill was brought ln, it was to be supposed,
for the purpose of complying not only With the
letter but also as far as possible with the spirit
of the Act of Union. But while it did comply
with the letter by giving the provinces, that had
established their rights, by a greater increase of
population, a greater representation in that
House, it did not fuifil the idea of those who had
long advocated the principle of representation
according to population in that House. They
found in some of the more populous districts,
that were very rapidly filling up, which before
the next ten years would nearly double their
present population, no regard had been paid to
the great Increase that had been taking place.
(' Hansard,' 1872, p. 127.)

Now, what do we find here ? Mr. Mac-
kenzie complains that in readjusting the
constituencies sufficlent regard has not been
paid to large tracts of the country where
the population ls increasing. He contends
that an injustice will be done to those
districts if that increasing movement
of population ls not now taken into
account in readjusting the seats, and his
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complaint is that such injustice will last
for the next ten years. Mr. Mackenzie
wouId have had no reason to express him-
self in that way If he had not iad in his
mind the opinion that no redistribution could
properly take place except after the de-
cennial eensus. Because, otherwise, a re-
dress to the grievance complained of could
have been afforded at any time, when It

1l h ib

and disarrange the boundaries, you destroy this
feature of personal and historic continuity which
is to be found in public life under the English
pLrliamentary system.

Well, now, hon. gentlemen, what does this
continual reference to the ten years mean?
Is It not a recognition, or at least a hint,
that a decennial redistribution, following
such decennial census, was then regarded as
the rule?

vvvu avu eun manifest that these terri- 1 have twe more quetations to make.
tories were entitled to an Increased repre-
sentation. Now, in 1874, we find Sir Alex- Sir John A. Macdonald dlsappeared from
ander Campbell, one of the fathers of cou- amongst us t go to onis lastng ret, it la
federation, as was Mr. Mackenzie, delivering long enough te have placed hlm ln that
himself of the following words when speak- position of fame and authority whlch le
ing on the Bill known as the case of Tucker- attributed te men et real ability, er know-
SmithA: ledge and experience. lis words ea be con-

It was l accerdance with the aaw that the re- sdered as almost having a judiciai character
presentaten op the people su be setted everyu wh i i
ten years, after the census has been taken, but
this (Tuckersmith Bill) was contrary to the sucl matters as those we are now dis-
spirit of the law. cusslng. Here Is what Sir John A. Mac-

This language is plain enougli, it seems ta donald said
me. That Tuckersmith case was an occa- I think the principle was set early in our
sion when it was sought to legislate, not legisiatien that there should b. no readjustment
to correct a clerical error or remove some G! the censtituencies either in regard te boun-

daries or otherwise, except every ten years atterdisabilities, but for a party advantage. The the taking et the census, and 1 thlnk it wouid
Senate then interfered to preserve the spirit realy be well that we sheuld adhere te that

-of the constitution and 'rightly interfered,' rule. (1887, Hansard,' p. 840.)
as Sir John A. Macdonald said in 1882. Later on he again sald:

I am now going to quote a few words Depend upon it, we weuld bring upen our-
uttered in 1882, by the hon. the present Min- selves a great deal et trouble and a great many
Iater of Justice. But before doing so, I want objections frem both sides ef the Heuse bymiaking any ether alteratiens ln the boundsriesto preface those quotations by intimating to et censtituencies, because If the argument et
him and to the House that I do not want to cenvenlence is adepted ln ene case, that argu-
make hlm say what he did not say. The ment wiil apply te anether, and varieus reawill be given why it ia convenient te alter the
hon. gentleman did not say in expiess beundaries et censtituencles.
terms that a redistribution should not take Tle boundary et a constituency should not be
place except after the decennial census,
but he spoke in such a way as to lead every Here, I thlnk I muet, ln justice te the hou.
one to believe that such was the time to MinIster of Justice. give the werds by whlcb
which he himself looked for a redistribution he then lnterrupted Sir John A. Macdonald.
te be neade. Here are lies wards : Hon. Mr. Mijls said

When you propose arbitrariy every ten year n We had ne suci rule as that.
te break up the mhaee canstitutienai wedy et the
Dominion, what Is the resuut? Why, that every Sir Jon A. Macdonald, replylng, sald
ten years you wilp have srciety cwt up by the
reets, and new constituencies termed to suit the I thenk we have neyer deviated frr that prin-
Party ir power. (1882 'Hansard,' p. 1u92.) ciple.

If the breaking up of constituencies once
in ten years is so objectionable, then the
breaking up of the same constituencies
twice i ten years, or perbaps oftener, can-
not be less objectionable. Again the hon.
minister said :

Wheu you undertake to change constituencies
every ten years and you cut and carve them up

This interruption of the hon. the preefnt
Minister of Justice (Mr. Mille), as reoorded
in the Hanaard, was not warranted. The
rule referred to by Sir John A. Mac&Ml
has been eubstantiated lait year Iby Mr.
Mulock, the present Postmaster General,
and the colleague of the hoi. Minister of

Justice in the present government. Mr.
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Mulock, in moving the second reading of the
Bill, as introduced last year, said :

It has not been the custom in the Canadian
parliament to make changes in the constitu-
encles, except in the session immediately suc-
ceeding the decennial census, but it has hap-
pened that, ever since confederation, the census
and the succeeding redistributions have taken
place while our political adversaries were in
power.

The latter part of this sentence is indeed
very suggestive. The hon. Postmaster Gen-
eral evidently thinks that his party should
have a hand in this matter, now that it is in
power. Be that as it may, this utterance of
the hon. gentleman is a confirmation by the
present government, eight years after Sir
John A. Macdonald has disappeared, of the
rule laid down by him in this matter. It Is
an evidence also that I have here correctly
stated the policy of parliament with regard
to legislation of that kind up to the present
time.

Sir John A. Macdonald had before ex-
pressed a similar view. Away back to 1874,
in that Tuckersmith case, he had pro-
pounded that polley. He then said :

It would be well to take Into consideration
the consequence of legislation of this kind. By
the British North America Act of 1867, there
was to be a readjustment of representation once
In ten years. That principle should be carried
out rigidly, and the time of parliament ought
not to be taken up by Bills of individual mem-
bers whenever the bounds of their constitu-
encies did not happen to suit them. It would
be an unfortunate thing If this practice was
going to obtain. All parties were interested in
the maintenance of the constitution, and this
Innovation should be resisted. . . . The prin-
ciple of readjustment every ten years was one
whioh would commend itself to the majority of
members in the House. The spirit of fair-play
to the constitution demanded that this principle
should be rlgidly adhered to. (Pariiamentary
Debates, page 79, 1874, lit session.)

The Mackenzie government, which was
then in power, dId not precisely resist the
propoeed innovation, because they had a
weakness for the member, one of their poli-
tical friends, who asked for the change. But
they did not dare to make of that Bill a
government measure. It was afterwards
rejected by the Senate.

And now, In addition to ail that, we have
the action of the Senate last year, affrming
with no uncertain sound, that a decennial
redistribution consequent on the decennial
readjustment after each decennial census,
should be the rule, except in so far as cleri-
cal errors or individual cases of urgent
necesslty may be concerned. That is what

Hon. Mr. BERNIER.

the majority of this Senate advocated last
year and is advocating this year. I quite
realize that some hon. gentlemen may object
to my referring in that way to the action of
the Senate last year. But nevertheless, ry
contention is that it Is a link in the chain
that we are trying to make up. We are
trying to build up such a chain of usages
and parliamentary traditions that it may
be invoked in after years as the unwritten
part of the constitution, and be a barrier
as strong as the constitution itself against
any attempt on the part of any government
or their supporters to use the technical
power that may be in our written consti-
tution to redistribute seats at any time for
party purposes or party advantages. That
would become a parliamentary jurispru-
dence. It would fix a recognized and clear
principle upon which redistribution would
in the future be effected. It would do away
with the temptation of forcing an alteration
of the boundaries of our constituencies at
improper times. We would thus secure, as
far as possible, what the hon. Minister of
Justice termed in 1892 :

The feature of personal and historie continuity
which is to be found in public lite under the
English parliamentary *ystem.

In acting in that way the Senate does take
a partisan view of the subject, but la
simply undertaking to prevent a breach of
the spirit of the constitution. I will vote
against the second reading of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. PROWE-It is not my Intention
to occupy very much time In discussing this
question, but the discussion has taken such
a wide range and occupied so much time,
that I do not feel justified in giving a uilent
vote on the Bill, particularly as it most se-
riously affects the province from which I
come. It has been said by the advocates of
the Bill now before parliament that it Is of
the greatest importance to adhere to county
lines ; in fact It appears to be of greater im-
portance, In the estimation of these hon. gen-
tlemen, than representation by population.
On that question I must take Issue with the
advocates of the measure. I cannot divest
myself of the idea that In all civillzed coun-
tries that have representative Institutions
the principle of representation by popula-
tion is the great leadlng principle, and the
idea of county lines Is only a means to an
end, because the îines are so generally under-
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stood and so definitely drawn that there can
be no mistake ln reference to these lines,
and that ls the only object, so far as I can
see, why county lines go far as convenient,
ehould be adhered to. But I maintain
that the great principle which should
be observed above every other princi-
ple, ln representation by population as
far as possible. I do not say that
this can be done to a unit, but the
leadIng idea should be to give every man
a fair representation ln parliament. This
principle was certainly adhered to by the ad-
vocates of confederation from the very
start. It was on that very principle that
confederation was brought about. If I un-
derstand history aright, there was, to some
extent, a dead lock between Ontario and
Quebec on that very same question, and that
induced the representatives of Ontario and
Quebec to seek an alliance with the lower
provinces so that the diffleulty might be
overcome, and when confederation was es-
tablished, it was definitely fixed that each
province should be represented as nearly
as possible according to population, by giv-
ing 65 members to Quebec, and every other
province to have a representation lu the same
proportion as 65 representatives bore to the
population of Quebec, and so the other prov-
inces must have the same proportion, and
if you talk about county lnes and where
one county may have fifty thousand resi-
dents whIle another county may have oYly
ten, it is an unfair and unjust provision to
say that you must adbere to county lines,
and give the large county only the same
representation as you give to the small
county.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Iton. Mr. PROWSE-On this question of
county lines I wlsh to refer particularly to
the application of this Bill to the province
from which I come. It la In the last part
of the Bill, and is certainly a bald proposi-
tion that is submitted to us for our ap-
proval. Even if the province of Ontarlo
Was dealt with fairly to the very letter, so
that no person could find any objection to
the Bill on that account, I must take except-
ion to the section In reference to Prince Ed-
Ward Island if for no other reason. It will
be remembered that Prince E5dward Island
il divided into three large counties, and

28

when that province became part of the
union it was represented by two members
from each of these counties. We had six
members from Prince Edward Island.
Through some clerical error-I cannot think
it could be anything else, because in the
Act of Union it was provided that the rep-
resentation of Prince Edward Island should
be readjusted according to the population
of Quebec, when British Columbia was
brought into the confederacy it was provid-
ed that their representation should increase
ln accordance with the increase of the popu-
lation as compared with Quebec, and ln con-
sequence of the different wording of the
two Acts of incorporation, Prince Edward
Island lost a member after the census of
1891. We had three counties. One of them,
according to the ideas of the government of
the day, should be reduced by one member
and they gave to Prince County two mem-
bers, and to Queen's County two members,
but they gave to KIng's County only one
member. King's County had an equal voting
power with Prince County, withln one thou-
sand votes. After the census of 1891 the
late government made a redistribution of
Prince Edward /Island and divided it Into
five single constituencies, giving to eaci
county an equal number of voters as near as
possible, keeping absolutely to the township
lnes which ln Prince Edward Island are as
deflnitely fIxed and as well understood as
the county boundaries are. There is no man
In Prince Edward Island that I have met,
or outside of Prince Edward Island, that
has ever uttered one word of complaint to
me or ln my hearing, against the redistri-
bution made after 1891 ln giving the single
ridings the five representatives in place of
six, and giving to each constituency an equal
voting power, or as nearly equal as possible.
There may be a difference of perhaps a thon-
sand of a population between the several
districts so as not to divide township Dues,
and I say that at the last election, and from
that day to the present time, there has been
no friction and no difficulty in the matter,
and lt has been just as convenient, and bar
more so, so far as the sections of the countfy
I come from are concerned thn 1t Was be-
fore, and to have single eonstitencies 1s a

great convenience to Prince Edwtrd Island.
What has been the hIstory of Prince Ed-

ward Island in the past ' It has happened
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that we have had, coming from Prince Ed-
ward Island, wlth ouly three constituencies,
two members to each, that we have had
six members supporting one aide of polities.
That le very undesirable from a whole prov-
ince as small as Prince Edward Island la.
It Is much better that there should be one
or more members coming from a province
supporting the government of the day, or,
lu the other hand, one or more in opposition
to the government of the day. But we have
had, on more than one occasion, the whole
six members on one aide of politics. That
Is not likely to take place when we have
five single constituenciles. There is no likeil-
hood of the whole five supporting one aide
of politics, which ls not desirable In any
province. I thlnk hon. gentlemen will agree
with me on that point.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It depends on which
aide it is.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The Bill before this
House provides that we shall simply go
back to the old system of having three
counties and depriving King's County of one
of its representatives to meet the necessity
of the reduction In our proportion of re-
presentation, and that suits the present
government splendidly, because King's
County le well known to be a Conservative
county, and in that way It la very conveni-
ent for them to go back to the old county
Unes, and to give to Prince County and
Queen's County two representatives each,
while King's County only has one represen-
tative. They do not make provision to divide
Queen's and Prince counties into single rid-
ings, as lu Ontario. It is expected, I sup-
pose, that by having a strong candidate, like
the Minister of 'Marine and Fisheries, he
will be able to drag a candidate In with him,
and he will have the whole county, with
some 45,000 votera voting for two candi-
dates in place of one. That was the provi-
sion in the old county Unes, givIng to
Queen's County two representatives and two
representatives to Prince County, and only
one to King's County. Under the rearrange-
ment made under the census of 1891, the
Island was divided into five equal constitu-
encles, and every one bad a fair fighting
chance for getting to the House of Com-
mons, and for that reason, if for no other
reason, I sbould be bound to oppose the pas-
sage of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.

But there are other, and perhaps stronger
reasons why I, as a public man, should
oppose this measure. One hou. gentleman,
In discussing this measure, and I think more
than one, said It was to right an infamous
wrong that was committed in 1882. The
adjective made use of by the hon. gentle-
man from Ontario (,Mr. Kerr) was extremely
strong, and dId not, In my opinion, coincide
altogether with his declaration of fair-play
and honest intention, and a disposition to
do fairly and justly between all parties. I
interjected a remark, when he was making
hie speech, that If It was to right a wrong
that was committed In 1882, eighteen years
ago, half the electors that were In existence
at that time In these constituencies would
probably be dead or have changed their
views. Of course, I do not admit there was
a wrong. I do not know anything about
Ontario. I would not pretend to give any
opinion In the matter further than that I
have had very great confidence In the hon-
esty and good government of Sir John A.
Macdonald and his administration. He ad-
ministered public affaIrs in this country
very successfully Indeed from beginning to
end, and if the present administration re-
mains in power as long as he did, I hope
they will do half as well. I interjected a
remark, when the hon. gentleman was mak-
ing his speech, that half the electers on the
lista In 1882 were no longer electors In any
constituency. Half of them are probably
dead by this time, and the probability la
that one-haif the remainder have changed
their polities. It is an old saying, that wlse
men sometimes change their mind, but fools
never do, and to say that because a man
supported a party elghteen years ago, that
he must be expected to do the same thIng
eighteen years afterwards, is paying a very
poor compliment to the Judgment of the In-
dividual elector: se that, if a wrong was
doue In 1882 by contInuing the constituency
unchanged up to the present time, there can
be no harm done by continuing It longer.
Supposing this Bill before parliament is
necessary, and right, and just ; la this the
proper time to pass It, just one year, per-
haps less than a year, before the census wIll
be taken. The late government bas been
charged with passing a gerrymander Act lu
1882 and also lu 1892, for the advantage of
party, to help their party to retain power.
I am not going to discuss that question, but
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taking it for granted that that is true, what
iwill be said about this Bill that is before
us, and the pressure that la brought upon
this Senate to pass this Bill just previous to
the census being taken, and just previous to
a general election that must take place
within a very short time? Is it not evident
to everybody that this Bill ls forced upon
parliament just now, as it was last session,
not for the purpose, as the hon. gentleman
says, to right an infamous wrong done
elghteen years ago, but for the purpose of
glvlng the present party in power an ad-
vantage they have not got at the present
time, and that they dld not possess at the
last election? They came ln power at
the last election. They went to the country
wlth everything against them. The govern-
ment was In the hands of their opponents.
All the patronage and the Influence the gov-
ernment could wield was ued ln favour of
the government of that day, the Conserva-
tive party. Notwithstanding ail that, the
Liberal party defeated them at the poils
and came Into power. Are they afraid to-
day to go back to the same constituencles,
to the very men who sent them here against
all the odds that were facing them, and
with ail the influence of the government
ln their favour? That is an admission
that they are not to-day in the same
position as they were before the last
election, that they have lost the con-
fidence of the people, and to obtain a fresb
lease of power they wish to place them-
selves ln a better position se tar as the elec-
toral districts are concerned. There is no
other inference that can fairly be drawn
from it.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-They promised this
measure to the people and lad to submit It
to parliament.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-If the hon. gentle-
man from St. John will posess bis soul In
patience, I will give him an opportunity to
speak shortly. Supposing we adopt this as
a precedent for the 'future, we know that
the present government have not the great-
est confidence In the worid In their political
opponents, and they cannot expect to retain
Power for ever, and a change of government
may come after the next election.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, tome time after.
28¾

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-They will find them-
selves ln the cool shades et opposition. Will
not that government, coming into power, be
anxious, just before the following election,
to place themselves in a position to coee
back to power ? And le there anything ln
the world to prevent them ? Can they not
refer back to history and justify their
course by .what was done In 1900 ? And
they may cut and carve constituencles very
much more than the government are doing
at the present time. I say the proper and
safest course ls to prevent this or any other
government from gerrymandering the con-
stituencies just before an election, and If I
have a seat in this House when that time
cemes, I shall be as ready to oppose that
Bill as I am to oppose this one, and by de-
feating this Bill now we wll be establish-
lng sueh a precedent that no government
wilil attempt to do anything Of the kind ln
the future. It ls a most Improper time-
nine years after the taklng of the census.
How eau we tell wbat representation to
give to a constituency ? Some constituen-
cies bave grown very much more populous
than they were nine years ago, and some
have diminished to a great extent in popu-
lation, and it ls Impossible to tell what ls
the proper representation to give to a con-
stituency, and how many members to give
to a county, without having a census taken.
After the census ls taken ls the proper time
to do it. If the statement made by the hon.
gentlemen who have argued in favour of this
Bill ls fair, I would ask them why the gov-
erument did not accept the proposition
made in the other House by the leader of
the opposition there. I think It was a very
fair proposition. I have not lost confidence
in the judges of the country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was a proposition
unwarranted by law.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I am no lawyer, but
I have understood that parliament ls able
to do anything except to make a ma e
woman. I heard that proposition declated
by a lawyer in the legileature, and I think
that objection does not amount to very
much. The proposition as made by Sir
Charles Tupper ln the other House, the other
day, was a very fair proposition, and One
that no honest man mlght not farly accept,
unles he wanted to get an infair advan-
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tage by passing a different Bill. What Is
that proposition? I shall read it:

That all the words after the word • That' in
the original motion be struck out, and the fol-
lowing substituted instead thereof :

In the opinion of this House, it la expedient
to introduce in place of the present Bill a mea-
sure based on the following provisions : First,
that a commission to conslist of the chief Justices
of the highest courts of judicature in each of
the provinces of Canada shall be appointed for
the purpose of fixing the boundaries of each con-
stituency entitled to elect a member or mem-
bers to the House of Commons in each province
of Canada, and to determine the number of mem-
bers to be elected for each constituency in ac-
cordance with the British North Amerila Act.

That such commission, in so doing, shall con-
sider the distributions of population according to
the then latest census of Canada and the public
interest and convenience, and shall particularly
have regard to the principle of representation by
population, and also have regard as far as prac-
ticable to the boundaries of counties, munici-
palities and cities.

That such commission shall be appointed as
soon as possible after the completion of the next
census and shall complete their work with all
convenient speed.
I think that proposition was about as fair
as any man could possibly make.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-When was this
proposition made ? Was it In 1882 or 1892 ?

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The other day-on
March 8th.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The hon. gen-
tleman did not thlnk of it until he reached
the opposition benches.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Nor
did you think of ac2epting the judges until
you got on the ministerial side. You re-
pudiated them before.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-We maintain
the same principle.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--No,
quite the contrary. Your Premier and
leader denounced the principle as an in-
terference with parliamentary principles and
powersi.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We proposed it in 1892.
Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Why do you not ac-

cept it in 1900 ? You say it was a mandate;
why do not you carry it out ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This Bill does it.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The fact le, it would
not give the party a political advantage, and
that Is why they would not vote for it on
the 8th of March when it was proposed ln
the other House. If the Bill had come
here with a proposition of that kind, so

Hon. Mr. PROWBE.

that we could remove this question from
politices, it would have been a good thing,
and I think the Senate would have accepted
it without a division.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is what they have
before them.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE--I have said ail that
Is necessary, on the present occasion, to
justify me in opposing this Bill. I con-
sider it would be a great misfortune to this
country to lay down a precedent for future
governments to act in the same way, and
if we adopt the principle now of defeating
the measure for the second time, it will be
so firmly established before the country
that no future goverument will attempt to
do anything of the kind again.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I have listened with
a great deal of pleasure to some of the
eloquent speeches delivered ln debating this
measure now before the House. My desire
was to obtain such information as would
enable me to vote intelligently on this sub-
ject. I heard the speech of the leader of
this House, and if I did not know that he
was a gentleman who Is not desirous of
hearing himself eulogized for his eloquence,
his legal knowledge and phllosophy in dis-
cussing legal points that are and should be
the deLight of a lawyer, I would say that that
hon. gentleman had given such satisfaction
to me that I need not feel the slightest ap-
prehension that there should be any great
opposition to this measure. The hon. Secre-
tary of State also made a speech, and I am
sure that every hon. gentleman in this
House who will set aside prejudice will
admit that it was a speech so convincing
that no sincere man could find any objec-
tion to receiving his statements as facts ln
favour of the position he takes. This after-
noon I listened also to an hon. gentleman,
a member of this Chamber, whose speech
was of a character to elevate the standing
of the Senate. He adduced facts, his-
torical and legal, that I thought were of so
convincing a character that certainly hon.
members who have shown opposition to the
Bill would not fail to be converted to ac-
cepting the measure as a proper one for
the regulation of the representation of the
country. But, instead of that, I must say
I listened to opposition speeches and I fail-
ed to hear any argument that was not most
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flimsy, wlth the exception of two, and when
I mention those hon. gentlemen I have not
the slightest doubt you will feel as I feel,
that they are of no consequence in arguing
this measure. The principal argument by
every speaker who has opposed the Bill
stated most emphatically that there was no
mandate given to the government for the
introduction of this Bill.

Another argument was-and the very last
speaker also used it-that he thought the
very f act of being so near the taking of
the census should prevent the government
from bringing in this measure until af ter
the census was taken. In reply to the last
statement, we were not so very near the
taking of the census last year, and yet
when this Bill was Introduced In the
Senate, I find the same gentlemen had the
saine excuse then, and I presume would
have the same excuse every year as long
as the present government would introduce
such a measure for the benefit of the coun-
try. With reference to the mandate, I find
the hon, gentleman who is not ln his seat
now (Mr. Vidal) contends that no mandate
had been given. The hon. -gentleman from
Monck (Mr. McCallum) gave us a very elo-
quent speech. He also made use of the same
expression, 'There was no maidate.' An-
other hon. gentleman said there was no
mandate from Quebec. I have examined
the matter, and have found that the re-
cognized leaders of the Liberal party
from Quebec, Ontario, New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia, and all the other provinces
had met in convention ln Ottawa in 1893.
They took upon themselves, as representa-
tives of the party, to lay down a platform,
and one of the planks In that platform
was that ln the event of their coming into
Power they would redress the grievance the
country had complained of in the gerry-
mander Act. These representative men
Went back to their respective provinces, and
what was the result ? The result was that
this plank, with others, was placed before
the electors, and the present government
was returned, on the basis of these pro-
Positions, triumphantly at the polis. If that
is not a mandate I would ask my hon.
colleagues what a mandate is ? I ftnd a
mandate la defined to be a command given
by one party to another to carry out their
views or their interest where they are de-

prived themselves from acting. If that does
not describe this case then I fail to under-
stand what a mandate is, notwithstanding
almost every hon. gentleman who spoke on
the opposition side used that as one of the
most forcible arguments why this Bill should
not pass. I say thelr argument has no in-
tiuence with me, and I do not think it wil
have the slightest influence with the people
who feel they have been cheated out of
their rights as voters. I come now to the
speech of an hpn. gentleman from whom I
would expect, and I think this House would
expect, legal knowledge of a sound and
convincing description. I refer to the hon.
gentleman from Richmond (Mr. Miller).
That hon. gentleman made use of these
words 'The time for passing this Bill la
after the decennial census.' My reply to that
hon. gentileman and all who take that view, ls
why did not you and others hold the same
opinion at the passing of the former gerry-
mander Bills ? It was all right then, It la
all wrong now. It is very strange how hon.
gentlemen who profess such freedom from
partisanship can hold such a view to-day and
did not perceive it when their own party
was in power. Unfortunately, they were
blind then, but their vision is very keen
now. His next proposition was that lie
likens this Bill to the Reform Bill, to the
Irish Church Bill and to the Gladstone
Home Rule Bill. Now, I do not pretend
to be a lawyer, but I claim to have a little
common sense and a little knowledge of
the politics of my country, and I ask hon.
gentlemen what similarity could any think-
ing intelligent man find between the Home
Rule Bill, or the Disestablishment Bill, and
this petty little Bill for the redress of a
wrong done by the Conservative party who
are most anxious to r gain power ln this
country without the vo e of the majority
of the people? One la revolutionary, chang-
Ing the whole constitution of -Great Britain
and changing the legislative union of Great
Britain and Ireland to a federal union. Why
the thing la so preposterous that I am as-

-tounded that a legal gentleman would pro-
pose for the consideration of an intelligent
body like this, such a proposition as puttiug
the Disestablishment Bill on the same level
with this little Bill, coming froI our Hous
of Commons, in fulfilment of a promise to
the electors of this country. I do nos pro-
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fess te be an extreme loyalist, but at the
same time my loyalty le of such a nature
that I want te stand on a firm basis, and I
do not think I could claim te be se dIsloyal
as te put the Disestablishment of the Church
of England and the changing of the legis-
lative system of Great Britain and Ireland,
without submitting it te the people, on a
par wlth this Bill. Very properly such a
measure as the Home Rule BIll should be
submitted te the people, and when Mr. Glad-
stone brought It in he was. told you must
put this question to the whole people, net te
Ireland alone, before a measure can be re-
celved, showing clearly that It was the most
Important measure that had been placed be-
fore the British House of Commons for
perhaps two hundred years.

I need not dwell further on this subject,
because every one wIll see the point at once.
The precedent cited by the hon. gentleman
from Richmond has no application te this
measure. The comparison is seo ridiculous
that I am surprised that an hon. gentleman
of his knowledge would think it would have
the slIghtest influence on the votes of this
House by adducing such an argument. I
mlght ask also why it is there le no opposi-
tien te this measure except from the Con-
servative party? We know that we have In
this House a respectable minority of intelli-
gent, conscientious gentlemen who have no
reason te fear the influence or effect of this
Bill, but they all, apparently, from the best
information I can get in conversation with
them, are in faveur of this measure. They
look upon it as honest and proper, but I find
that every Conservative gentleman has some
excuse or other te avoid giving a vote for it.
It conveys te me the impression that the hon.
gentlemen on the Conservative aide must be
queerly constituted. I could net accuse
them of dishonesty. I beTieve they have
consciences, as other men have, but if they
can find no better argument than has been
adduced by them, it le surprising how they
can take the ground they do. I do net want
te accuse them of dissimulation or of any-
thing that would refleet on them, ln my es-
timation, as men of honour, but I certainly
cannot explai-n such a concerte, determined
opposition te this Bill by these hon. gentle-
men. The hon. gentleman from Richmond
la here now, and I have one remark te make
albout hlm. I think I overbeard him saying

Hoa. Mr. DEVER.

that there was no representative of the
Quebes party at the conference ln 1803, and
therefore the Quebec party have a right to
complain of the introduction of this Bill. For
the information of that hon. gentleman, I
wish te show that they had representatives.
Sir Wilfrid Laurier, I believe, was their re-
presentative at the Ottawa conference, and
that hon. gentleman was satisfactory, as far
as Quebec is concerned, and I think the
people of Quebec were satisfied as far as he
was concerned that he would represent them
in the government, and on this measure In
a. manner that would be entirely satisfac-
tory. Therefore, I do net think the hon.
gentleman from -Richmond, and another hon.
gentleman at this end of the House, had eny
right te declare that there was no repre-
senttative from Quebec at that conference.
On the contrary, Quebec was well represent-
ed, and that argument, in my opinion, falls to
the ground. Of course, these representatives
all voted and signed the political platform
at that convention, and that platform was
known to the votera and presented te them
at the election, showing te this House and
the country that there was a complete un-
derstanding between the votera of this Dom-
inion and the Liberal party before the last
election, and that when they were returned
trIumphantly it was the duty of the Liberal
party te introduce ln this House every meas-
ure that they promised et that convention.
I aise answer that they have done seo, but
this House has held up the iron hand in
their face and declared that no measure they
promised which would be beneficial te their
constituents, need be introduced. That le
the feeling in this case, and I assure
hon. gentlemen instead of harming the Lib-
eral party, the opposition of the Senate te
this Bill and other measures, la going te do
them an immense amount of good. Al those
sophistries I have listened te will have no
effect on the people of this country? We
have the legal right, and it la both expedlent
and proper te relieve the people by correct-
ing the Injustice of former legislation. That
la the position, I hold, that the government
of this country should take, and in my opin-
ion they do take. They are bound, se far
as they are able, to correct what la belleved
te be an injustice just as soon as they can
possibly get the measure through this House.
I am astonished at the opposition to this Bil.
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Is there any complaint that has Ïbeen re-
peated so often as that the present govern-
ment have not fulfilled their pre-election
promises? Now, when they make an at-
tempt to carry out a promise, who objects to
it? Who meets them and tells them deter-
minedly 'you shall not carry out your
pledge, because we want to tell the people
thatt you falled 'to carry out your pledges.'
Now, who Is in opposition to this measure?
Certainly the Conservative members of this'
House. It cannot be denied. They are the
party who are preventing all progressive
legislation and the fulfilment of the promises
made to the people before the election. Be-
tween you and the ,people now, hon. gentle-
men, the matter stands, and I have no doubt
but the people will win. The day has passed
for trampling on the people to keep ln power
men that the people do not want in power.
These are my views. They are stated ln all
sincerity. I simply feit it my duty to make
these statements, and to make them as
strongly as I could. I have no interest in
doing anything but justice. My whole aim
and object Is to see Canada fairly repre-
sented, having at the head of affairs men
who are without bigotry, prejudice, mean-
ness or smallness-men who will not stop in
any way the progressive advancement of thiS
new country, that I belleve will, at a day
not far distant, be a greater BritaIn.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-It was
not my intention to speak again upon
this question, having discussed It last year.
My intention was simply to record my vote;
but circumstances prevent my being here,
and I de not want an Important measure
of this kind elither to pass into law or to be
deteated without having my views, at least,
recorded. That ls my one excuse, because
we have heard a great deal on this question
-a great deal that la pertinent, and a great
deal perhaps that las no bearing whatever
upon it. I am sure it will be a matter of
deep regret for the Conservative members
of this House-a lifelong regret-that they
have not succeeded In so rising above party
as to gain the approval of the hon. gentle-
man who bas just taken bis seat, wbo is so
able a judge, se discrlminating and so
learned. I hope they wIM survive it. For
my part, 1 very strongly object to the words
Conservative and Liberal being tirown so
profusely about thlis House. I do not know

that we gain by It. We are an Impartial
tribunal, and 'the government of the coun-
try ' and ' those who are opposed to the gov-
erument ' will sufflicently define our posi-
tion. To my mInd, when men enter this
House they throw aside and they should
throw aside a great deal of their old pre-
judices, and should be prepared to take up
a new fair, and Impartial position. I feel
myself in that position, and I am tempted
to ask the hon. gentleman who lias just taken
his seat, and who bas denounced these ger-
rymnander Acts in such eloquent terms, was
lie not himself in favour of the two last
gerrymander Bills ? Did lie not vote for
both of them?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-He voted
for them both.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-Here 1s
another illustration of w'hat I say, that in
this House men change their opinions some-
times, but I think there Is a way of doing
it-I will not say with becoming deceney-
but there are rules to be observed in these
matters when one does change one's mind.
An appeal was made early ln the aftefnoon
from one hon. gentleman on the opposite
side of this honourable House that we
should rise above party. He then gave
us to understand-or rather, that ls the na-
tural Inference that a man who makes such
an appeal should hiimself be above party.
Yet almost in the next sentence ie declared
that lie is a Liberal ; always has been a
Liberal, and always would be a Liberal.
I contend that that I not rising above
party. A man who takes a view as a Liberal
upon every question, especially a question
of this magnitude-and I regard this mea-
sure as one of the most important that can
come before this House-cannot and des not
rise above party. I contend, that one cannOt
speak of himself as a Liberal, always a
Liberal, pledging the future that he WUlI al-
ways be a Liberal, and stlU be so Impar-
tial a judge, as to be qualifed to appeal tO
us to rise above party. Another hon. gen-
tlemain who is absent at this moment asks
us to obey the will of the people. .Tat l5
what we are trying to do. We think ln the
course we are pursuing that we art. obeyin
the will of the people and acting Ii the best
Interest of the people. ew gre «We to £s-

tertIn the wig of theopleWe I contend
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it is not always from a vote in the House of
Commons. I have not been long in this
House, but I have been long enough to
know that the members of the other House
occasionally vote one way and thlnk
and feel another way. I shall give two or
three instances. Take- the Drummond
Couuty Railway Bill for instance, when it
came on the first occasion before this hon-
ourable Ilouse--how true men were to their
party on that question. I do not exaggerate
when I say that nine or ten, perhaps more,
meibers of Parliament seemed desirous I
shouild vote against that measure, which,
as party men, they had supported. I shall
take another instance: the Yukon Railway
Bill, the Mann-Mackenzie Bill as it was
called. I have not heard one single member
of either party'from the province of Quebec
advocate that measure. On the contrary,
several said: 'We had to vote for it. We
have sometimes to swallow these things, but
I hope the Senate will throw it out.' Take
another measure. the Bicycle Bill, which
3assed the other House almost unanimously
-there was very little discussion about it.
The members voted, and wbat did they vote
for ? That the railways of the country
should carry bicycles all over the country
free of charge. If a race took place in
the ieighbourhood of Ottawa, say seven
miles away, or Toronto, the railways would
be obliged to carry the bicycles of perhaps
many thousand people free of charge, and
be responsible for their safe keeping. Yet
members of both parties voted for the mea-
sure, and why? Some of my friends frankly
said to me: 'We had to vote for it, but we
knew the Senate woul throw it out. Every
village is full of bicycles, and we had to do
It or have the bicyclists canvassing
against us at election times. You in the
Senate are independent, but we are not.'
These are three instances where, if we had
taken the votes of the House of Commons
as our guide, we should have been far astray.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Just the other way.
Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-I wish

to put the question I put to the hon. gentle-
man from St. John, during his absence a
few moments ago. Did he not vote for the
measures of 1882 and 1892 when they came
before the -Senate ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I voted for them, and
I will tell the House, why. I felt they were

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON.

domestic matters pertaining to the House
of Commons, and inasmuch as it was a mea-
sure from the House of Commons to put
their house in order, I had no right to Inter-
fere, no more right to interfere with that
Bill than to tell them how they should place
their deske or their chairs.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-I think
the answer is the best that could be given
under the circumstances. But let me ask,
if we were to take that position, what would
be the use of this House ? If we are sim-
191y to be the echo of the House of Coin-
mons, then let the Senate disappear.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Does the hon. gentle-
man wish me to answer that?

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-I com-
mented favourably upon the hon. gentle-
man's answer, and I have put no further
question to him. We are told that the prin-
ciple of the Bill is that the boundaries of
constituencies are to be county boundaries.
It occurs to me, if that is the principle of
the Bill, why should it be a partlal Bill?
Why should it not be applicable to the whole
Dominion, and not simply to a portion of
it ? If it is favourable to the districts pro-
posed to be legislated for, why favour
certain districts, and leave out others ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The whole Dominion
is not out of order.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-That is
a matter of appreciation. Some people
are bold enough to think that it is
only those portions of the Dominion that re-
quire touching up in a particular direction,
that will receive attention under the present
Bill. But one hon. gentleman on the other
side says : ' This Bill does not make a pin's
difference, one way or the other.' If it
makes no difference, why was it Introduced
ast year, and, when it was defeated last

session, why Is it reintroduced this year ?
What new features, what new circumstan-
ces have been brought to our knowledge to
make us act differently now? It occurs to me
that it Is an attempt to put the Senate in
an awkward position. We defeated a Bill
in 1899, yet in 1900 we are asked to adopt
a Bill which Is very similar to it to stult-ify
ourselves, and to say that we were quite
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wrong in 1899. I think that la a position in
which hon. gentlemen ln the Senate are not
anxious to be placed.

I am very glad that we have had so little
law In discussing this question. Last year,
I was overwhelmed by the legal aspect
of the question as presented by the
great legal luminaries. This year, the
trend of the discussion has been such that
one without much legal knowledge can
follow It, and I ask myself, not simply
what are the terme of this Redistri-
bution Bill, but rather what was the
intention of the framerm of the constitu-
tion quo ad measures of this kind ? not what
is the letter of the law, but what la its
spirit. I think the hon. gentleman from St.
Boniface bas placed this House under a deep
obligation in the speech he has delivered, a
carefuly-written, well-prepared speech ; bien
cousu as the French would call It,
holding together in all Its parts with
well joined links, and he has brought
before us a vast amount of useful
information. He has told us the opinions of
our luminaries of former tImes. He has
mentioned the names of Tilley, Mackenzie,
one of our best men, Sir Alexander Camp-
bell, and last, but not least, Sir John A.
Macdonald, who have all passed away ; and
he mentions two-and I say it in no spirit
of cynilsm-he quotes the opinion of the
Secretary of State as favouring and of the
present Minister of Justice, as seeming to
lean ln the same direction. And what are
the views expressed by these gentlemen ?
There la not a shadow of doubt as to their
views. The hon. gentleman who has just
resumed his seat, asks the question : How
la it that ail the Conservatives think one
way? He la at a loss to explain it. I would
ask hlm, ln return, how many on hie aide of
the House have voted ln the opposite direc-
tion?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Because they have no
right to do otherwise. But the opposition
have been told by the people not to oppose
this measure.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-The ex-
planation la a weak one, not as strong as
the former answer of the hon. gentleman
from St. John, with which I expressed
my satisfaction. He says It ls an extraordln-
ary thing that al the Conservatives vote
one way, and he did not add that whieh I

add for him, that ail the 'Liberals vote the
other way.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I beg pardon, I did.

Hou. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-It shows
that different minds have different ways of
arriving at a conclusion, perhaps from read-
ing and association. I will give hon. gen-
tlemen on the other aide of the House the
credit of saying that they are animated by
the same desire to advance the interests of
·the country as hon. gentlemen on this
aide of the House, and we muet not be taken
to task if we do not perceive the error of
our ways so quickly as hon. gentlemen who
vote the other way and vote differently. I
think ln voting against this measure we are
voting in accordance with the spirit of those
-- will say some of them, many of
them, were great men, who have pass-
ed away- the framers of the constitu-
tion, and I belleve clearly that their views
were that we should not appeal to parlia-
ment every time we required a change to
Influence the voting power, but that once
in every ten years was enough, quite often
enough, to disturb and unsettle the position
of things in this Dominion.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-If I remember well,
last year when this question came before
us, I voted ln favour of the Bill. The same
question comes up this year, and after con-
sidering it in the best manner I was able,
I find that I cannot change my vlews
this year. Last session I did not give
the reasons for my vote. I stood then,
and I stand again, in a pecullar position to-
wards my political friends on thls side of
the House. I crave permission to say a
few words in explanation of the vote I gave
last year and the vote I intend to give this
year. On the merits of the Bill I have little
to say. I believe the Bill ls inopportune.
I belleve that it is distinctly against the
spirit of our constitution that constituencies
should be remodelled at other times than
after the decennial census. I believe thlis
Bill la against the spirit of the constitution,
but not against the letter, and that therefore
It may be constitutionally enacted. The
government are, I belleve, properly within
their constitutional right in distributing or
rearranging constitueicles even at this lth
hour on the eve of a genergl election. The

Bal in itself, I belleve, la a distinctly parti.
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san Bill, and that ls regrettable. I do not
like the features of it at all. The idea of re-
turning to county boundaries I fully agree
with, but the Bill does not make that prin-
ciple general, and therefore it does not carry
out the principle it purports to adopt. For
example, it practically applies to western
Ontario only. If it is meant to be a general
principle, it should apply to all the Domin-
ion. And then there are features in the Bill
that I still more regret to see. This Bill
does away with certain constituencies in
such a manner as to show that a spirit
of vindictiveness has been the actuating
motive in the drafting of the Bill.
For example, there are three consti-
tuencies that are wiped out, and why ? Be-
cause they have, while exercising their un-
doubted rlght, failed to elect certain can-
didates. That may be philosophlcal. I re-
member when one of those defeated hon.
gentlemen was designated-and very appro-
priately, I believe-as the Philosopher of
Bothwell. His constituency now ls to be
wiped out. It may be philosophical, but it is
hardly Christian. It exhibits a spirit of vin-
dictiveness which I regret to see in the pre-
paration of a public measure. These are
features which are against the Bill. On the
other hand, there are good points in the
Bill that call for our serious consideration.
For example there is clause two, which
reads as follows :

2. Where, under the foregoing provisions, any
county or city la to be divided into more than
one electoral district, such division shall be
made by a board of commissioners, oonsisting of
at least three persons, being judges of the Su-
preme Court of Judicature for Ontario, who, for
that purpose, shall be appointed by letters patent
under the Great Seal, and who shall divide each
such county or city into the number of electoral
districts by this Aet assigned to it.

2. The letters patent appointing the commis-
sioners shall direct them, in making the divisions,
to consider the distribution of population ae-
cording to the latest census of Canada, the publieconvenience, and such divisions as appear to
tbem best calculated to do substantial Justice.

I believe that this clause of the Bill, in
itself, 1s such as appeals to our best judg-
ment. It le undoubtedly a good clause ln
the right direction, and if this were the
only redeeming feature In the Bill, I am
of opinion that we should pause before re-
jecting it, because it is taking the electoral
divisions out of political hands, and putting
them in judicial hands, and that ls what I
believe we should aim at. It ls now, I

Hon. MEr. POIRIER.

belleve, the policy adopted in the old coun-
try, and whatever may have been the opin-
ions of the leaders of the Conservatives or
Liberals in 1882 or 1892, ft is now pretty
well agreed that that le what we should
aim at. As a matter of fact, the leader
of the Conservative party in the House of
Commons has strongly endorsed this clause,
and therefore, speaking from this side of
the House as I do, although not voting with
this side of the House, I say that this Bill
Is not altogether bad, and that this sole
feature in ltself renders it worth our while
to hesitate before rejecting it. But the
reason why I voted in favour of the
Bill last year, and the reason why I have
not changed my views Is not consideration
of the intrinsic merits of the Bill. It contains
weak points, and strong points, but the posi-
tion I take is an individual position. I
stand pretty well alone in my views. My
opinion is that although we have, by the
letter of the law, the right and the power
to interfere, we should not interfere. It ls
a domestic matter, a private concern for the
House of Commons, exclusively, and the
right or power we possess to interfere
should not, in this case, 'De exercised
by us. There are lots of powers and
rights that exist that should not be exer-
cised. Has not the Crown the power of
veto, yet how seldom is that power exer-
cised 1 Just look at the records for the last
hundred years, and see how many times
that power has been exercised. And why ?
Because it was not judliclous, not opportune.
This power that we have undoubtedly, but
to exercise It In this instance ls not oppor-
tune, ls not judiclal, la not ln good form.
The matter for readjustment of the con-
stituencies ls a matter that regards the
House of Commons, I may say almost ex-
clusively. We must not lose sight of the
tact that in the three constitutional powers
the Crown, the House of Lords in England
or the Senate here, and the House of Com-
mons, the one that possesses the greatest
source of power, le the House of Commons.
The Commons have always been jealous In
the old country of their prerogatives and of
their rights. We are trying to follow the
traditions of the House of Lords. Let us
see what they have done in situations simi-
lar to the one we are placed in now. I have
read pretty extensively of late the attitude
of the House of Lords towards the House
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of Commons in matters similar to this, and
I find that from the beginning of the ex-
ercise of the franchise by the House of
Commons, say from the beginning of the
fifteenth century, from 1406 up to the Re-
form Act of 1832, nay up to 1884, the House
of Lords have not lnterfered with the In-
ternal management of the House of Com-
mons in questions akin to those that are now
before us. I find, moreover, that the House
of Commons bas been very jealous of its
privileges, that it has kept the House of
Lords, and as much as possible the Crown
itself, out from interfering with its privil-
eges and internai affairs. I am of opinion
that in the exercise of rights that we have
under the constitution, we should strive to
depart as little as possible from the best
traditions that prevail In England, especi-
ally In the relations of the Lords with the
Commons. I find, for example, that by
common accord the Lords ln the old coun-
try abstain altogether from taking any part
ln the elections for the House of Commons. I
find also that the Lords have not the right
to vote for the election of a member of the
House of Commons. That right has been
denied them. The Commons could not by
themselves enact legislation to that effect,
but still the prerogatives of the House of
Commons are such that by mere resolutions
passed ln the House of Commons the Lords
have been actually debarred from taking
any part in the election of members to the
other House. This question was settled by
the Court of Common Pleas in a judg-
ment rendered ln 1872 on appeal of the
Earl of Beauchamp, I believe, against
certain municipalities. The Court of Com-
mon Pleas decided that the Lords had no
right to interfere or to vote even at the
election of a member of the House of Com-
mons, except the peers for Ireland who
were themselves actually elected and actu-
ally serving as members of the House of
Commons. Chief Justice BovIll declared It
positively. I think -we should follow in the
footsteps of the House of Lords and, fol-
lowIng them, we come to the conclusion
that we should not Interfere with the in-
ternal management of the affaire of the
House of Commons. In further support of
these views 1 will cite one authority whIch
wIll command the respect of all hon. gentle-
men, Blacketone, who la the foremost au-
thority in such matters, and alto on mat-

ters of law in England. Now Blackstone
lays it down as a maxim upon which the
whole law and custom of parliament la
based :

That whatever matter arises concerning either
House of parliament ought to be examined, dis-
tussed and adjudged In that House to which
it relates, aud not elsewhere.

I do not say that we could not and should
not, in some particular cases, interfere. As
far as I am personally concerned, I weuld
interfere, and would deem It my duty to
interfere in legislation of that kind by the
House of Commons, if, for example, the con-
stitution was violated or strained, or If
vested rights were infringed upon. Are
there any vested rights infringed upon
by this Bll ? The electors are simply shift-
ed from one constituency to another. They
preserve the same privileges, and the same
rights that they had in the constItuency to
whieh they formerly belonged. They have
their old rights and privileges in the consti-
tuency to which they are now attached.
There are no vested rights Infringed upon.
As a proof of it, I have no knowledge of
any petition to this or the other House by
the electors of these constituencies asking
fer relief. The situation ls left the same.
What la done by the other House ls the
dealing with matters which belong to its
privileges. The franchise la left identically
as it was. It la only a 9hifting of it, and
therefore It lis a matter that pertains to the
other House, and I whe would, as a mat-
ter of duty, object if vested rights were In-
terfered with, cannot In this instance find
sufficient justification to interfere. As to
the other point, if the constitution was
strahied, I would feel justified in incerfer:
lng, but the constitution la not strained. Such
Is my opinion, however humble it may be ;
it la the opinion also of most of the leadIng
men of this House on both sides ; it le the
opinion of the legal authorities ln England,
that the House of Commons has the right to
do what.It la now doing. True, the question
was not put to those lawyers as it has been
dealt with in this House, and It doe UOt

reflect great honour on the Solicitor Gmeral
that he has put the question oterwis thOn
he should have put it, but et the Uame t1ne
be has put a legal question, and the Way the

question la put, although it Was not the

way It came up ln this gOUeS, elmbode
what je the true issue before us, and they ln
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England have come te the same conclusion
that I and most of the leading members of
this House and of the other House have
come to, that there is a legal right to do
what the government Is now proposing to do.
Therefore, in the absence of two instances
where I would take it upon myself te In-
terfere, I do net feel justified in interfering,
because the measure is constitutional,
and because no vested rights are In-
fringed upon. My hon. friend from Rich-
mond made a speech last nlght, which, if he
were not present, I might speak of in more
eulogistic terms. It seemed almost to shake
my conviction. He adduced very strong
arguments, meeting the views I am discuss-
ing to-night, but the Act of 1884, which I be-
lleve was called the Representation of the
People Act, was an Act that did touch on the
constitution itself. It was, moreover, doing
away with vested rights. It was changing
the constitution, which this Bill does not do.
The Act of 1884 was not perhaps changing
much of the laws as to the county franchise
ln England, as it existed from the beginning
of the 15th century to the Reform Act of
1834, and to the Act of 1853, because in the
county franchise the rights of the counties
were maintained mostly or ln toto ln the
Act of 1884. The franchise consisted, as
you are all aware, in property occupation
and ln residence. But it was otherwise with
the boroughs. These had long vested rights
taken away from them. Boroughs, as you
know, had become the property of Individu-
als who had come in the possession of them
either by inheritance or purchase te such
an extent that one Individual person could
elect to send te the House of Commons one
8r more members. Those were rights dat-
ing from time Immemorial.

The Act of 1884, to which my hon. friend
referred, took away from those individual
persons their vested rights. If this Bill
now before us were taking away vested
rights from any individual member of this
Dominion, I would, although reluctantly, in-
internai or domestic affair for the House of
this le not a mere matter of privilege or an
internai or domestic affair for the House of
Commons. But suoh ls not the present case,
as I said before. From 1406 to 1858, for 450
years there were changes in the composi-
tion of the House of Commons in England,
and in the manner of conducting the elec-

Hon. Mr. POIRIER.

tion, or at least in the making of returns
and of the service of the writs, and in
no Instance can I find that the Lords
Interfered, and when they did try te inter-
fere, as they did in the return of members
for the boroughs during a short period
simply, they were thrown out, as interfer-
ing with matters net pertaining to them,
and with a question of domestic affair ex-
clusively for the other House. They were
debarred, and the House of Lords never
did Interfere te my knowledge except when
the constitution was changed ais by the
Act of 1884, or when vested rights were in-
terfered with. I do not believe to-day that
the House of Lords, whose tenure of offlee
1s stronger than ours, would dare to Inter-
fere with reference te such an Act where
the nature of it would simply be the chang-
ing of electors from one division te another,
without interfering with the nature of their
franchise itself. Even the kings of England
hesitated te interfere In matters pertaining
te the representation of the House of Com-
mens. True, the Tudors Increased the re-
presentartion of the Cornish boroughs, but
their successors had te desist, and then the
Crown Itself had to concede te the Com-
mons the exclusive rights and privileges,
of which they are se jealous, to deal with
their internal affairs as they deemed proper.
Looking backwards to the House of Lords
as we should do, since we have a House
here taking the cue from them, we should
be very careful net te interfere with what
the Commons have done in their domestic
affairs. If I were te recall here an ins-
tance, I would take it from Moliere, a French
dramatist, who relates an Instance almost
parallel but net so dignified. There was a
quarrel between husband and wlfe. The hus-
band necessarily was paramount, and the
woman was maltreated, pretty much as the
opposition in the House of Commons be-
Ileve they are. They quarrelled, waxed
warm, and a neighbour who had the right
and power possibly te make peace, or for
some other such purpose, dId Interfere and
gave, as possibly we wii do here, assistance
to the woman, to the weakest combatant;
but it 0 happened that atter the wo-
man and her husband became reconciled,
they both turned upon the interferer,
who had the right te interfere, and turned
hlim out. Even the opposition of the House
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of Commons must be jealous of the rights
of that House, and If we interfere with
them it is at our own risk and peril.

We should not, from my point of view,
(and I leel strongly on lit), interfere with
them except when the constitution is in-
fringed, or if riights are infringed upon, and
that is the reason why last year I voted as
I did, and it ls the reason why this year, al-
though believing that this Bill should not
bave been introduced, and that It is distinct-
]y against the spinit of the constitution, that
I will not cast my vote against it ; because
I respect the liberty of the other House,
which, of the three powers, the Crown, the
Senate and the House of Commons, Is the
greatest power of all. The only power that
has the right to bring the House of Com-
mons to terms is the electorate and not this
House. What happened in 1884, at the time
of the Bill referred to by my hon. friend
from 'Richmond? The House of Lords
vetoed the Bill once, but when it was
brought before them again, they did not
d'are to reject it. They came to a com-
promise, It is true, but they did not thwart
the 'House of Commons a second time. Last
year we rejected this Bill. It was a bold
challenge to the House of Commons, and
they bring it before us again. They have
had one year to reflect. We are here to pre-
vent hasty legislation. We acted that part.
We prevented hasty legislation on this sub-
Ject. The government have had time to
think over It. They reintroduce the Bill this
year, and although I believe there Is less ex-
cuse %for tit this year than last year, because
we are nearer the decennial census, still, as
they send us this sane Bill the second time,
we are less justified now than we were last
year in rejecting it, because last year we
could plead we were giving them time to
consider it. They come again, contending,
and rightly so, that they represent more di-
rectly than we do the people, and we should
not a second time reject this measure. The
Crown Itself, as I sald before, would pause
before interfering with the rights of the
House of Commons. And what are we ? We
are creatures of the Crown. Are ithe dele-
gates more powerful than those who cons-
tîtute them? Are we going to assume to our-
selves a larger power than the Crown would
dare to assume ? I do not belleve we ehould.
In takIng the position I do, I cannot have the
approval of my political friends. I should

like to call all the members of rthis House
my frIends, but I do not depart by any means
from the polftical convictions that I have.
Those convictions I try to keep under con-
trol as much as possible. And why? It ls
the boast of the Senate that It should be
non-partisan. The same thing does not
apply to the other House. This Bill is a
partisan measure. It is visibly and osten-
sibly a partisan Bil, an inopportune Bil ;
but we cannot forget, and should not forget,
that the House of CommonS Is essentially a
partisan House. It 1e almost essential to
the constitution of a British parliament that
the House of Commons should be partisan,
and it is an essential feature lu It that parties
are divided. There le the government and
the opposition. It Is all right there ; it Is
all wrong here. The government come here
wlth a partisan Bill. We reject that Bill.
What Is our attitude towards a partisan Bill?
We undo it by a partisan Interference.
I know that , my hon. friends here do
not view It in the same way. I would
have voted in favour of an amendment
in the Une proposed by the leader of
the opposition In the other House. I did
appeal personally to some of my col-
leagues, but they refused to take that course,
and it is to their honour, because, they
told me, It would appear partisan in the
eyes of the country. I would have voted
for it, not for a second tIme, but the
first tIme, to give the Commons time to
think over it and prevent hasty legislation.
Had the House of Commons come the sec-
ond time, I would have swallowed my vote,
because I think they should be paramount
In the matter. I take the attitude here for
which I was sat upon before ln this House.
I am not altogether averse to the remod-
elHing of the Senate to a certain extent ;
but that ls another question. I am averse,
as far as I am concerned, to the Senate tak-
Ing a partisan position. Our position, as
senators, le good to-day, especialy mince
the Liberals have come into power. We
have done well, I believe, for the counttY.
The course of the 8enate has been wB re-
oeived, and has been favourably commented
upon by the country. We acted as we
should act, as safeguards of the coutry In
the Dummond Coumty RaiIway Bil, and
especially In that most inIquitous Yukon
Bill. We stood before the government and
the country ln Cavour of the intereSts of the
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people. We aeted, not as partisans, but as1

a body ftghting i the Interests of the coun-
try. We saved hundreds of millions to the
people of Canada by keeping the Yukon gold
fields in the possession of the people,
instead of giving them away to two men
for a mess of pottage. The country look
upon us as guardians, and not as partisans,

What would be the result were we to re-
ject this Bill, as I hope we will not ? Simply
in the eyes of many Liberals-of a great
number of Liberals who approved of our
actions hitherto-we would appear as a
partisan body. I do not say that it is
a partisan spirit that actuates -My hon.
friends. I am sure it ls not ; but we might
appear in that light before the country, and
we have no right to do so. In the interests
of the Senate-in the interests of the. con-
stitution, we have no right to undo a situa-
tion which ls so favourable to us now. We
have no rIght to expose ourselves even to a
suspicion of partisanship. We know what
happened Ciesar's wife. She was not an old
woman, as I believe senators are called, but
Coesar had that respect for bis wife that
he would not even have her suspected. We
should not be suspected by our fellow citi-
zens, whose interests we are here to repre-
sent, and there le no necessity that we
should interfere in this matter, especially
when the House of Commons bas passed
the Bill a second time. However wrong,
bowever objectionable or inopportune that
Bill may be, provided it le not unconstitu-
tional, and provided that no vested rights
are infringed upon, or taken away from the
people, we should accept It. For these rea-
sons, and with an expression of regret to
my hon. friends on this side of the House,
and especially to my venerable leader, I
shall vote as I did last year, for the same
reasons, and for stronger reasons, because
the House of Commons have had time to
think over it, and that we should allow the
House of Commons to arrange its own in-
ternal affaire in matters of franchise and
in matters of election as they please.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the adjournment
of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (No. 24), an Act respecting the Nova
Scotia Steel Company Limited.-(Mr. Me-
Kay.)

Hon. Mr. POIRIER.

THE DEBATE ON THE REDISTRIBU-
TION BILL.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before
the House adjourne, I understand the hon.
Minister of Justice has the right to reply
and that no other hon. member proposes to
speak. Although I know we have no right
to prevent any one from apeaking, I think
that is the general understanding, that atter
the hon. gentleman has closed hie remarks
the vote will be taken. I merely mention
that so that those who are present may know
what the intention of the Senate is at the
present moment, and be present If they
think proper to do so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I favoured the meeting
this evening, because I thought it desirable
that we should take the vote before six
o'clock to-morrow if possible when every
senator could attend.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.-May I
ask If the return which I moved for some
time ago, with respect to disallowance, ls
ready ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not sure whether
it le or not. It le in my department, and of
course all that l necessary le to make
copies of papers that already exist. I have
no doubt that a return has been prepared,
because in all these matters, In every ques-
tion that le asked in elther House and every
return that le moved for, the Deputy Min-
ister at once takes cognizance of it, wlth
out my being obliged to speak to him per-
sonally on the subject, and I have no
doubt the return has been prepared. I shall
make Inquiry as to what the progress ls.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWILL-I would
ask the Hon. Secretary of State If he has
any information to give me wlth reference
to the other return.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-I have not. I gave in-
structions to the Deputy Minister of the de-
partment to iquire at the Department of
RailwaYs and Canais. I think that ls the
only one that ls missing.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, March 28, 1900.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SALARY OF PREVENTIVE OFFICER
AT MONTMAGNY.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.

The Notice of Inquiry being called:

By the Hon. Mr. LANDRY :
What ls the name of the present preventive

officer for the district of Montmagny? What
la his salary? How many seizures has he et-
fected, since he has been doing duty, for infrac-
tions of the customs and exclae laws? How
much bas the government realized from these
seizures, elther by the sale o! the articles con-
fiacated or by fines imposed?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The answer la not
ready yet.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Does the hon. min-
ister thlnk we can obtain that answer be-
fore the end of the session ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thlnk so.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
is not sure?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) We will
get it next year after the census is taken.

The inquiry was postponed.

SECOND READING.

Bill (34) An Act respecting the Canadian
Paclfic Railway.-(Mr. Lougheed.)

THE REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

DEBATE CONCLUDED.
The Order of the Day belng called,
ResumIng the further adjourned debate on the

motion of Hon. Mr. Milis for the second reading(Bill 13) An Act respecting Representation in the
House of Commons, and on the motion in amend-
ment theretp of the Hon. Sir Mackensie Bowell,
that the sala Bill be not now read a second time,
but that it be read this day six months.

Hou. Mr. MILLS smid-I tbink my first
duty onaddressing the House on this ques-
tion la to allude at the outeet to the ob-
servations made by the bon. gedteman
who site opposite me (5ir. Makenzle
Bowell) and who leade the opposion. The

hon. gentleman said that he had beard the
speech that I had addressed to the House
upon this subject so often that he almoSt
knew it by heart. If the hon, gentleman
le not drawing upon his imagination lnstead
of upon hie memory, he certalnly has the
advantage of me ln that regard, for up to
the moment that I introduced this Bill to
the House on the present occasion, I had
not a moment to give to the consideration
of the subject beyond those general prin-
ciples which are involved, which I have
frequently considered, and which I think
muet be obvious not only to myself, but to
every hon. gentleman who has consldered
the question of representation. I noticed
that the hon. gentleman from Marshfield
(Mr. Ferguson), and the hon. gentleman
from Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), and the
hon. gentleman from British Columbia (Mr.
Macdonald), have repèéted what I denied
last year, and what I have denied again
and again this session since the discussion
began, that I put forward in 1892 views at
variance· with the proposition to legislate
except once In ten years upon this subject.
I say that I have never put forward any
such views; neither in a speech In parlia-
ment nor out of parliament have I ever
said that parliament was not competent to
legislate upon this subject at any time that
it was in session, whenever it might
deem proper. I held to that vlew In 1882,
ln 1892, last year, and again this year. In
fact, there le nothing ln any speech which
I addressed to parliament on any former
occasion at variance with the proposal
to legislate whenever parliament deenis
it expedient, upon this question. I aM
altogether unable to understand the ar-
gument which the hon. gentlemen have
addressed to the House upon this question,
and whIch a majority, during the discussion
of last year, seemed to entertain, that par-
liament was not at any time competent to
deal with the subject of the division Of each
province into constituencies. The only lim1'
tation that I know of ls the UmitationiAM-
posed by section 51 of the British Nør*Am"0
erica Act, which provides for thse itlJUt'
ment of representatioh, and I thiikthe pro-
vision for readjustment of reprsegntUon
also makes provision for the »distribution
of eate. In that provision the Imperial par-
liament iatended te decide durig th ten

yeafs not what altertion may be made in
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the boundaries of constituencies, but the
number of members to represent each pro-
vince during the period of ten years ? What
parliament does after the census, le to deter-
mine the number of members to which each
province la entitled, and it ls not in the
power of parliament to give to any province
any other representation than that to which
the population entitles it ; but how the elec-
toral divisions shall be organized, or what
shall be the boundaries of those electoral
divisions, parliament may at any time con-
aider. I think hon. gentlemen will see that
that le perfectly clear from section 40 of
the British North America Act. Let me
read the beginning of that section, and hon.
gentlemen will see that it was distinctly
contemplated by the framers of the British
North America Act that the power of par-
liament in this regard should not be re-
stricted, and that those powers that every
legislative body, in every colony of the
British Empire, have to alter and amend the
redistribution, shall not be withheld from
the parliament of Canada, the only limita-
tion being that the representation given to
each province within the federation shall
be such as ls determined by population.
Section 40 says:

Until the parliament of Canada otherwise pro-
vides, Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick shall, for the purpose of the election
of members to serve in the House of Commons,
be divided into electoral districts, as follows:

That ls the provision of the constitution.
When this Act was being prepared, the
delegates who -went to London on behalf of
the varlous provinces adopted the princi-
ple which had been agreed upon in the
Quebec convention, and ratified in some of
the legislatures at least, that the represen-
tation of the various provinces in the con-
federation that was about to be formed
should be representation based on popula-
tion. As between the provinces, that was
the principle recognized, and the basis for
the adjustment of that representation was
the census of 1861. The census of 1861 had
been taken in all the provinces, and when
the delegates met ln London and undertook
to settie the terme of union, they agreed that
representation should be based on population.
Now, the provision ls that until the parlia-
ment of Canada otherwise provides the re-
presentation should be according to the elec-
toral divisions made and set out in the
schedule to the British North America Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

That is perfectly clear, and it is equally
clear that at any time, the very next ses-
sion, if it had been deemed expedient to
alter the boundaries of any one of these
constituencies or to readjust the constituen-
cdes within any one of the provinces, without
altering the number to which the province
was entitled, that power was conferred by
the beginning of the section-

Until the parliament of Canada otherwise pro-
vides, Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick shall, for the purpose of the election
of members to serve in the House of Commons,
be divided into electoral districts, aa follows.
And so you find with regard to a number
of other matters. Take, for instance, the
qualification of voters. The Dominion had
no existence until this Act was passed and
brought into operation by the Queen's pro-
clamation. When the Act was brought into
operation, what was the electoral franchise
of the Dominion ? It was the electoral
franchise that had been previously provid-
ed in each province for the return of mem-
bers to the legislative assembly of the pro-
vince, but the Act also provides, juet as it
did in the section which I read, that 'until
the parliament of Canada otherwise pro-
vides' the laws of the several provinces of
the union relative to these matters shall be
the law of the Dominion of Canada-'until
it otherwise provides'-exactly the same
words, showing that if at any time parlia-
ment chose to exercise its powers, it was at
liberty to do so. It was not called upon to
wait until another census was taken and
until some further readjustment under sec-
tion 51 was required. And this is the prin-
ciple recognized. The hon. senator from
Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) talked about
usage having settled the principle upon
which we are to proceed, and that we were
to have no alteration in the electoral divi-
sions except after the census, once in ten
years. Now, I deny that any such prin-
ciple has been recognized. I deny that any
such usage has grown up. I say that par-
liament has always exercised in this mat-
ter its judgment, and where legislation was
called for to correct the boundaries of con-
stituencies or to transfer territory from one
constituency to another, if it was thought
expedient, that was done. Let me cal at-
tention to chap. 45 of the statutes of 1869.
Hon. gentlemen will see that that statute
was passed elgbt years after the census had
been taken, and but two years before
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the taking of another census. Did any hon.
gentleman in either House on that occasion
rise and say 'you are not to readjust the
boundaries of the constituencies because
you are within a period of two years of the
taking of the census'? The census had been
taken in 1861.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
That was before confederation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Suppose it was. Is not
the whole of the British North America Act
based on the census of 1861 ? The divi-
sions are niade accordingly, and the principle
that applies to any succeeding census,
applies equally to the census of 1861. Now,
what does this statute say?

Whereas it is expedient to change the limits
of the electoral districts of the counties of
Joliette and Berthier for electoral purposes,
&c.

'Whereas it is expedient to change the
boundarles of these electoral divisions' ;
what was doue ? The cdhange was made ac-
cordingly. A Bill was introduced and car-
ried through parliament. Sir John Mac-
donald was Prime Minister at the time.
This statute had the sanction of Sir John
Macdonald. It was a measure of his gov-
ernment. Sir George Cartier, if I remem-
ber correctly, had charge of this legislation
at the time, and that belng so, what be-
comes of the principle which the hon. gen-
tleman from Westmoreland and other hon.
gentlemen have referred to on the subject ?
Is it not perfectly clear if you can alter the
boundaries of two constituencies eight years
after the census bas been taken, you can
alter the boundaries of fifty ? There is no
difference of principle. The principle is
perfectly clear, that, in the words of section
40, parliament is at liberty to legislate
whenever it sees proper. 'Until the parlia-
ment of Canada otherwise provides,' are the
words, 'the electoral divisions as establish-
ed in the schedule of this Act shall be con-
tinued.' The Parliament of Canada, with
regard to these two constituencies, did
'otherwise provide' in 1869, eight years after
the census had been taken, and no hon.
gentleman bas pretended up to this hour to
eall in question the validity of that statute
and to say that parliament was not compet-
ent to so provide.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
Will you tell us why it was done ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is not necessary. The
question is as to the power of parliament.
Whether parliament had a good or a bad rea-
son Is not a matter of the slightest conse-
quence. What is of consequence is the fact
that it was done, and no one bas called It
in question. We had a readjustment in
1872. We had a readjustment in 1882, and
we had a readjustment in 1892. In all these
cases there have been some modifications-
some consideration given to the question
of revision of the boundarles, and my hon.
friend, the Secretary of State, in discussing
this question referred to the statute of 1893
which deals with the boundarles of some
ten or twelve constituencies. One hon.
gentleman calls it the correction of clerical
mistakes. I have heard of clerical mistakes
in a tariff numbering 160 odd items, and a
clerical mistake that affects the boundaries
of 12 constituencies Is a clerical mistake
so important In its character that it becomes
an amendment of the Redistribution Act
of the previous year.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Out of those ten cases
could the hon. gentleman name any one
which is not the correction of a clerical
error ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend refers
to some cases in the county of Lanark or
Renfrew, where townships were transferred
from one electoral division to another. My
hon. friend may call that a clerical mis-
take or not as he sees proper, but my point
Is that any legislation altering the condition
of things established by the statute and
making a readjustment, Is a complete refu-
tation, no matter whether It Is for the cor-
rection of a mistake or not, for parliament
in law does not make mistakes. It is a
recognition of the principle that the redis-
tribution or division of constituencies, so long
as the number to which the province is en-
titled is not altered, is at any time in order.
The hon. gentleman from Westmorland spoke
about this, If it were a wrong, being a poli-
tical wrong, and the hon. gentleman argued
that a political wrong is one that does not
call for serious consideration at the hands of
the members of this House, that in fact if
a wrong Is a political wrong, it is one that
parliament ought not to redress, and one

that nobody has a right to cail parliament
to redress, that ln fact we have a sort of

political warfare carried on in parliament,
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and that being carried on In parliament, we
must submit to the fortunes of war, and the
bon. gentleman intimated that If we could
show that wrong had been done-although
he doubted whether any wrong had been
done In 1882-he questioned the propriety of
undertaklng to redress it. I thought that
the hon. gentleman must have learned bis
politieal ethics fromi Paul Kruger.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-That Is
the friend of the hon. gentleman from
Cobourg.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The frlend of my bon.
friend from British Columbia, who refuses
to learn, and who inslsts on having his own
way In everything.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
we all like to have our own way.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not doubt that the
bon. gentleman speaks from his heart, and
I do not call ln question in the slightest
<degree the. sincerity of his sentiment ln that
regard. Paul Kruger said, 'If we give ad-
ditional representation to the Engllsb peo-
ple they will outvote us and control the gov-
ernment. We are in a minorlty and any at-
tempt to give them an equality would at
once put the government ln their bands.'
That seems to be the sentiment of my
bon. friend. Lord Rosebery a few years
ago declared that when the Liberal party
was in power there were two Houses in
England, the House of Commons and the
House of Lords, but when the Conservative
party were n power there was only one
House. They were all together. And our
experience, bon. gentlemen, n this country
has been that as long as the Conservative
party are ln power there Is only one House
in Canada. I hope and pray that at no
distant day there will be two Houses in
Canada and that the Liberal party will have
an opportunity of havlng fair-play In this
House as well as In the House of Commons.
Let me refer to some illustrations which the
bon. gentleman from Westmoreland used,
and ln which he was followed by some other
hon. gentleman, to show that there was no
wrong doue the Liberal party by the gerry-
mander of 1882. He says that ln 1878 there
were fifty-nine Conservatives and twenty-
nine Reformers returned In the province of
Ontario, but ln 1882 there were but fifty-
four Conservatives, which is five less, and

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

thirty-elght Reformers, which is nine more.
That seems to me a rather extraordinary
way of proving that the Bill was not un-
fair. The Conservative party had diminlsh-
ed in the country, the public had in some
degree lost confidence ln the leaders of that
party, and there was a smaller vote polled
for them, and a larger vote polled for their
opponents ; Is It not obvious that there might
have been a larger number of Reformers
returned to parliament notwithstanding the
injustice of the measure that had been
adopted to keep them out? Let me take a few
constituencies for the purpose of illustrating
what I say. In 1891 the Liberal party polled
within the county of Middlesex upwards of
1,100 votes more than their opponents, and
their opponents returned three members, and
the Liberal party, with a majorlty of 1,100
behind them, returned only one. Does any
hon. gentleman pretend that the object of
that measure was not to aceomplish the re-
eult which we see flowed from it, that It
was not intended to load the dice against
the Liberal party there ? Let me take the
case that I referred to before, the electoral
division of Bothwell. According to the
votes, in the ordinary condition of things,
we had a majority of about 500 in the
county. What was done by the Act of 1882 ?
The townships of Orford and of Howard
and the town of Ridgetown, the section in
which I resided, were taken off the county,
and there was four hundred of a Liberal
majority taken from the county by taking
away those municipal divisions. There were
other townships and municipalities added.
According to the vote of 1878, the effect of
those subtractions and those additions was
to place me in a minority of about 300 votes.
I carried the constituency afterwards, not-
withstanding that change, but will any
man out of St. Luke's pretend to say
that the intention was not to defeat me
by the alteration of the boundaries of
the constituency ? Will ansy one ln his
senses argue that ? Was it not in-
tended to accomplish that result ? Let
me take another case. Mr. Trow represent-
ed the riding of South Perth. There were
two municipalities taken off that rlding.
Those municipalities had upwards of 200
Reform votes-about 400 my bon. friend
tells me. They were put where ? They
were put ln Oxford where the Liberals had
ln each rlding nearly a thousand of a ma-
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jority, and there were townships taken from
the county of Huron, in which the Conserva-
tives had a large majority, and put into
Perth, for what purpose ? Why were the
Liberal townships taken off and put into a
Grit hive, and why were the Conservative
townships taken off the Reform riding and
put into Perth ? Does any hon. gentleman
pretend to argue that that was not done for
the purpose of securing the return of a Con-
servative in the South Riding of Perth ?
Every hon. gentleman knows that right
well, and yet the party feeling is so strong
in this House, there Is such a strong desire
to prevent the parties standing upon a foot-
ing of equality, that hon. gentlemen feel
that they have an advantage in what bas
been done, and they are prepared to sustain
it, and there are ail sorts of excuses and
arguments and devices put forward to de-
fend the abuses that exist, and to prevent
fair-play being done. That is the condition
of things ; it Is perfectly obvlous that there
Is a wrong, and that hon. gentlemen have
resolved that that wrong shall not be re-
dressed. One hon. gentleman speaks about
the duty of the Senate. The duty of the
Senate to be what ? To be a body of janis-
saries to strangle every reform measure that
is brought here ? I say that is not the duty
or the function of the Senate according to
my notion. The Senate bas higher duties
to perform. It ought to have present before
It loftier objects than becoming a mere
instrument In the hands of a party to wage
an unfair war upon those whose political
views it is not in accord with, or with
whom It bas no sympathy. I say then that
ithe Senate of this country might be con-
Sidered a strong and influential body, It
might exert an Important and powerful In-
fluence for good in the government of the
country. The tendency to-day Is in the di-
rection of democracy and that tendency Is
in a large measure without check. There
is nobody in this country to hold up, to stay
a party until there ls full discussion, until
the public mind Is educated upon the ques
tions that are submitted. The House ol
Lords has performed that function agair
and again. It Is In some cases obstructive
but its obstruction Is overcome in the end
by the fact that when an appeal Is made
to the country and the country bas pro-
nounced upon the question, while it may

24

undertake to amend, It ls always careful
not to defeat the principle embodied in the
measure that Is brought before It. I deny
altogether the doctrine which my hon.
friend has laid down, and I will undertake
to show the House that that doctrine is not
well founded. There are constitutional
changes made without popular sanction, but
changes in the constitution ought always to
have popular sanction. Many ministers
bring forward, they are obliged to bring for-
ward, questions that were never before the
country at ail. They arise after the elec-
tions are over. Exigencles may arise which
render legislation important. I take the
question of the contingent that we sent to
South Africa as an instance. Let me point
out that while a second Chamber may say
to the government, 'You must stay yeur
hands ; this Is so important a measure that
public opinion ought to be pronounced upon
it, and we ought to know what the view of
the political sovereignty Is upon a question
of that sort,' they cannot say with regard
to a measure that was before the country,
upon which public opinion has been pro-
nounced, and pronounced as clearly as it
ever Is upon these questions : Why there ls
no such thing as submitting an issue under
the English parliamentary system at an
election. There Is ail the policy of a party,
whatever that party puts forward. It may
embrace half a dozen things, but If it Is
elected and returned to power, If the public
bas expressed confidence In It, the theory
of our constitution is that the public have
pronounced ln favour of that platform,
whatever It may be, and that they are en-
titled to legislate, and that the Upper House
are not entitled to obstruct. That is the
position which bas been taken again and
again upon this question.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-That was not the
position taken by the Duke of Devonshire.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will come te the
Duke of Devonshire's statement and I will
consider it. There are two statements that
I think I had better discuss together. There

L Is one statement wlth regard to the gen-
eral principle involved in the measure, snd

the other is wlth regard to the measure

itself. I was astonished to hear my hon!.

friend from Richmond undertake to argue

seriously that the second Chamber had the
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right to reject any measure unless the mea-
sure had been prepared and submitted to
parliament and was before the country
When the election took place. Now, that
would be practically a plebiscite. That
would be a vote upon the measure itself.
If you were to adopt that rule you would
have no right to alter or amend the law.
You would have to take it as a· whole as
approved of by your masters. That Is not
the rule of the EngflIsh constitution. You
submit a principle. When the government
bring It forward in the form of a measure.
Either House may offer amendments, so
long as the principle is adhered to. Both
Houses do propose amendments ; the mea-
sure Is carefully considered ; the freedom
of parliament Is not interfered with, but you
know this, that in giving effect to an Im-
portant principle on which public opinion
has been pronounced, you are carrying on
government in accordance with the well
understood wisbes of the people. It is said
there are but two legitimate foundations
for government-the one is force and the
other is conviction, and our English consti-
tutional system, the one which we have
adopted in this country, is a system which
rests, not upon force, but upon conviction,
and when we obtain the approval of the
people of this country in favour of a mea-
sure, we undertake to embody that prin-
ciple into the provisions of an Act and put
it on the statute-book. In 1868, Mr. Glad-
stone brought forward a proposition for
the abolition of the State Church of Ire-
land. In that resolution, occupying some
ten lines, he sets out that principle. Lord
Stanley, afterwards Lord Derby, who was
a member of the Disraeli government,
proposed to amend the resolution. That re-
solution was still more brief. The resolu-
tion was before parliament, and upon these
the two parties took issue. An electioa
occurred afterwards, and the view which
the country pronounced in favour of was
the view embodied in Mr. Gladstone's re-
solution.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-They had the Issue
distinctly before them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. but not the Bill.
That Is my point. It was after the vote
had been taken that the Bill was pre-
pared. It was a most elaborate Bill, and

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

had been carefully considered by ministers.
They had received what aid they could
from parties who were informed, but you
will look in vain for any one taking the
position ln the House of Lords, that they
had not the Bill before them-that they had
only the general principle, and not having
the Bill before them, they were at liberty
to reject it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-But the general prin-
ciple was the main thing in that issue.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Of course it was, and
so it was in the case the hon. gentleman
discussed the other day. Let me further
point out what Disraeli said on this sub-
ject. It was clear in his mind that he did
not know whether Mr. Gladstone intended
to go beyond his resolution, or to stop at
that point, and Disraeli in his speech under-
takes to show that the policy was of such
a character, so different from what had long
been the policy of the United Kingdom, that
it was absolutely necessary, under the prin-
ciples and spirit of the constitution, that an
election should be had, and that public opin-
ion should be consulted. Let me read. for
the consideration of the House, what Dis-
raeli said on that occasion, because his
observations are most instructive and, in
my opinion, show that he had carefully
considered the place along which this line
ought to be drawn, and the character of
the measures upon which parliament ought
not to legislate without first having a man-
date fron the country. le says :

Now, I want the House to realize the gravity
of the question we are called on to decide. Do
not, in consequence -of the state of Ireland,
arising from the development of the Fenian con-
spiracy, and the necessity, as I am frequently
reminded, of " doing something,' allow your-
selves to be hurried into a decision which, If
carried out and followed to its consequences-
as it most assuredly will be-must give a new
colour to your society and alter ail the principles
upon which you and your forefathers for years
have acted. This is one of the gravest questions
which can be brought before the consideration
of public men. You are public men, you are
men ail of great intelligence, and many of you
of eminence. To make a senate that the world
speaks of with pride, while it recognizes your
attributea with a consciousness that your con-
duct elevates the general character of human
nature. But remember that you are something
more than senators. You are representatives
of a nation, and of an ancient nation, and I
deny your moral competence to come to a de-
cision such as that which the hon. member for
Birmingham has recommended, and such as the
right hon. gentleman, the member for South Lan-
cashire, is prepared to carry out. I deny your

372



[MARCH 28, 19001

moral competence to do that without an appeal
to the nation. I say it is a question upon which
the country can alone decide, particularly under
the circumstances at which we have now arrived.
You cannot come, on a sudden and without the
country being the least informed of your In-
tention, to a decision that will alter the char-
acter of England and her institutions. You can-
not come in this off-hand manner to such a
decision as that. Why, look at what you are
doing. You are asked to take a course to-nlght
which will effect a revolution in this country.
I am not takin; now the limited issue to which
the right hon. gentleman conyeniently confined
himself. I take the broader issue laid down
by the great master of this subject, and upon
which England and Ireland probably will soon
have to pronounce. How have you been In-
troduced to this discussion? The Liberal party
have been in power for more than a quarter of
a century. Have they prepared the mind of
England upon this question? Have their lead-
ers risen from the seats of authority and told
the people that the great principles upon which
the society and even the political conditions of
the country are erroneous. You and your fore-
fathers and generations before them, and long
centuries of men, have built up this great realn
of England. You have acknowledged, you have
encouraged, you have supported, you have stimu-
lated, you have lived and acted, under the in-
fluence of ecclesiastical endowments, and you
have not during all that time in any way guided
putlic opinion to doubt the propriety of that sys-
tem-of that great and beneficial system under
which you were born and which your forefathers
created ? Not a syllable of the kind.

I need not read further from this speech.
It is a most able speech. It points to this,
that in dealing with great constitutional
questions, where you cannot revert to the
condition of things which existed before
you undertook te deal with them, the coun-
try ought te be behind you, and ought to
have pronounced In favour of them. I do
not pretend to say, and I do net think
any hon. gentleman here will say, that this
question is a question of that sort, and yet
we have gone to the country upon It.
We have stated our views. We have
embodied those views In ten proposi-
tions. Those propositions were all be-
fore the electorate of this country before
the elections were had, and, in the only
way known to the English constitutional
system, the public opinion of this country
has been pronounced upon them. Now, let
me point out this further, and It is an im-
Portant fact, and it is one that this House
iust not shut its eyes to : in 1872, the two
parties were agreed that in order to give
security to whichever might be in opposi-
tion, the minority, that county boundaries
ought not to be disturbed. There were other
very important reasons. It is an essential
part of the English constitutional system,

and that is of very great importance, but
apart from the question of its being a part
of the English constitutional system, It is
also a protection to the minority. In a
large measure it restrains those who are
disposed te go wrong and legislate in such
a way as te promote the Interest of a party
apart from the strength or popularity of
the party. We all agreed, I say, on the
principle in 1872, after the census of 1871.
We went to the country in 1872. We had
another election in 1878, and there was a
vote taken, and under the principles laid
down in 1872, under the policy that was
then adopted, we were beaten. Our op-
ponents came in; public opinion was
behind them. Their success, se far
as the division of constituencies was
conicerned, was perfectly legitimate, but
in the election of 1872, which took place
after the redistribution of 1872, and the
election of 1878, not One word was said In
favour of a new and different principle--in
faveur of one essentially different. Hon.
gentlemen went to the country In 1878, and
they did not say one word In favour of
breaking down county boundaries and
gerrymandering constituencies. There were
many cases In which they had an oppor-
tunity of discussing these questions before
the public after every session.

lon. Mr. MILLER-It was
their policy was te distribute
decennial census. The country
that.

understood
after each
understood

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend cannot
get away from my point In that way. I say
in 1872 it was agreed that the principle of
county boundaries should be adhered te.
In 1882 lt was departed from, and there
was no approval in the country of that de-
parture. The country was net consulted.
It was a conspiracy in the mInd of the gov-
ernment itself. The country was net taken
into the confidence of the government.
How did this House act on that occasion ?
DId the Senate of Canada stand up for the
principle of county boundaries ? Did theY
adhere te the principle they laid down in
1872 ? They utterly disregarded it. They
treated the question as one affecting the
House of Commons mainly, and in which

they had no interest, and what the govern-
ment proposed they carried here, and ail-
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though my hon. friend who sits beside me Hon. Mr. MILLER-Not by the man who
(Mr. Scott) was a member of this Chamber made the motion for the six months' hoist.
and made an earnest and vigorous protest
against the action which was then taken, Hon. Mr. MILLS-That was the position
this House disregarded that protest and taken by Lord Salisbury, and that position
gave the sanction of the Senate to the polly is the one on which the Act was defended by
of the administration, and that Bill became the Conservative and Unionist members ln
law. If the motion of the hon. leader of England when the measure was rejected by
the opposition is carried, what will be the the House of Lords. They knew right well

policy of this country ? Is it the same as that it was a departure from the doctrine

it was in 1882 ? Is the House dealing with that where an appeal is made to the country
the present administration and its measure and a vote is taken of the country with
as they dealt with the measure of 1882 '? the matter in issue, that the House of

Did they say in 1882 'you were committed Lords must acquiesce. That doctrine was

to the principle of respecting county bound- departed from in this case, and in order to

aries ; that was the rule laid down by the find a pretext for that departure, the pro-
one party and accepted by the other in 1872, position was put forward which I have men-

and you said not one word about it in the tioned, that England, being the principal
country since-you have not made it an factor, the most populous, the most wealthy
issue in your general elections or in by- and Influential section of the United King-
elections, and you ought not to adopt It dom, that a measure working such important

without popular sanction. It Is such an constitutional changes ought not be adopted
amendment-such a radical change in the without the sanction of the majority of the

constitution, that popular sanction ought people of England as welI.

to have been had before you proposed it
for the consideration of this House.' Was
that position taken ? Did the House under-
take to stand up for the constitutiona doc-
trine as I think the constitutional doctrine
is ? Not at all. This House utterly disre-
garded the provision and assumed that par-
lament was within its right when It took
the course which it did. Allusion has been
made to the Franchise and Redistribution
Bills of 1884 and what the Duke of Devon-
shire said on the Home Rule Bill. Now,

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It was only one of the
arguments put forward.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was the main argu-
ment on that occasion.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-No. No mandate from
the people was the main argument of the
member who moved the motion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say there was a man-
date. The majority of forty that Mr. Glad-
stone had behind him was a mandate. That

what was done in the case of the Home is the only mandate that can be given. There
Rule Bill ? There was an election in which is no direct voting upon a measure. There
it was an issue ; nobody disputes that. The Is no attempt to adopt a system such as
overwhelming majority of Ireland, Scot- that which exists ln Switzerland for certain
land and Wales were in favour of that purposes. The only mandate known to the
Bill. The majoirity in England were the law of England Is the approval of the gen-
other way. Now, what was the argument eral pollcy of the party by the votes given
by which that provision was upheld ? It to uphold that party when it appeals to the
was this, that England was the principal country. The hon. gentleman referred to
factor ; it was more populous than the othe' another case-to the Redistribution Act of
three sections taken together-that England 1884, and the Franchise Act of the same
Is the largest contributor to the revenue and time, and he pointed out that the Franchise
that a measure of so much Importance, Act was defeated. I do not think that It
altering the constitution, ought not to be was go. My hon. friend will find that that
carried without the sanction of the majority was not admitted at the time. What was
in England. That was the position taken done was the postponement of the second
by the House of Lords, and upon that reading of the Franchise Bill until the Redis-
ground. tribution Bill was brought down.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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Hon. Mr. MILLER-It killed it for the
session.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But they gave a reason
for what they did. I was ln England and
heard some of the discussions.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It was virtually a six
months' hoist. ,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The largest gathering
ever held perhaps ln any country in the
world, was held in England when that post-
ponement took place. Six hundred thousand
people from outside the city of London
marched through the city and were six
hours marching past any given point. There
was a strong feeling against the House of
Lords. There was a disposition In all parts
of the United Kingdom to demand the aboli-
tion of the House of Lords, and Mr. Glad-
stone, who was always an ardent supporter
of the principle of the constitution recogniz-
ing two Houses, adopted a policy in the
interest of the House of Lords and with
a view of preventing revolutionary measures
being pressed on the attention of parliament
rather than for any other reason, and the
leaders of the Conservative party conferred
with him, and the policy was adopted of
carrying through the two measures simul-
taneously, or at ail events allowing the
leaders of the opposition to know what was
the character of the Redistribution Bill that
the government proposed to submit to par-
liament.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not going to
trouble the House with so simple a matter
as the one to which my hon. friend alluded'
as a piece of badinage, in which he said
that I was mistaken in my use of the word
viceroy. I was not mistaken. I used the
word exactly as it has been lnterpreted by
the judicial committee of the Privy Council.
I quoted, at the time I referred to it, author-
ities, and Sir John Thompson did not. show
that I had ever used the expression in a
different sense. Whht he dld was to quote
from the speech of Lord Dufferin In whlch
the expression was used, and when I was a
member of his government, and for which
he said I was responsible. I was a young
nmember of that government, and I admit
my responsibility ln a constitutional sense
for the way in which that word was used.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
was the speech with which he opened par-
liament. It was not a speech of Lord Dut-
ferin.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It was understood it
was your duty, as a junior member, to write
bis speech.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not questioning
that ; I said It was a speech of Lord Duf-
ferin.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-A
speech put in the mouth of Lord Dufferin.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And for which I said I
was responsible. Hon. gentleman have said
to us a good many times during this discus-
sion that we were a government of unre-
deemed pledges-that we have made many
pledges and we have not redeemed them.
I do not think that there Is very much in
that objection. We undertook to redeem this
pledge last year-the pledge we gave to the
country and that the country returned us
here to carry out.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-To carry them all
out ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend moves
the six months' hoist, and my hon. friend
from Monck, I dare say, will vote for It.
I know my hon. friend ls very much opposed
to dishonest measures of this sort, but per-
sonal interest makes a difference some-
times. I may recall to the hon. gentleman's
recollection-I know bis memory of it will
be a good deal better than mine-that there
was the township of Dunn which he some-
times represented and which he sometimes
did not represent, and my hon. friend had
a great interest ln seeing that township
transferred from bis constituency to that
of David Thompson. I do not belleve that
even McLaughlin, however sorrowful bis
demeanour may have been, was more sor-
rowful for the loss of bis wife than my hon.
friend was when he lost that township.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I suppose the be0n.
gentleman wishes to be honest. Does he
wish to get the truth of the matter and
know ail about it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have a very distinct
recollection of the matter, but I will lis-
ten to my hon. friend.
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I will give the
facts. David Thompson, the late member
for Haldimand, went to Sir John Macdon-
aid and asked as a favour that he should
take the township of Dunn out of the
county of Haldimand and put it in the
county of Monck. I know they brought
pressure to bear on him, and he moved an
amendment and swallowing himself back
again. They did all they could to kill me;
I represented a radical county in the Do- i
minion of Canada for 18 years, and ail the
power they could bring to bear from Ottawa
was not able to defeat me. My hon. friend
knows that, and when he says it was a sin
of mine, I can tell him I never asked for it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not say my lion.
friend asked for it. I said he was glad to
see it go. My hon. friend opposite has
spoken of this Bill not extending over the
whole province of Ontario. Personally, I
would have been very glad to have extended
it to the whole province, and if the hon.
gentleman had proposed to amend it in that
direction he would have been acting more
consistently than by moving the six
months' hoist. The truth Is this, that the
eastern portion of the province of On-
tario has always had, in proportion to its
population, a larger representation than the
western portion, and there was a question
to be considered besides the question of
altering the boundaries-the question prac-
tically, of the redistribution of the seats.
Now, that has not been touched by this
Bill, and that was the governing considera-
tion lu leaving the eastern portion of On-
tario as it is at the present time. One hon.
gentleman has spoken about the 'machine,'
and about the case of Brockville and the
case of the county of Huron. Well, I do
not thInk there is much relevancy in allud-
ing to those, without any facts before this
House, In this discussion. I do not think
they have much to do with this discussion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
We will provide for that in the Criminal
Code.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There was not a fact,
when the inquiry took place in the case of
the county of Huron, that was not known
to those parties who complained within the
thirty or forty days within which a petition
might have been filed, and it was an abuse

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

of the power of parliament to ask for an
inquiry In that case.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hn. friend knows
right well that he himself maintained and
voted for the principle that no inquiry
should be had or granted where the parties
lad open to them a petition and knew
the facts within the time within which an
inquiry could take place. I might refer to
the case in which my hon. friend to my
right (Mr. King) was interested. I do not
know whether the hon. gentleman opposite
was a member of the Privileges and Elec-
tions Committee In that case or not.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I know that the gov-
ernment of which my hon. friend was a
member, voted against inquiry-voted
against bringing the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery before the House to correct the
false addition, and, although he had gone
to the electorate and an election had taken
place, and he had been returned by a ma-
jority, they said : 'your recourse is to file
a petition and go Into the courts if you
want redress. Parliament will not listen to
you. My hon. frlend thinks that a rule
which ought to be adopted when the Lib-
eral administration is In power Is an alto-
gether different rule from that which
should be adopted when a Conservative ad-
ministration is in power.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is no analogy between the cases.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-One hon. gentleman
said yesterday that he had been implored by
a dozen members of the House of Commons
to defeat the Drummond County Railway
Bill. That was a very extraordinary de-
claration, In my opinion. I think the hon.
gentleman must have been dreaming-must
have been labouring qnder some hallucina-
tion. It is a strange Idea that members of
the House of Commons should vote for a
measure which they detested, and that they
should come to him and ask him to defeat
the measure. If I remember right, the
hon. gentleman voted for the measure, and
this House voted for it, and the whole of
this House, or very nearly ail the members,
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supported that measure and it was carried
here the very next year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not
the same measure.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Practically the same
measure. What was it ? It was to make
the Drummond County Railway a part of
the Intercolonial Railway, and that mea-
sure became law.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
that is true, but the principle of making
it a part of the Intercolonial Railway was
not objected to by the Senate, even when
the Bill was rejected. It was the terms
upon which it was to be acquired.

Hon. Mr. McUALLUM-Tell us about the
Yukon Railway.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not going to
digress from the measure before us except
to say, with reference to the Yukon Bill,
that a wiser measure never was submitted
to this House, that a greater misfortune
was never Inflicted upon this country than
its rejection. The Senate settled, as far as
it lay ln their power, the Alaskan boundary
in favour of the United States by what they
did on that occasion, and no man in this
country or out of It, can be found who will
undertake to build that road upon the terms
of the Mackenzie-Mann offer. That Is per-
fectly clear, and that hon. gentlemen should
refer to that matter ln which such lasting
injury was done, Is a matter of astonish-
ment to me.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The agreement of
the government with the United States has
settled for ever our boundary ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What was the discus-
sion ln this House for? Was It not to
help Mr. Smith at Washington ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
nothing of the kind.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I can tell my hon.
friend that there is an Immense number of
people in this country who think it was.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1
hope we wIll have an opportunity to dis-
cuss that question before the House rises.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think I have shown
very clearly that this measure was a pro-
per measure to submit to parliament. It

was one in furtherance of the principle on
which the governiment went to the country,
and on which they received a mandate from
the people to carry It Into law. I thilnk
there can be no doubt on that point. It is
a measure which this House, of course, has
the power to defeat, but I deny that it
has, according to the settled usages of
England, the constitutional right to reject
the Bill. The Bill is a proper one. It is
for the purpose of removing a wrong that
was done, of putting an end to an Injus-
tice, and to place both political parties, so
far as it deals with the question of redis-
tribution, upon a footing of equality, and
our political opponents have no right to
ask for anything more.

The House divided on the amendment,
which was adopted on the following divi-
sion :

Contents:

The Honourable Messieurs

Aikins, Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Allan, Macdonald (Victoria),
Armand, MacInnes,
Baird, MacKeen,
Baker, McCallum,
Bernier, McDonald (C.B.),
Bolduc, McKay,
Boucherville, de (C.M.G.).McLaren,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie), McMillan,
Carling (Sir John), Merner,
Casgrain (Windsor), Miller,
Clemow, Montplaisir,
Cochrane, O'Brien,
Dickey, Owens,
DobscL, Perley,
Drummond, Primrose,
Ferguson, Prowse,
Forget, Reid,
Kirchhoffer, Vidal, and
Landry, Villeneuve.-41.
Lougheed,

Non-Contents.

The Honourable Messieurs

Burpee, O'Donohoe,
Carmichael, Power,
Casgrain (de Lanaudière)Scott,
Dandurand, Shehyn,
Dever, Tenpleman,
Fiset, Thibaudeau
Kerr, (de la Vallière),
King, Wark,
McSweeney, Yen, and
Mills, Young.-19.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Will the Clerk of the

Senate read the names ?

The Clerk then read the names.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I call attention to the

tact that the vote of the hon. member for

Erie has been improperly recorded.
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Hon. Mr. O''UONOHOE-I voted against
the amendment, and I desire to have it
changed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I notice that the hon.
gentleman from Yarmouth bas not voted.

Hon. Mr. LOVITT-I p.iired with the hon
gentleman from Westmoreland.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-A vote which has
been irregularly or inadvertently recorded
cannot be changed in the way indicated by
the Hon. Secretary of State. The rule states
how It should be done, and as it not very
often occurs, it seenis to me well that we
should follow the rule closely. Rule 33 says:

With the consent of the House a Senator may,
for special reasons assigned by him, withdraw
or change his vote immediately after the an-
nouncement of the division.

I might point out that if the mistake had
been made in the House of Commons, the
hon. gentleman could not change his vote.
It would have to remain the way he voted.

Hon. Mr. 'SCOTT-Not at al]. He voted
by a mistake.

Hon. Mr LOUGHEED-But his name was
read out in favour of the amendment in the
hearing of the House. There was an ex-
pression of surprise at the time the vote was
recorded, because it was thought he would
vote the other way, but inasmuch as it has
been improperly recorded it seems to me the
rules should be adhered to. I am satIsfied
no objection will be raised, but the hon.
gentleman should state his reasons and the
House would permit the change.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I beg to call the at-
tention of the House to the fact that the
senator from Acadia did not vote.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I paired with the
hon. member from Milton (Hon. Mr. Mc-
Kindsey), who Is sick in town. I would
have voted in favour of the measure, and
Mr. McKindsey would have voted in favour
of the amendment.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is the first occasion
that I have ever heard any objection offered
to correcting an error when an hon. member
states he did not intend to vote in the way

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

his vote has been recorded. I should hope
that the House would not offer any opposi-
tion to bis request.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No ob-
jection is taken.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I think there will be
no objection.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
bon. gentleman from Calgary did not object
to the change, but only asked that the rule
should be complied with.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It should be
changed at the instance of the hon. gentle-
man from Erie, and not at the request of
the hon. Secretary of State ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is no change at
al]. It is merely a mistake in recording the
vote.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-The vote was properly
recorded, but the hon. gentleman has a per-
fect right to have it corrected. That is the
proper course, and it is not right to assert
that an officer of the Senate has made a
mistake, because there bas ýbeen no mistake
in the recording of the vote.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-I thought that I
was voting for the Bill and not for the
amendment. My friends and others who
know my mind upon the subject would well
understand that. I thought I was quite
clear in the course I was taking but If I did
vote for the amendment it was a mistake
and I trust the House will permit the cor-
rection.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (77) 'An Act to incorporate the Con-
gregation of the Most Holy Redeemer.'-
(Hon. Mr. Bernier.)

Bill (45) ' An Act respecting the Pontiae
Pacifie Junction Railway Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (43) 'An Act to incorporate the Port
Dover, Brantford, Berlin and Goderleih Rail-
way Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Merner.)

The Senate adjourned.

378



[MARCH 29, 19001

THE SENATE.

Ottarca, March 29, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION SET-
TLEMENT.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr PERLEY inquired:
If the present school law of Manitoba is a

satisfactory settlement of the school question
of that province, as bas been stated by the
Honourable the Secretary of State it was ?
Also, in what particular does the present School
Act of Manitoba differ from the last Act ?

He said : I have no remarks to make in
connection with this inquiry : I am simply
asking for information.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend is asking
the question in the wrong quarter. This is
a matter under the jurisdiction of the local
authorities of Manitoba with which they are
perfectly competent to deal, and with which,
I suppose, if the views expressed here some-
times are correct, they may deal., I may say
to my bon. friend that I cannot tell him if
the school law of Manitoba is a satisfactory
settlement or not. There are additional

Board of Education of the Public Schools.
Whether that has been done or not, I do not
know. I am not in a position to answer my
hon. friend's question, so that I am not able
to give my hon. friend very much informa-
tion in reply to the first part of his question.
The hon. gentleman asks also 'In what
particulars does the present school law of
Manitoba differ from the last Act' ? My
hon. friend has the statute-book of Manitoba
open to him and has the same opportunity
for investigating and forming an opinion
upon it that I have. My hon. friend has no
intention of paying me a fee for an opinion,
and I have great reluctance to volunteer an
opinion for which I am not compensated,
unless it is my duty to give it, and I do not
recognize any public duty in this matter.
Therefore, my hon. friend cannot draw from
me any gratuitous opinion as he proposes to
do by this question.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY-Por the bene-
fit of the hon. gentleman from Wolseley,
I should like to read a special which
appeared In the Star, headed 'Winnipeg
Catholic Schools," under date March 10.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN--Dispense. We
have read it.

settlers going into the country, additional Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY-The paragraph
accommodation is required for school pur- reads
poses, new schools are being established and Winnipeg, March 119.-At a representative
a larger amount of money Is sometimes re- gathering of parishioners of St. Mary's and the

Immaculate Conception, the two Roman Catho-
quired at one period than at another. Whe- lic churches of this city, held yesterday after-
ther the people of Manitoba want further noon. a resolution was passed requesting the

Public School Board to take over the separate
aid for their schools or not, I cannot say. sebools of the city.

The motion reads as follows 'That the
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--That Is Public School Board be requested to take over

flot the point. the five schools now maintained by the Mary's
and Immaculate Conception congregations,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The question is whether where upwards of 700 children attend school
that the Public Shool Board rent the present
buildings, maintain and ke3p them in repair,

satisfactory settlement. I am not in a and that the schools be inspected by the puilic

position to answer that question. The ques- shrool inspecto, an suect tothe saset rule
tion of the Manitoba school law Is one that and regulations as those now teaching in the
comes before this House only under certain public schools.'

This meeting was att-cnded by about 75 prom-
terms and condition. It came before par- Inent Roman Catholic citizens, and they nomi-
liament on one occasion. It was dealt with, nated the members of the Catholie School Board

as a deputation to wait on the Public SehOÔl
whether satIsfactorily or not timae will show· Board to present the foregoing motion for
I noticed that in the newspapers, the only consderation.
Source of Information I have, which is open Tht I think, ls a sufficient answer. Tben
to my hon. friend as well as to myself, that In the late election two Roman Catholic
there were certain schools in Manitoba, constituencies returned members to support
known as separate sehools, whIch I appre- the Greenway government.
hend are entirely voluntary, and it Is asked
that they should be placed under the general Hon. Mr. BERNIER-NO.
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Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY-There is not the ville-at ail events le does fot know what
least doubt about it. he said, he does fot remember-perhaps le

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-No. does fot know.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I hope the minister Hon. "r. BERNIER-t may have some-
will take the hon. gentleman from Moncton thing to say about the school question again
into the cabinet, so we can get an answer to during this session, but it was fot my inten-
our questions. That hon. gentleman seems tion to brin- it before the Senate at this
to be prompt to give an answer for the gov- stage of the session. However, since my

ernment. hope he will be as kind to me asPerley
to the hon. gentleman from Wolseley (Hon. th
Mr. Perley) and that when the hon. minister e government to this question, I may, wlth
is el te the permission of the House, say a few

ue and I shall have a chance to get a reply. words. It very seldom we have the pleasure
cu tand iu shah he achance t e ahrou. of iîearing thie lion. gentleman fromn Monceton
i take issue with the answer of the (Hou. Mr. ho.Sweeney), but 1 must sa it is

minister. Where is the judgment of the
Privy Council ? Is it with Magna Charta? a very sad spectacle t see that hon. gentle-
A judgment was given between the two liti- ta o, ake this ptiy to break
gating parties, and that judgment imposed lis se th thie of trying, hea
on this parliament an obligation, and the
hon. minister says now the question is not gentleman of the Roman Catholic falth, to
under his control. It is still under his con-
trol. Where Is the remedial order passed by cuted co-reiigionlsts In Manitoba In their

the late government hour of trial, and surely it would have done

repealed ? The hon. minister Isorerbeen hlm a greater honour If le lad continued to
repeled Th ho. mniser s uabl tokeep quiet -on the present occasion. Now,

answer those questions and the responsibi-
lity that rests upon this parliament has not te l this o nesie nses.
been removed. It still remains, and until fis an t oe n etle an woi-
the minority in Manitoba are satisfied the leley is simp]y a subterfuge. I take this
obligation rests upon this parliament to pportunity to eau the attention of this
redress their grievances. They may, as
a matter of expediency, not come this House to certain ways of the representa-
session. or next session, or they may for- tives of the government lere. When we
get it altogether, but the obligation is there, put questions we have very seldom any clear
and the judgment of the Privy Council answers from them. When we ask for re-
places that obligation in undoubted terms turns tley are brouglt down sometimes
on this parliament. There Is a provision in two years after tley have been calied for,
the British North America Act which pro- and even tlen tley are Incomplete. The
vides that when justice cannot be obtained leader of the opposition las asked the nin-
for the minority from the local authorities It Ister to supplement a report on the sehool
becomes the undoubted duty of this parlia- lands in Manitoba. I made a motion two
ment to give that justice.years ago t get certain papers in connec-

Justicetien with those lands, and my lion. friend
Hon. Mr. BERNIER-He knows that. made lis application also two years ago te
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What do we see ? get the suppiement that le wanted, and we

They are unable to take the responsibility are stili awaitlng that part of the report.
of their own declaration. When the head of Sometimes lu deaiing witl important public
the cabinet goes to Drummondville and questions, the lon. gentlemen duplicate
makes a public speech, and we ask if the themselves. Tley carry on correspondence
report of that speech contains the utter- In their private capacity se as te be able te
ances of the Prime Minister, the hon. min- hide all that is going on. 1 ask old parlia-
ister here says he does not know, and when inentarians in this House wletler that Is la
the question is asked of the Prime Minister accordance With the spirt of responsible
himself, he has lost his memory. I do ne overnment. If a correspondence on a very
know if he lost his memory when he went important i)blic question ean le earried on
to London or when he went to Drummond- la that wav. why could fot everthing con-

Hon. Mr. B E m heSWEENEY.
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nected with public affairs be treated in the against us. These Mennonites, that the
same way. When the correspondence on, hon. gentlemen opposite when they were
public matters Is hidden without sufficlent first in power from 1873 to 1878, brought
reason, where is responsible government in into this country, a class of people whom
this country ? Responsible government is we exempted from military service, voted
the government of the nation by the nation, against our constitution and against the
and the people must know what is going on, rights of a section of the people, trampl-
otherwise they have no ground to base their ing under their feet one of the greatest
judgment. I really think that the hon. gen- privileges a free people can and should have.
tlemen on the government benches indulge' While our sons are to the front giving their
too often in this kind of evasive answers. blood for the cause of Great Britain, these
The hon. minister says he cannot answer Mennonite people are allowed to enjoy all
my hon. friend. Who will accept that de- the privileges of the British subjects, even
claration ? The hon. gentleman is a mem- to the extent of intruding upon the privi-
ber well posted on every political and legal leges· of their neighbours, while themselves
question. le knows there has not been any remain quiet at their homes, well sheltered
substantial change in the school law of as they are from all the dangers of war by
Manitoba. He knows that the school ques- virtue of the exemption granted to them by
tion Is not settled. He knows that this the hon. gentlemen now occupying the
parliament has still jurisdiction. He has Treasury benches. As to those elections,
merely said that It is a matter of local juris- I remark also that there are many consti-
diction. True It is to a certain extent, be- tuencies bearing English names, and It Is
cause this parliament, having falled to pro- taken for granted that they are ail English
vide the proper remedies, until this time, it constituencies. This also is inaccurate.
remains open for the local legislature to Morris bears an English name, yet the ma-
right the wrongs from whlch we are suifer- jority of the electors there are French Ro-
ing, but nevertheless, as my hon. friend man Catholics, and that constituency re-
from Stadacona (Hon. Mr. Landry) has said, turned a supporter of the Macdonald gev-
this parliament retains Its full jurisdiction ernment. Woodland is another constituency
in this case. So long as the local legislature in the same position almost, and we have
has not complied with the remedial order, in the western part of the province half a
this parliament retains its jurIsdiction, and dozen constituencies where the Roman Ca-
the hon. gentleman knows it quite well. tholic vote carried the election ; so when we
The school question is not settled, and I come to consider the matter as it should be
must again enter here my protest against considered we find at least sixty or sixty-five
all that has been done to induce the people per cent of the Roman Cathollc minority
throughout Canada to believe that the ques- which voted against the Greenway govern-
tion is settled. That is an entire mis- ient. These are the facts.
representation. As to the elections of Hon. Mr. MILLS-I suppose Mr. Maçdo-
which my hon. friend from Moncton bas nald will give them the redress they re-
spoken, I say most emphatically that the quire.
Roman Catholics of Manitoba voted against
the Greenway government. You take three Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I hope so. But what
constituencies with French names where the I know for a certainty is that such a redress
Greenway candidates have been returned ; would never have come from Mr. Greenway.
YOu think all the people there are French I might add to what I said about the elec-
Catholics, and from these notions you jump! tion, that Mr. Macdonald himself would not
to the conclusions that the Roman Catholics be where he is to-day if a large portion of
in our province have pronounced themselves the Roman Catholic vote had not gone In his
In favour of the Greenway government. That favour. So it is quite accurate to say that
iS not accurate. There is in all these con- the Roman Catholices of Manitoba voted
stituencies a large non-4Catholic vote. and that agaInst the Greenway government. And
vote in the last election, went mostly against even If that were not the case, as the hon.
us, and carried the election. In one In- leader of the opposition has already said,
stance a large number of Mennonites voted that would not destroy the rights of the
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Roman Catholics ; and if there was only a
minority among those Roman Catholics seek-
ing justice, I say the governments here and
In Manitoba would be obliged to redress
their grievances. So, the telegram of last
week from Winnipeg, whIch the hon. gentle-
man from Moncton thinks so interesting,
has no bearing at all on this question. By
the action of the men composing this gov-
ernment we have lost the redress that we
expected to get from parliament when the
remedial Bill was introduced, and our peo-
ple have been struggling against poverty for
ten years, and now they feel that if they
want their chIldren to be educated to some
extent they must do something. For ten
years the Catholics-principally in Winnipeg
-have been obliged to pay for the support
of the public schools, while supporting be-
sIdes their own schools, and not only have
individuals been obliged to pay for the sup-
port of public schools which their children
do not attend, but the Catholie Institutions
have also been taxed all the time for the
same purpose. One institution In Winnipeg,
which is educating about 300 students, is
taxed about $400 or $500 a year to support
the Protestant schools. That taxation of the
Catholie people for schools from which they
had no benefit has amounted yearly to about
$7,000 altogether. Under those circumstan-
ces some of the Catholics of Manitoba think
that they are, to a certain extent, justifled
in seeking to have a modus vivendi by
which they would be relieved of such a
burden. They have not obtained the modus
vivendi yet. And when they get it, If they
ever get it, I am afraid that it will rather
be a modus moriendi. This move of the
Catholics in Winnipeg cannot be called a
settlement. I am sure that it is not the
intention of the promoters of that move-
ment. They have too much regard for
our rights, for constitutional and parental
rights and for the Catholics principles of
Catholic education. But if it ever takes the
form of a settlement it will have to be re
garded In the light of a city capitulating
by reason of famine. When a city Is forced
to capitulate on account of famine, It mus
be admitted that It Is a very poor settle
ment. The Catholics of Manitoba are no
satIsfied, and even the newspapers support
Ing the hon. gentlemen proclaim that th

Hon. Mr. BERNIER.

question is not settled, that we have not had
proper satisfaction up to the present time.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think the hon.
leader of the House deserves the strictures
that have been bestowed upon him. If one
looks at the question proposed by the bon.
gentleman from Wolseley, he will find that It
is not a question which calls for an answer
from the leader of the government. The
hon. gentleman in his question says that he
will ask if the present school law of Man-
itoba is a satisfactory settlement of the
school question of that province, It having
been stated by the hon. Secretary of State
that It was. That is a matter of opinion.
There are some gentlemen who think the
question las been satisfactorily settled,
and there are others who think It has not,
and It would not really place the hon. gen-
tleman from Wolseley in any better position
If the hon. Minister of Justice were to put
himself in either one category or the other.
It would not affect the fact. The hon.
gentleman asks In what particular does the
present school law of Manitoba differ from
the last Act. That can be ascertained by
looking at the statutes ; and with the per-
mission of the House I shall read some
extracts from the Manitoba School Act of
1897, because I observe that the hon. gen-
tleman from St. Boniface (Mr. Bernier) who
for a number of years, bas had the interests
of the Catholics In Manitoba under his parti-
cular care, stated that no change had been
made In the law.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-No substantial
change.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Chap. 26 of the Acts
of Manitoba for 1897 is the one which makes
the changes.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The hon, gentleman
is going te answer the question which the

* on. minîster refuses te answer.

Hon. Mr. POWELI-The bon. gentleman
might have answered the question hImself,
and ho did not choose to do it, and iaasaiuch

Ias another hon, gentleman gives us to un-
bderstand that there has been nothiag done,
-it is jiist as 'well to understand what bas
tbeen donc, because the members of the

flouse should be informed on this question.
The first section reads as follows:
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Religious teaching to be conducted as herein-
aft3r provided shall take place ;n any public
school in Manitoba;

(a) If authorized by a resolution passed by the
majority of the school trustees, of the district
in which the school is carried on or
in which the scbool is corried on, or.

(b) If a petition be presented to said school
triustees asking for religious teaching and
signed by the parents or guardians of at least
ten children attending the school in the case of
a rural school district, or by the parents or
guardians of at least twenty-five children attend-
ing the school in the case of a city, town or vil-
lage school.

Hon. gentlemen will remember that one
of the great objections to the public
school law of Manitoba was that it did not
give any opportunity for religious instruc-
tion in the schools. We ail know that Ca-
tholics hold that it Is desirable that religious
instruction should be given at other times
than on Sunday; that the Sunday school Is
not enough in that way, and that religlous
Instruction should be given through the
week. This enactment puts it in the power
of the parents of ten Catholie children at-
tending school in a rural district, to secure
religious instruction in that school, and it
puts it in the power of the parents of twen-
ty-five children In a city, town or village to
secure that religious instruction. I think on
the whole that that Is not an unreasonable
provision.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is that a restoration
of the previous rights?

lon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
can make his speech after I have concluded.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I think the dis-
cussion is all out of order.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, 'we are discussing
a question, and it is held in this Flouse
that we have a right to discuss questions.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-What Is the ques-
tion? There ls no question before the House.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
did not take that ground a few days ago.
As I said, that section of the Manitoba
School Act which I have read Is a reason-
able provision. If ten parents in a country
section or 25 parents in a village or town,
wish to have religious instruction, the relig-
Ious instruction Is to be given. That Is a
somewhat Important matter. Section 2 says
that such religious Instruction shall take
place at certain hours ; and hon. gen-
tlemen will observe that It Is not left to the

discretion of the trustees. The trustees
might pass a resolution authorizing the giv-
ing of religious instruction, or the trustees
might not pass it. They might not be will-
ing ; but If the trustees are not willing, then
the parents can get the right by simply
presenting a petition. The matter la not
left to the discretion of the trustees. Section
2 says:

Such religlous instruction shal take place
between the hours of half past three and four
o'clock in the afternoon and shall be conducted
by any Christian olergyman whose charge In-
cludes any portion of the school district,
or by any person duly authorized by such cler-
gyman, or by a teacher so authorized.

That provides that If the clergyman does
not find it convenient to give the instruction
himself, he may depute some one to give it,
or if the teacher of the school happens to be
one of his own persuasion, he can depute
the work to him. I do not think you could
make any more satisfactory arrangement
than that.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am speaking of the
religious instruction taken by itself. If the
hon. gentleman has any scheme to propound
under which the religious instruction can be
better given in a mixed sehool, I shall be glad
to hear it. Then another point which the
Catholics were interested In was In seeing
that there was a reasonable number of teach-
ers belonging to their denomination; and the
wish always is that as far as practicable
Catholie children should be taught by a
Catholle teacher. Section four of this Act
reads as follows :

In any school in towns and cities, where the
average attendance of Roman Catholic children
is 40 or upwards, and in villages and rural dis-
tricts where the avsrage atte:dance of such
children is 25 or upwards, the trustees shal, if
required by a petition of paronts or guardians,
of such number of Roman Catholic children,
respectively, employ at least one duly certifi-
cated Roman Catholic teacher In such school.

The remainder of the section deals with
non Catholie children where the mafority
may be Roman Catholie. I do not knOW
very much about the condition of things ini
Manitoba, but it Is clear that in the rural
districts of Manitoba, if there were 25
Roman Catholie children attending a school
under that section they could have a Roman
Catholle teacher.
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Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN

city there are only 24 in
rural district only 9 in
then ?

(Windsor)-If in a
place of 25. or In a
place of 10, what

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think you
could expect a separate institution for nine
children. It could not be maintained.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-It was maintained
for 20 years.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, not just that way.
We are dealing with things as they
were in 1897. I think that throughout the
rural districts of Manitoba, where the Ro-
man Catholics as a rule, I believe, are
settled pretty well together, this provision
will mean that where there are 25 Catho-
lic children there is to be a Catholic teacher,
and, with the provision as to religious in-
struction, substantially satisfies the Catho-
lic claims. In the cities and towns I
do not think the number forty is an ex-
cessive number ; and as I understand there
Is a Catholic inspector of schools likewise.
The fifth section of the Act deals with the
allotment of days for giving religious in-
struction to Catholics and non-Catholic
teachers. That is where there are children
of both kinds going to the same school.
Then there is another section which does
not deal directly with the question at issue,
but it is interesting because it goes to show,
that there is, at any rate, a certain spirit of
fairplay pervading the system. Section ten
says :

When ten of the pulils in any sebool speak
the French language, or any language other
than English, as their native language, the
teaching of such pupils shall be conducted in
French, or such other language, and English
upon the bi-lingual system.

The eleventh section reads

All the provisions of 'The Public Schoola
Act' and amendments and of 'The Education
Department Act' Inconsistent with the pro-
visions of this Act, are hereby repealed.

On the whole, I think that Act does a good
deal. It goes a considerable distance, and
while I do not undertake to contradict the
hon. gentleman from St. Boniface with res-
pect to a matter as to which he is neces-
sarily better informed than I am-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear, that Is

true.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If the hon. gentleman
from Stadacona was careful to observe that

Hon. Mr. POWER.

rule, he would contradiet less often than
he does. The hon. gentleman from St.
Boniface alleges that the action recently
taken in Winnipeg is simply the result of the

1 poverty of the Catholie people in that city.
I do not undertake to contradict the hon.
1gentleman ; but I think it is possible that

action may bear another construction. I
think human nature in Manitoba is not very
different from what it is in New Brunswick,
Prince Edward Island and Nova Scotia. We
had the same difficulty In the maritime
provinces, that exists in Manitoba under the
Act of 1890, and without any interference
from Ottawa. without any Dominion legis-
lation, the people down in these provinces
have contrived to arrive at a settlement of
the question. In the city of (Halifax there
were a large number of Catholie schools at
the time the school system came into oper-
ation, and these schools were taken over by
the school board and treated in every res-
pect as public schools, inspected by the same
inspector and governed by the same board
of school commissioners, but the under-
standing was that the teachers were to con-
tinue as they had been, exclusively Catholic.
In Charlotetown when the school law
first came into operation, they had no
such provision. They found out how
the thing was managed lu Halifax
several years ago, and they adopted a similar
plan in Charlottetown. In New Brunswick
there was conflict and difficulty at the begin-
ning, but the result has been that they bave
adopted substantially the same method of
dealing with the question which we adopted
in Halifax at the beginning, and now every-
thing is peace and harmony in school circles
in New Brunswick. The Catholics are fairly
well satisfied, and other denominations are
not dissatisfied.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-The hon. gentleman
forgets that the Catholics In Manitoba
started with the right.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We are dealing with-
the condition of things that existed under
the Act of 1890. I am not going to justify
the action of the Manitoba legislature In
1890. We are talking business now. I do
not know, but I have a strong impression
that this movement In Winnipeg to-day Is
not due solely to the poverty of the Catho-
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lies, but that It is due to a feeling, probably
a feeling may exist on both sides, that it is
desirable to have the wound healed and have
the matter closed up, and that they may
adopt-and I trust it may be so-in Winnipeg
the same system which has worked well in
Halifax and Charlottetown, St. John and
Moncton, and other places in the lower prov-
inces. I trust that the upshot may be
that the schools which are owned by the
Catholles and have been maintained by them
for so many years in a way that they should
not have been maintained-I mean that they
have been maintained at the sole expense
of the Catholic ratepayers who are obliged
to contribute to the support of the public
schools also-I hope that that condition of
things will change and that we shall have
in Winnipeg the same condition of things
which we have in the cities I have mention-
ed in the lower provinces.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Would the hon. gen-
tleman permit me to interrupt. I have at
present in my desk a letter the writer of
which I am not at liberty to mention, which
proves that the reason I have given for the*
movement in Winnipeg is the correct one-
poverty.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have no doubt If the
Catholie people were very wealthy they
would not be anxious, perhaps, to make this
compromise, but I trust that the compro-
mise will be made. I do not intend to go
Into the condition of things which existed
ail over the country in 1896. We know what
the feeling was from one end of the country
to the other. It was nothing but war, and
110w it is otherwise. This Is not the time,
perhaps, to discuss the Remedial Bill, which
is not before us ; but I wish to say that the
Remedial Order which was made in 1896
set out properly the things which should be
done ; but the best study which I was
able to give to the Remedial Bill satisfled
me that it did not carry out the provisions
Of the Remedial order at ail.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-That may be, but
we accepted it, and the opposition at that
time should have acceded to our wishes
unless they -were not disposed then as nlow
to do anything at any time, as the years
tlat have elapsed since seem to have dis-
closed.

25

Hon. Mr. POWER-Was the hon. gentle-
man, who insists upôn having justice, au-
thorized to accept less than justice ? The
truth Is, that the Remedial Bill would have
done practically no earthly good to the Ca-
tholles of Manitoba and I say this knowing
fairly well what I am talking about. The
hon. leader of the opposition in this House,
when he dealt with that matter, dealt
with it, I think, with a single eye to do
what was right and fair. I have always felt
that the hon. gentleman was anxious to do
full justice to the Catholics of Manitoba,
but the same could not have been said of
some of the hon. gentleman's coMdeagues.
One of them, who was very prominent in the
strike which took place in the late cabinet,
declared afterwards, In speaking of the Re-
medial Bill and defendIng the action of the
late government in pushing it, that under
that Bill the Catholics of Manitoba could not
have got a dollar of money, nor an acre of
land ; and he knew what he was talking
about.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-But there was a way
to get it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-When the hon. gentle-
man's motion comes up there will be an op-
portunity to discuss the Remedial Bill, and I
shall be happy to discuss it then, and dis-
cuss it at length, but I think the country
las reason to congratulate itself that we
have peace now. If we had had the Reme-
dial Bill, we should have had nothing but
continual strife, and the Catholics of Mani-
toba would not have been as well off as they
are to-day. It would have been litigation
and strife.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Before the hon. gen-
tleman resumes his seat, will he permit me
to put two or three questions to him ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-You have been
speaking of what has been called the Lau-
rier-Greenway settlement. The hon. gentle-
man is a Roman Catholic?

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Is that settlement a
compliance with the principles of the Catho-
lic Church ln the matter of education?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It was the only settle-
ment that could be procured.
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Hon. Mr. POWER--It is not just the settle-
ment that I should have desired if I could
have had my own way. But hon. gentlemen
will remember that out of every five people
in this country at least three are Protestants
and only two are Roman Catholies, and that
the minority cannot force a majority to give
the minority all that the minority thinks it
has a right to. I say this is a concession of
considerable value. I say that the Remedial
Bill would have been practically unwork-
able, and would not have meant anything
at aIl for the Roman Catholics in Manitoba,
and I hope that the movement which has
taken place in Winnipeg now will end in a
settlement such as we have in the cities in
the lower provinces, and if it does, then we
have no very substantial grievance.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
has not answered yet.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Yes, he bas answer-
ed. Although it is wrapped up in many
words, still we have the admission from the
bon. gentleman that this settlement is not
a compliance with the requirements of the
Roman Catholic Church ln matters of edu-
cation. I should ask another question : Is
that settlement a compliance with the con-
stitution ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think that it was, on
the whole, as fair and just a settlement as
could be had under the circumstances.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is not an an-
swer.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The question
put by the hon. gentleman from Wolseley,
it seems to me, is quite academical. I do
not see that the different opinions that the
hon. members of this Chamber hold on this
question could materially alter the situa-
tion. The hon. member from Wolseley be-
longs to the Conservative party, which has
a strong opposition in the other Chamber,
and before putting this question to the gov-
ernment it seems to me that he should tell
us what is the policy of his party on this
question. It is ail very well for the hon.
gentleman to rise and ask the government
if the settlement is satisfactory. Has there
been a word of dissent in the other Cham-
ber ? Has his leader, Sir Charles Tupper,
moved a vote of want of confidence on this
settlement ? Has he complained ? I hear

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

for the first time from the hon. gentleman
from Halifax (Hon. Mr. Power) that the
hon. muember from St. Boniface (Hon. Mr.
Bernier) is to move a motion on the subject
here. The Conservative party, as repre-
sented by the opposition in the House of
Commons, has not expressed itself officially
on this question, and it seems to me, after
the service rendered by the Tory opposition
in this Chamber yesterday to the Tory
party at large, that if they felt strongly on
the matter they could bring pressure on Sir
Charles Tupper and his friends to express
their minds on the question. The obstinate
silence of these gentlemen speaks volumes
in favour of the Laurier-Greenway settle-
ment.

Hon. Mr. MeCALLUM-I wish to know if
this discussion is in order ? I ask the rul-
ing of the Chair. The hon. gentleman from
Halifax is always a stickler for the enforce-
ment of rules, and he says he could put him-
self in order by moving the adjournment of
the House. I have no objection at all to
listen to a discussion of those questions, but
I should like to see the procedure of the
House in order. Here is a question by the
hon. gentleman from Wolseley answered by
the minister. How many have undertaken
to answer that question since? I take it
for granted the Minister of Justice is ca-
pable of answering that question. He gave
an answer and that answer ought to be suffi-
cient, but -my hon. friend from Halifax Is
evidently loaded to give us a speech on the
question, and I want to know if it Is in
order, unless he moves the adjournment, to
speak as he does. I want the ruling of the
ehn ir.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I raised a similar ques-
tion the other day and it was decIded
against me.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I think it is very re-
grettable that these semi-religlous questions
should be brought before this honourable
House. I fear that instead of hon. gentle-
men looking on this question with the res-
peet I thought they felt towards reli-
gion, their object has dwindled down
into a political party question. I see
the Roman Catholic body, or those who
profess to be Roman Catholies, are very
much divided on this question. It is true
we have a large number of hon. gentlemen
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in this House who claim to be Roman Ca-
tholies perpetually bringing up this question.
One hon. gentleman undertook to give us
his opinion by reading from a newspaper.
The hon. gentleman occupies as good a
standing with the authorities of his Church,
perhaps as any other -gentleman In this
Chamber. I do not think It is right that one
Catholie, or half a dozen Catholics, on this
side of the House should rise and proclaim-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What does the hon.
gentleman mean when he says ' this side
of the House ' ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER--The Conservative side.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Are you on this side?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Yes, unfortunately, my
seat is on this side. They have tried to make
a political question of this. There are other
Roman Catholices who hold different views
Wlth reference to the school question. I
know that in New Brunswick there was a
very heated controversy at one time on the
subject, but It has dwindled down to a satis-
factory condition. It may not have satis-
fied certain extreme men, I admit, who are
always anxious, like Shylock, to have the
last fraction of their pound of flesh. They
can have their pound of flesh, but they must
in doing so, not spili one drop of blood. I
regret exceedingly that this question should
be brought up, as I think, tfor political pur-
poses. I might speak of the grandeur and
Uobility of the Catholic religion.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I think it is time that
You learn some manners. You are perpe-
tually disturbing your superiors in this
House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
1s out of order. He is addressing me
directly.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-You are a disturber of
the peace. NotwIthstanding my veneration
for the Roman Catholic Church, I do not
think it is my duty, in a deliberative body
like this to weary a majority of members
who have no sympathy with these discus-
sions, but must certainly be very much an-
loyed when they see gentlemen so anxIous
to bring their private grievances before the
public. I happen to know a little about the
school question, and I have my own

25J

ideas about it. I have a notion that
any church, or any people, who are afraid
of unshackled education must feel con-
scious of some weakness in their posi-
tion. I believe in free education-free inves-
tigation into every question, even the sub-
ject of religion.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-You are
a Roman Catholic ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I profess to be. I am
as good a Roman Catholic as you are at all
events. It is an open question, and it le
very clear that there is a division of opin-
ion amongst even Roman Catholics on the
subject, and I think it Is high time it was
excluded from this House. In New Bruns-
wick, the Roman Catholics have accepted
the school law, and have had appointed
on the school board Roman Catholices, and
from what I can learn the Roman Cathollc
members of that school board are well satis-
fled with their rights and privileges as Rom-
an Catholics in that province. I do not see,
for the life of me, why, with a little pati-
ence and a little tact, we may not have the
same result throughout Canada. These are
my views, and I trust that men who seem
to put themselves more prominently before
this House as Roman Catholics, than even
the Pope himself, will realize that they
are golng a little too far, and that they
are speaking for a very numerous body of
people, who, perhaps, do not coincide with
them in their extreme views, but, on the
contrary, prefer to have their children given
an open, manly unshackled knowledge of
the world. I have been driven to speak,
because the subject has been brought up
here so often, that I have come to the con-
clusion it is nothing more than a political
trick. Further, I wish to say, an hon.
gentleman found fault with the authority
of these newspapers. Whose newspapers
are they ? The newspapers on the aide of
the very party that is complaining.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It le a
telegram.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-In the Citi&419.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It was
published in the Globe too.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The telegram Is a very

important one, It says that : ' Winnipeg
Roman Catholices want their schools taken
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over by the public school board." This is a
very important thing. It shows clearly that
a large majority of the Roman Catholies
of Manitoba have accepted the situation, for
I find that a representative body of 75 men
have made application to have their schools
taken over by the school board, and that
over seven hundred pupils of the Roman
Catholic denomination are ready to join
theni. After these statements, I think, it
Is high time that hon. gentlemen, instead of
flattering the parties who are making this
disturbance, should turn thèir face against
it, and exclude it from this Chamber.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should not have risen to say one word
on this question, had it not been for
the remarks of the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, in reference to the ac-
tion of the government, of which I was
the head, at the time the remedial order
was passed. There is, however, in this dis-
cussion, and in most of the remarks which
he made, a good deal that was quite ir-
relevant. The provinces to which he al-
luded, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and
Prince Edward Island, had no rights In
law to separate schools at the time they
entered confederation, and consequently
the argument which he bas made in
reference to those provinces does not
apply to provinces which their rights
guaranteed by the constitution which was
given them at the time they entered
confederation. Just as well, might the
lon. gentleman compare the position of the
schools in the province of Ontario and Que-
bec, with the position of the schools in the
provinces to which he has called the at-
tention of the House. That is the only
point to which I shall cal the attention of
the hon. gentleman. I express my gratifica-
tion at the opinion which he gave in refer-
ence to myself in being honest in the course
I pursued. In reference to the declaration
made by the hon. gentleman behind me, and
also by others, that the course which has
been pursued on this question, has been fol-
lowed for political purposes, ahl I have to
say is, had I desired to float on the popu-
lar wave of miy own province, at the time
this question arose, and on which I took a
very strong stand, all I had to do was to
swim with the current of popular sentiment,
instead of combatting a large proportion of

Hon. Mr. DEVER.

those with whom I had been acting through
life. But I looked upon the question as
one of a constitutional character, guarantee-
ing rights to a minority in a certain pro-
vince, and my own individual opinion as to
the question of separate schools or the non-
teaching of religion in schools, was not a
question which I, as a public man, and head
of the administration, thought I had to deal.
I believe, and the older I get the more I am
confirmed in the opinion I then formed, that
the constitution as it is given to each pro-
vince, must be held inviolate if you expect
this Dominion to work harmoniously. I make
this remark so as to disabuse the minds of
those who say, when they apply it to me, at
least, that I was actuated by political mo-
tives, because had I desired to stoop to that,
I could have occupied a very different posi-
tion, although, I believe, I occupy, in the
minds of the more reasonable people In my
own province, the position that my hon.
friend concedes to me. Whether I was mis-
taken or not, I was firm in my convictions
in desiring to maintain and preserve the
rights of the minority in each province. My
hon. friend (Mr. Power), said the order In
council met the requirements of the minor-
ity in Manitoba, but that the Remedial Bill
did not. I can inform the hon. gentleman,
and he ought to know, and I think he does
know, that the only power that the federal
government has to deal with a question of
this kind, -is to restore the rights which the
province had at the time it entered into
confederation, and the very moment they
went beyond that, it would be ultra vires
and a Remedial Bill would have been of no
value. Ail I can say to My hon. friend is
this, that that was a point which was dis-
cussed and considered at very great length.
The very best legal advice we could pos-
sibly obtain was procured, as to how far
we could go within the constitution in the
enacting of a law which would restore the
same rights that the minority in Manitoba
had before the interference with the schools
In 1890, and the moment, in many cases,
where the original Bill went a little beyond
that, we had to strike it out and keep strictly
within the limit of our constitutional power
to which our law officers said we could go,
and no further. Now, that Remedial Bill
gave al the rights and privileges possible,
which were enjoyed by the Roman Catholie
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minority prior to the interference with the
law as it had existed before 1890, when the
Greenway government interfered with what
we believed to be the constitutional rights
of these people.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, it did not.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--In
what respect ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It did not restore to
the Roman Catholics, and could not restore
to them, ail their rights and privileges. It
could not grant to them, nor could It compel
the local legislature to appropriate to them
money to support Roman Ctholic schools.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
knew that, nor was their law existing be-
fore Manitoba came Into confederation com-
Pelling any power to grant money for the
Support of separate schools, for that very
reason, as I have already pointed out, we
did not attempt to go beyond the power
Which was given by the constitution, and
Interfere with any legislation which
annulled the rights of the minority.
There were these difficulties, I admit,
but that was not the fault of the govern-
Ment at the time. The government did ail
they could do under the constitution. That
ls ail the minority asked them to do, and
they accepted that Bill. There was this
Which could have been provided for, that Is
to give to the minority their proportion of
whatever the proceeds would be arising from
the sale of the school lands, because when the
lands were set apart for educational pur-
poses, they were set apart for the whole
Population, just in the same way as the
school fund is appropriated now in Ontario,
and which was created by setting aside what
1s known as the school lands. The whole
population bas a right to a portion of that,
Proportionate to their population, and that
Would have been justice to the minority.
but beyond that we had no power to go.
We had no power to say to the legislature,
You shall appropriate your money in such a
Way. We ail know that, for that was not
a right that they had prior to confederation.
M1%y hon. friend knows very well that the
question of separate sehools In Manitoba
was one that existed, not by law, but, lia
the words of the Act by which Manitoba
was brought into the confederation, by
usage, and that was the ground upon which

they made this claim. Ontario and Quebec
had certain rights and privileges by law,
and ail that was necessary in the passage
of the Federation Act was to guarantee to
the province of Ontario, then Upper Can-
ada, and the province of Quebec, then Lower
Canada, the rights as they existed at the
time by law. But in the Act bringing the
province of Manitoba into confederation,
the statesmen at that time-Sir George Car-
tier In particular, who, if my recollection
serves me right, carrIed the Bill through
the Lower House-knew there was no law
governing this question in Manitoba, and he
insisted on putting in the words 'by law
or by usage,' and it is under that they
claim.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, it is under recent
legislation. My hon. friend Is mistaken.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I shall
be very glad to listen to my bon. friend if I
am in error. There is this difference be-
tween the clauses of the Confederation Act
and the clauses of the Act which brought
Manitoba into the confederacy. One says
ail the rights and privileges guaranteed
' by law.' The other goes further and
says ' by law and by usuage,' and there is
no question that was the main reason. I
merely wanted to point out to my hon.
friend that, so far as the late government
was concerned, in dealing with this question
their object was to give the Roman Catholle
minority, as far as they possibly could by
the Remedial Bill, all the rights and privi-
leges they enjoyed prior to coming into
confederation, either by law or usage. Be-
yond that they had no power to go, and
beyond that they did not desire to go. They
desired to maintain as fully as possible the
integrity of the government of this coun-
try and the laws which they had put upon
the statute-book dealing with this very deli-
cate question. If the whole question 1s
settled, I shall be very glad to know it tg
settled, and that we shall never hear of It
again, but that must be left with those who
are interested. If my hon. friend had co-
fined himself to his answer the saine way
as bis leader In the Lower House did on
this question, we would have avoided this

interesting discussion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I gave a proper answer

to the question.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That

is a matter of opinion. I am not going to
dispute it with the hon. gentleman. He is
master of bis own department. He leads
the House on the part of the government,
and it Is for him to say what answer he
shall give to ail questions, and the House
must either accept or differ from him, and
if they differ from him, I suppose he will
concede the right to think he should have
given a different answer. The Secretary of
State m'ght have followed the example of
his leader in the other House, when he was
asked a siilar question. The Prime Min-
ister replied that his memory was not good
enough to enable him to remember a speech
which he had delivered six months ago. I
believe that to be literally true, or he would
not place himself ln the position of contradic-
tion, as lie often does. It is often convenient
to have a short memory, and it is just as well
-no, I will not say that, I think it is well
that people should know when they make
public speeches what they intend to say
and what they do say, and they will not
forget it so readily when they are asked
questions. My hon. friend said the other
day, and there is force in it, that he Is not
responsible for what people say at public
meetings. There le this tlifference. If the
Premier, or a member of his administration,
makes a declaration in public, the public
have a right to suppose that he speaks not
only for himself, but he speaks on behalf
of the government of which he is a mem-
ber, and it Is quite legitimate for every
member of parliament, and for every man
ln the country, to ask the question : 'Did
you make that declaration, and, if so, is
that your policy?' I do not thInk any
public man will deny that proposition, un-
less we are to accept the theory laid down
by the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canais, when addressing a meeting not long
ago in New Brunswick, and the Minister of
the Interior when he made a speech a short
time ago in Brandon. Mr. Blair then de-
clared that Mr. Tarte did hold certain views
and certain opinions upon a certain ques-
tion, but the majority of the cabinet held
otherwise, and that he had a perfect right to
enunciate those views ln public, though they
were in contravention of the policy of the
government of which he was a member.
I differ from that in toto. If I understand

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

the principle of responsible government,
members of the government muet be unit-
ed upon all questions, and if one member
of the government differs from his col-
leagues while at the council board upon a
question, he must either accede to the policy
laid down by the majority or resign. That
is responsible government, if I understand
it. Then, we have this wonderful spectacle,
to my mind, of Mr. Sifton tellIng the elec-
tors of Brandon that there was a large de-
putation, commanding more wealth than the
whole of Manitoba, demanding a duty upon
lumber, but that he was the only man of
the cabinet who opposed it. I have a slight
recollection of what the obligation of a
Privy Councillor is, and how that bon. gen-
tleman could reconcile that expression with
the doctrine of responsible government, or
with his duty as a member of the council,
I must leave my hon. friends to judge. I
am sorry that I have been drawn into this
discussion. I should never have referred
to it if it had not been for the speech of
the hon. ýentleman from Halifax. I have
no fault to find with it, because he deliver-
ed it moderateUy, but I take exception to
the interpretation he put on the Remedial
Bill and the action of the government of
whlch I was a member.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is quite evident that
the hon. leader of the opposition, from the
remarks I made with reference to this
being made a political question, thought
they applied to him. I pledge my word I
did not apply the remarks to him. I had
reference solely to gentlemen who, I think,
are making too much trouble about this
question. I had no reference to anybody else.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have listened to the
observations that have been made as criti-
cisms on the answer which I gave to the
hon. gentleman. Let me read this question
to the House. The hon. gentleman asks :

If the present scnool law of Manitoba Is a
satisfactory settlement of the school question of
that province as has been stated by the hon.
Secretary of State it was ; also, in what par-
ticular does the present School Act of Manitoba
differ from the last Act.

My bon. frlend puts it here in the form of
a question. We are not here to answer
academic questions. We are answering
questions which relate to practical affaire
of parliament. If the hon. gentleman bas
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any fault to find wIth the answer, and he
thinks the settlement in Manitoba is not
a satisfactory settlement, and it Is one that
interests him and the country, and if he
thinks a satisfactory settlement ought to
be had, it is open to the hon. gentleman to
propose a motion and to give to the House
that information which he possesses and the
reasons that, in his opinion, are sufficient to
show that the settlement Is not satisfactory.
But hon. gentlemen will see that that ls
not a matter to be disposed of by a ques-
tion. The hon. gentleman, of course, Is an
ardent politician. He Is a strong political
opponent of the administration. He thought
the question was one which might cause em-
barrassment to the government If It re-
mained subject to discussion in this House.
I may say to the hon. gentleman that he is
mistaken, and that in my opinion the settle-
ment of the question is upon the lines on
which the subject has been dealt with to
some extent in the province of Ontario, and
that In the province of Ontario the rights
of the Roman Catholic population to-day
are far greater In respect of separate
schools-at ail events their privileges are
better-than they were at the time that
those provisions of the British North Am-
erica Act were agreed upon in Quebec reso-
lutions. Public opinion, as my hon. friend
knows, has grown in the direction of for-
bearance, and there ls a disposition, so long
as it does not interfere with the efficiency
of the school system, to grant the fullest
freedom or toleration to individual opinion.
I have always had in my mInd, speaking
my own individual views, the opinion that
when the excitement of this matter dis-
appeared in the province of Manitoba, the
current of feeling would set in there, just
as it has In the province of Ontario. I have
no doubt that practically you cannot carry,
in the present state of the population, the
law in the direction of public schools quite
as far as it has been carried in Ontario, for
the reason that the population Is not no
dense. I remember when this question was
up for discussion on the proposed Remedial
Bill, I took all the reports in the province of
Manitoba and went over the varions school
districts, and I found an Immense num-
ber of districts in Manitoba that had less
than fifteen children attending each school.
When you take a school district, people

struggling to give education to their child-
ren, and unable to keep up that school more
than a small fraction of the year, and if
we divide that population again Into Pro-
testant and Roman Cathollc, we find that
the population of fifteen children divided
into two, and perhaps one of them forming
two-thirds of the fifteen and the other one-
third, It would be practically impossible to
carry your system out in these school divi-
sions. I think every one who has looked
into the question will find that to be the
caSe. My hon. friend opposite refers to the
Remedial Bill and the Remedial order. I
looked Into that matter with very great
care at the time the subject was under dis-
cussion in the other House. As my hon.
friend knows I was in favour of the pro-
vince keeping faith-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-Quite
right.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And of the minorlty
having the rights that had been bestowed
upon them. My hon. friend knows there
were two decisions given by the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council, and the
idea went abroad that those were not in har-
mony with each other. That was not my
opinion on looking into the question.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not going to dis-
cuss it now, but I beg to call the attention
of the House to the fact that the first of
these judgments was under a clause relat-
ing to denominational schools-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Which are a wholly
different thing from the separate school, as
my hon. friend will see by looking at the
judgment of the Supreme Court of NeW
Brunswick, which was also confirmed by
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Coun-
cil, although not reported at the time, but
it has since been given from the notes of
those who are interested in the case.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tbat
\is, they had the power to pass this law
which they did pass.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The point was that de-
nominational schools are not separate
schools. They are schools under denomîna-
tional control. They are schools over which
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the state exercises no authority, and you
might maintain them, just as you did, and
they said they could not call for such schools
on a state basis, but the separate schools
were not created at the union. They were
created after the union.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In 1871.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, ln 1871. Accord-
ing to the terms of the Manitoba Act, and
accordIng to the terme of the British North
America Act, once these schools were cre-
ated there was a compact between the min-
ority and the majority with regard to them,
that was as binding as If these schools hlad
existed prior to Confederation.

lion. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, Hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS -And It 1s upon that
feature of these provisions that the second
judgment was given, and that judgment
held that there was a violation of the com-
pact between the minority and the majorlty.
My hon. friend has referred to the Remedial
Bill and there are a great many things left
out of it, as my hon. friend the Secretary
of State pointed out before, simply because
the parliament of Canada had no jurisdiction
over them. That is perfectly true, but there
are some things that were included n the
Bill that I was satisfied, had the Bill become
law, would have simply given to the ma-
jority a law suit and would not have given
to them a remedy. I have no more doubt
that that would have been the case than I
have of my own existence. Let me mention
as an instance-and this has always to be
borne in mind- that these provisions of the
Manitoba Act and the British North Am-
erica Act confer rights, not upon the Ca-
tholic church, but upon the Catholic parents.
They are, of course, likely to be guided by
their spiritual heads. That Is perfectly
legitimate and proper, but it ie not upon the
church that the rights are bestowed. It Is
upon the parents of the children. Those
rights are based upon the proposition that
the work of the state le to be done in those
:chools just the same as It is done n any

other schools, and so, If the province were
to decide that there shall be but one exam-
ining board, you could not by any legisla-
tion here-although that right or privilege
had existed before-say that there shall be
a separate examining board. That, if I

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

remember rightly, was in the Remedial Bill,
and I say that you could no more legislate
upon that subject than you could upon any
other power within the local legislature,
because that is not included within the
rlghts that are conferred here. For in-
stance, in the province of Ontario some
years ago the office of superintendent of
schools was abolished and a board, on
which the varlous churches of the country
were represented, called a council of publie
instruction, was appointed. I was for a
time a member of the board. Under that
board I remember there was the Bishop of
the ýChurch of England, and there was the
Catholic Bishop, Archbishop Lynch of Tor-
onto. The local legislature passed an Act
sweeping away the board and abolishing
the office of superintendent and establish-
ing the office of Minister of Education lu-
stead of the board, and instead of the sup-
erintendent of education. In one sense that
affected the separate schools, but it did not
affect any right given by the Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
It only affected the working and did not
affect the principle.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, and my hon. friend
in his Remedial Bill undertook to provide
a board for the examination of teachers of
Catholie schools distinct from the general
board that the province had established,
because that examination related to the
qualifications of teachers to do the work
required by the state, and so they did not
differ In that regard from any otber teach-
ers ; and so if the government of Manitoba
were to alter the constitution of their
school systeni to-morrow, nobody could con-
plain of it under the provisions of the Act,
and so when it was proposed to confer
that power here and provide for the machin-
ery, I say that that could not stand, and if
the Bill had been carried, It would have re-
sulted in a law suit and would not really
have afforded any remedy. I remember
discussing that matter very fully with the
minister at the time the Bill was before the
House, and I am not sure but I mentioned
the same view to my hon. friend who sits
opposite. I am not going into a discussion
of this question. The hon. gentleman pro-
poses to bring it up. I do not think there
is any advantage in it.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL- been taken iby some of the most extreme
Who proposes to bring it up ? amongst his political opponents. In my

opinion, time, which does a great deal to-
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understood the hon. wards curing the differences of men upon

gentleman for St. Boniface said that he l- questions of this sort, will do more than
tended to bring it up. I think it is a mis- anything else can do, fot the minority in
fortune to make this a matter for political Manitoba. It is astonishing how fiercely
discussion. It is a mistake to undertake to we sometimes fight over questions, and con-
make political capital out 0f It. sider them of vital importance, and when

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-There is no such we look back years afterwards we have the
thing. greatest possible diffleulty in explaining to

ourselves how It was that these questions
Hon. Mr. MILLS-That was my view assumed such magnitude in our minds.

when the matter was before parliament on IThere are, no doubt, a great many people,
a former occasion, and I did not hesitate to perhaps a large majority of the population
express fully my views on the subject in all over this country, who are In favour of
the House of Commons when I was a mem- national schools, or a uniform system of edu-
ber there. I entertain those same opinions cation, and who, taking no sait in their
still. My views have not undergone any porridge, maintain that nobody else has any
change In that regard, but I say that the right to do dlfferentIy fron what they do,
less the question is disturbed, the less at- and what is good enough for them, they
tempt there Is made to array one party think ehould suit every one else. As long
against another on a question of this sort, as they are exclted you can keep that feel-
the more likely it is that public opinion will ing to the front, and as long as you keep
settle down upon reasonable lines and will it to the front it is impossible to succeed
give to the minority ail those rights and la making any alteration or change, but
privileges which can be efficiently employ- when the feeling dies away and the party
ed, and I am free to admit, because I en- becomes indifferent, concessions on the part
tertain strong views, that proper religlous of those who are acting from very strong
training and instruction inculcated in youth, views, and from a very strong desire to
WIth which the minds of children are per- uphold what they think the well-being of
meated, Incorporate themselves with the their familles called for, la the end, have
character and make of them better citizens their way. People hold to their demands
than It is possitle to make by secular i- and ater a tue a mode of existence suit-
struction alone. Holding these opinions, en- able to them and not inimical to others is
tertaining a strong conviction upon that accepted, and0 we get along fairly weil, and
question, I think It would be a misfortune each section f the community is satisfied
if my hon. friend were to persist in making with vhat they have been uitimatly able
the Manitoba school question a subject for to obtain.
discussion in this House with a view of Hon. Mr. PERLEY-When I asked this
bringing political parties and the leaders question, I stated that I had no speech to
Of parties before this House as a tribunal. make. I simply asked a question for In-
My hon. friend knows how strong the opin- formation which, as a member of the Sen-
Ion 0of the people of Manitoba is on this ate, I had a right to do, for my Own In-
question. He says that the majority of. the formation or for the Information of others.
electors voted with Mr. Hugh John Macdon- [t has been Insinuated that I put the ques-
ald. I do not know how that may be. It ton for politicai purposes. I deny that
May be so. I am not disputing what the statement ln toto. I have nothing whatever
hon. gentleman says. Personally, I have to gain by asklng the question for polItical
no knowledge of the question, but I venture purposes, but I have rather a chance to
to say that it would got be la the Interests lose. 1 may say I have not consulted any
Of the mlnority if Hugh John Macdonald nember of the Senate la reference to ask-
were to change his policy upon this ques- lng the question. Lt was lnspired by the
tion, and to adopt another\declaration than fact that the Secretary of State said iast
that which he made some time ago in which year that this question was settIed satis-
he agreed la the extreme views that had factorily, that it was a nyatlsfactory sette-
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ment of the school question. I have heard
also that the Prime Minister made the same
statement. Coming down on the train last
year I happened to meet His Grace, the
Archbishop of St. Boniface, and I compli-
mented the reverend gentleman on the sat-
isfactory settlement of the school question,
which I supposed had been made, but the
reverend gentleman told me I was wrong.
He said the statement that it-was settled
was not correct. I said that the hon. Secre-
tary of State and the Premier had stated
that It was settled. I will not repeat the
language which he used, but he gave the
statement a flat contradiction and said that
It was not settled. I did not place this no-
tice on the paper until I read in the news-
papers the statement that the Catholics had
reluctantly given up the separate schools
they had supported for years by direct taxa-
tion, and had come under the public school
system, and when I saw that, I feit
there must be some misunderstanding about
what the Secretary of State said about
the settlement, and it was for that
reason that I asked the question. The
Archbishop sald there were concessions
made, but that It was not a proper
settlement, and I know, now that the
change of government has taken place,
there are not likely to be further conces-
sions. I wanted to know whether the pre-
sent settlement was satisfactory or not.
That was my sole object. The man who
says I was actuated by political motives is
stating something which is not justified,
and for which there Is no foundation what-
ever. No member of the government can
rob me of my seat, because I am a credit-
able man and behave myself properly and
pay my debts, and neither the government
nor the opposition have any power to take
my seat from me. I do not care who gov-
erns the country. I have no favours to ask
from any of them. If Sir Charles Tupper
came into power to-morrow I would want
nothing from his government. I want no-
thing more than what I have. I wish to
conduct myself as an honourable member
of this worthy Senate, and If I do, no one
can reproach me ; I would have something
to lose by a change of government. I have
a Grit son-in-laW holding a first-class posi-
tion under this government, and If the gov-
ernment is turned out my son-in-law will
lose his position. If I were a party hack,

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

prepared to support the government right or
wrong, I should naturally endeavour to save
my son-in-law, and perhaps might vote with
the government on the Redistribution BiH.
But I am here to do my duty as a man, and
will do It notwithstandlng the insinuations
that I am a party man. I do not care whe-
ther it Is Sir Wilfrid Laurier or Sir Charles
Tupper who is at the helm, I am prepared
to support proper measures, and I am as-
tonished that hon. gentlemen should im-
pute motives to me when they know that
no honourable man could endorse all the
acts of which the government have been
guilty since they came Into power. I have
heard the hon. gentleman who answered
the question, which the government did
not want to answer. The Minister of Jus-
tice said he was not given a fee, but I
know t!hat no man could undertake to sup-
port the government in all they have done,
unless he wanted to support a history of
broken promises. I will vote for the gov-
ernment when I think they are right, and
vote against them when I think them
wrong. That Is the spirit which has actu-
ated me so far, and whIch will actuate me
to the end.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I wish to say a few
words more upon this question. The dis-
cussion has taken a wider range than I ex-
pected, and I think I should be allowed to
give some explanation. The Minister of
Justice has spoken of the two judgments
which have been rendered In the Manitoba
school matter. I wish to explain the grounds
taken in such Instances, and the bearing of
these judgments. There is a good deal
which is commendable In the explanation
given by the Minister of Justice on this
point, but I do not thInk his explanation re-
presents the exact situation. The first con-
tention of the minority was based solely on
the rights and privileges which we thought
we had by practice before the entry of
Manitoba Into confederation. That conten-
tion of ours was declared unfounded. The
judgment is wrong, but we have to submit.
Then we turned our attention to another
point. We looked at subsection 2 of section
22, as affording to us another means of get-
ting redress. In fact, the Lords of the Privy
Council have declared that subsection to be
the governing enactment, and a substantive
enactment. Under that subsection we con-
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tended that we had acquired rights by law
after the entry of Manitoba into confedera-
tin. The hon. gentleman la quite right, I
think, when he says there la no contradic-
tion between the two judgments, because
they have been rendered on two different
clauses and on two different instances.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It was the Prime
Minister who said there was contradiction
between the two judgments.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Let that alone for
the moment and take the question as it pre-
sents itself here. I think every one should
maintain, for the sake of justice, fair-play
and reverence also for the Lords of the
Privy Council, that that Is the case. In the
latter instance, our main contentions have
been supported by the Privy Council. The
hon. gentleman has spoken about separate
schools. There la considerable misunder-
standing upon that point. The hon. gentle-
man is speaking of denomInational schools
as differing from separate schools, and talks
also about the control that the state should
have over certain schools. This is to no
purpose for the present. In our province ail
the schools were public schools before 1890.
There were no separate schools, properly
speaking, as understood in the other pro-
vinces, under the law. We had Protestant
and Cathollc schools, but both were public
schools, and these schools were managed
and controlled in the same way. The state
had its legitimate control of our schools.
We obtained our proportion of the legisla-
tive subsidy, but the state retained the right
of controlling those expenses. We never
objected to that, nor are we now. That was
the condition of things and the distinction
made by the hon. gentleman does not, I
think, come under discussion now. What do
we want to-day ? We want nothing more
than a compliance with the findings of Her
Majesty's Privy Council. Give us that by
law and we will be satisfied. Can there
be anything more reasonable ? We only
ask what the highest court of Her Majesty
has given us. The hon. gentleman speaks
about political capital. He la entirely mis-
taken in supposing we want to make poli-
tical capital. ' I am acting under a deep
sense of duty in persisting in the maintain-
Ing of the rights of a section of the people.
These rights, I repeat, are embodled in the
findings of the Privy Council, and we ask

for nothing more. If really, as the hon. gen-
tleman says, I were convinced that every-
thing would right itself without any action
on our part, I would be quite willing to let
matters stand. I have no desire to stir up
prejudices. I want peace and harmony. I
am a British subject and I like British insti-
tutions. Although circumstances seem for
the present to be against us, still I rely upon
the spirit of those British Institutions and
on British fair-play to get our rights. But
my conviction la this, that somebody wants
us to sleep until we die. That I cannot
accept as a rule in performing my duties.
Somebody cast some insinuation on the hon.
gentleman from Wolseley. The hon, gentle-
man never consulted me on this matter. He
asked the question of his own motion, and
when I asked him if he had any ulterlor
motive, he- said : 'No, ail I want is infor-
mation.' The hon. gentlemen on this side of
the House should not be the object of in-
sinuations of that kind. I must pay the
hon. member for Belleville (sir Mackenzie
Bowell) the tribute of gratitude which we
owe him. Where did we find a better
friend for our cause ? The hon. gentleman
(Sir Mackenzie Bowell) stood up in bis place
in parliament to maintain the rights of a
section of the people. He rose superior to
his own personal views on this matter for
the sake of maintaining the constitution.
He stood up in the council chamber of the
nation to help a minority which was per-
secuted. That Orangeman stood up among
bis own fellow-Orangemen, that I know, for
the sake of maintaining equal rights in this
Dominion. But on the other aide we had
this lamentable and humiliating spectacle
of certain Roman Catholics raising their
voice against us. That will be a dark page
In our history for Roman Catholics. I am
glad also to be able to pay a similar tribute
of gratitude to all those who stood by the
hon. gentleman from Belleville in his effort
to help us in these hours of trial.

THE PREVENTIVE OFFICER AT MONT-
MAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:

What ls the name of the present preventive
officer for the district of MontmgnY ? What l
his salary ? How many seizures has he effec-
ted, since he has been doing duty, for infrac-
tions of the customs and excise laws ? How
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much bas the government realized from these
seizures, either by the sale of the articles con-
fiscated or by fines imposed ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I shall answer this
question for the third time. The Inland
Revenue Department at present has no pre-
ventive offleer, specially appointed for the
county of Montmagny. In February, 1895,
Mr. Maxime Dubé was appointed a tempor-
ary preventive officer for the district of
Montmagny and his services were dis-
pensed with on the 26th August, 1896. Dur-
ing that period two seizures were made by
him in the county of Montmagny, one of
which realized net $59.99, and the other
$163.34. Since the 26th August, 1893, no
preventive officer bas been specially ap-
pointed for Montmagny, and the service for
that county and the other counties com-
prised in the Quebec division is carried on
by the general staff of that division. This
is my answer given for the third time and
the third time of asking.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
hon. frIend conflned his answer, if I under-
stood him, to the Inland Revenue exclusive-
ly., There are preventive officers for the
Customs ; does It apply to them ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
.knows very well that be gave me only a
part of his answer, and if he is honest
(Cries of oh, oh), or if he does not forget
what he bas already told me across the
floor of this House, he must remember that
he promised to get an answer from the Cus-
toms Department as to that part of the
question which applies to the Customs. He
says this is the third time I have asked. It
qs not the third time. It Is the ninth or
tenth time. I asked him first, on the 15th
of March ; I did not get any answer. On
the 16th Mardh I reiterated my question ;
got 10 answer. On the 19th of March I put
my question once more ; no answer-asking
always for delay. On the 20th March the
hon. minister gave me a partial answer,
promising that he would complete It by
making Inquiry lin the proper department.
On the 21st no new answer. On the 22nd,
the hon. minister told me that he was ex-
pecting the answer in a few moments, that
it had not arrived yet, but had been promis-
ed-that I would have it the day following.
On the 23rd of March the ion. minister
repeated the answer he gave to-day, and

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

said that he would inquire from the Cus-
toms Department for the other part of the
answer. On the 26th the Minister of Jus-
'tice was unable to give the rest of the
answer. On the 27th the minister declared
that he was not ready to answer yet. On
the 28th the Minister of Justice had not yet
obtained the proper Information, and on
the 29th you have heard the answer I have
received. It Is a repetition of the answer
already given, and the minister boasts that
this is the third time he has answered the
question. He has not answered it yet. I
am giving a notice of motion that will bring
all those cases before the House, and I
shall ask an expression of opinion from the
House. I think when we have a right to an
answer that we should get it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
asks how many seizures have been effected
since the officer was doing duty. Of course
the answer it that there was no local officer
there. I shall make inquiry of the Customs
again.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
asked me the name .of the party that was
acting under the customs laws and I gave
him the name.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
mentioned it to me verbally.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Yes.

GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RAIL-
WAY LAND GRANT.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired:
If the ]and grant to the Great North-west

Central Railway bas lapsed, and if there is any
probability of the government giving a cash
subsidy to further promote the construction of
the said railway ?

He said : I hope this will not kick up such
a row as the other question did. I have
never made any offensive remarks when
asking a question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not complained
of any.

Hon. Mr. PERELY-The hon. gentleman
bas Imputed political motives to me in all
My questions. I rise with a good Intention
to ask my question for the purpose of get-
ting .information.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman's 1
questions are perfectly legitimate, because
they relate to questions of public policy
under the jurisdiction of this parliament.
He asks If the land grant to the Great
North-west Central Railway bas lapsed; I
beg to say the land subsidy lapsed, with the
exception of 320,000 acres earned by the
construction of 50 miles of the line. With
regard to the second part, Is there any pro-
bability of the government giving a cash
subsidy to further promote the construct!on
of the railway, I am unable to answer the
hon. gentleman's question at the present
time. My hon. friend knows that the gov-
ernment will submit their views with regard
to the subsidies to various lines of railway
before the end of the session, that is, if they
do anything at ail, and if anything Is done,
of course this will be considered along with
others when the subject is before the gov-
ernment, and I shall inform my hon. friend
as soon as we are able to give information
on a matter of this kind.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I do not apprehend
t my advice 1s of much service to this

government, nevertheless I propose to give
it. The Great North-west Central Railway
Is a road which starts in from the main line
of the Canadian Pacifie RaiIway, a few
miles east of Brandon. It goes in a north-
westerly direction across the country, and
its terminus is supposed to be at Battle-
ford. I think the charter extended to that
point. There was a land subsidy In connee-
tion with the road of 6,400 acres per mile.
Owing to this line being In litigation be-
tween the contractor and charter holders,
it has gone on so that the right to the land
subsidy has lapsed, as the hon. minister has
told us to-day. In the early settlement of
this country these railroads were chartered
and surveyed, and it was natural to suppose
;that they would be built at a very early
date, when they had such a large land grant.
The land grant, I do not hesitate to say, at
$2 per acre, would quite build the whole
road. It is through a level prairie country,
a very fertile country, perhaps as good a
section of territory as there Is in the North-
west, and settlers went In there with the
expectation that this railroad would be
built at an early day. These settlers were
prepared to undergo privations and bard-
ships for a time, for any one who goes some

distance from a railway and undertakes to
raise wheat cannot do it with any profit.
They will most likely do it at a loss. They
perhaps did not realize that at tht start, but
they have since realized that raising wheat
more than 16 miles from a railway cannot
be doue successfully. All along this survey
of line there is a large settlement of farm-
ers. Land has been given to colonization
companies, and they have brought ln a large
number of settlers and settled them ail
jalong this line from the very statt of it,
to west of where I live, to Fort Qu'Appelle.
I know north of where I live there Is a
Primitive Methodist Colony, a very super-
ior class of people, 35 miles from a railway,
and many of them have left and others will
leave if this railway is not built. West of
that there is another settlement, Abernethy
and Balcarris, in the best wheat growing
district. They have to haul their wheat
28 and 30 miles to market. They have re-
mained in expectation of the railway being
built. There is a doubt as to where the
railway will go, and that is why I asked the
question whether the government, in givIng
a subsidy, had not the power to control the
location of the road. From north of the
Methodist colony to the Manitoba and
North-west Railway, there must be 60 or 70
miles of country without any railway.
That extends down until you get north of
Broadview station. From that to Yorkton
the country is settled and ail the way east
to Brandon, in a solid block. When you
get further west, if the road goes north, it
will not suit the settlement that is there
rnow, and that is what I want to call the
attention of the government to. If they
'give a subsidy I want them to use their
influence to see the railway company locate
its road where it will suit the settlers
now in the country. This charter is now
owned by the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
and they might say ' It is grIst to Our
mill, no matter where It goes. If the
railway goes north through the Beaver HilI
country we wIll get the custom no mnatter
where it goes.' That is not fair. These
farmers settled where they are believIng the
road would go there, and I want to call the

attention of the government to the fact that

If they do not give the subsidY the road will

not be bulit. It ought to be built now. I
know as good men as there are In Canada
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who have been living there 17 years, every
year hoping to have the railway built. They
have urged me and are urging parliament
to see that this road is built. The road has
been In litigation from varlous causes and
the people have had to suffer great bard-
ship because of the delay in constructing it.
There is no part of the whole North-west
Territories better than the country this road
will traverse.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-How many miles are
yet to be built ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY--There are only 50 miles
bulît yet, but another 135 miles should be
built. That would cover up the great body
of settlement. If people want to go beyond
that, let them go, but the people who are
in there now ought, in all fairness, to have a
railway and I want the government to see
that the railway is built for their advan-
tage. They have been good and worthy
settlers and we ought to have this railway
bulIt where it will benefit them. I hope the
government will be able to make such ar-
rangements with the Canadian Pacifle Rail-
way that they will build it without delay
through the settled portion of the coun-
try.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I want to support
what the bon. gentleman has said. ' AI-
though it is a long distance from Winnipeg,
I happen to have been through that country.
It is a first class country, and I think there
are about 80 miles between the two rail-
ways from Broadview to Yorkton. These
settlers have been there, some of them for
many years, while others intend to go there,
and I think it would be a really good thing
for the settlers and also for the coutnry.

THE SITUATION IN SOUTH AFRICA.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Be-
fore the Orders of the Day are called, I
wish to direct the attention of the hon.
leader of the government to a couple of
telegrams which have appeared ln the
newspaper, one froin New York, the other
from Sydney, N.S.W., which are of some im-
portance to the country at the present
moment. I notice a despatch in a paper
dated 28th March, from New York, to the
foHlowing effect :

COLONIES CONSULTED.
New York, March 28.-Mr. Chamberlain has

taken into his confidence the Australian dele-
Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

gates now in London and consulted them about
the Southi African settlement, says a London
cable to the ' Herald '. It is reported that the
Colonial Secretary had communicated with
Premier Laurier of Canada on the same matter.
What recommendations have been made by the
colonial statesmen cannot be stated authorita-
tively, but it is believed that they favour the
application of drastic principles to the problem.
It la understood that a strong intimation has
reached the cabinet from Cape Town that any
policy involving leniency towards ho rebellious
Dutch will result in the wholesale conversion of
loyalists into rebels. A rumour ls current in
parliamentary circles that the government will
saon issue a proclamation annexing the Orange
Free State, and that the same course will be
pursued concerning the Transvaal as soon as
British arms are In a position to enforce the
edict.

What I wish to ask Is, whether any com-
munication of that kind has been had with
the government, and, if so, whether the hon.
gentleman is in a position to take the
House and the country into his confidence
and let us know what position the govern-
ment have taken ln the line indicated in
this telegram? The second despatch is of
equal importance. It is as follows:

Britain Must be Supreme.
Australian Premiers Send a Joint Message to

Mr. Chamberlain on the War Question.
(Associated Press Despatches.)

Sydney, N.S.W., March 27.-The Australian
Premiers have joined in a cablegram to Mr.
Chamberlain, declaring that it la undesirable to
conclude peace in South Africa except on terms
guaranteeing the abslute supremacy of British
rule.

I would also ask whether the hon. gen-
tileman is In a position to tell us whether
the Premier of Canada bas joined in a re-
commendation of this kind, and, if not,
what the intention of the gouvernment is ?
My own view, if I may be permitted to
express It, is that the Australian Premiers
have taken a course consistent with the
policy which they have adopted in aiding
Great Britain ln South Africa, that being
the case, they would not be considered as
stepping beyond the bounds of colonial
propriety, If I may so term it, in sug-
gestlng to the government that, as they
baving given of their wealth and of their
blood in the maintenance of British suprem-
acy In that country, they should be per-
mitted to give advice as to the settlement
after the war, and that that advice is that
no peace should be come to with the Trans-
vaal and the Orange Free State, unless it be
upon terms guaranteeing the absolute
supremacy of British rule. I call the atten-
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tion of the governemnt to this, and I hope they could chew, If they undertook to ac-
that if they have not taken action they quire more territory. Since then the area
will do so in the same line and direction. of the empire bas increased three-fold. I,
I only regret that in this matter, as in the cannot, just at this moment, enter into a
sending of the contingent, we should have discussion of the changes ln public opinion
to follow in the wake of the smaller of the leading men of the United Kingdom
colonies. It is an important responsibility, I that have led to this change. We will have
frankly admit, that the colonies have as- an opportunIty of debating it on the Bil
sumed on a question of this great import- relating to the contingent. England, how-
ance. Twenty years ago the idea of a ever, did grant to persons wbo were born
colony suggesting to Great Britain the ler subjeets, their local independence, le-
terms on which she should make peace, I cause the Boers were bru within the do-
think, would have been rather scouted, and minions o! the Crown, and they received
the probabilities are that they would have that local independence on conditions. The
received a genteel snub, as the parliament Orange Free State fairly well observed
of Canada did from Mr. Gladstone when those conditions up to the time they com-
we passed a resolution in reference to the mitted the folly o! Joining their more am-
question of Home Rule, whicli was then bltious and leas scrupulous nee-bour. The
agitating the country. That time lias gone government of the Transvaa neyer did.
by, and the colonies have taken the Im- They seem to, think every compact entered
portant position of rendering, such add as csinto was a compact only to be oiserv
their wealth would justify, and have given on the one side. They started out with a
of their sons to the maintenance of British local independence secured upon the con-
SUpremacy ln South Africa. I may lie ex- dition that the two white races of which
cused for asking this question, because it the population was composed, the Engow
one, I know, that the people of Canada and the Dutch, should stand upon a foot-
ake a great interest in, and tlie goverument, Ing o! equallty. As soon as their local Inde-
I hope, may, la this, as they did on the vcendence was fairly recognized they dis-
question of sending the contingents, take regarded that principle, and the majoriy
a strong position, and In the same hte that împosed liablities upon the miorty, dis-
the premiers o! the Australasian colonies Ifranbsed them, subjeted them to the bur-
bave doue, and make a protest- f it were dens witheout giving them any share in tle
ecessary-agaiust any term being given honours or benefits. They continued that

except those set forth lu this telegram. system until it ended in war, and that war
poMr L am lna position oredrnsuhad ougait to end in a peace that will leave no

at ths moment to answer ether of the othe wo bdea They itadoue eth

questions which my hon. riend las sub- tic t de end co ecur e upn te cn-

lulptted to me. I migct say, furtber, also, tio tha the tw t c h

that I do not apprehend that tbere can ie Hon. GENTLEMEN-Hear, hear.
a difference of opinion throughout the a
British Empire as to what the duty of the Hon. Mr. MILLS-That ei my opinion,
Imperial gevernmeut le on this question. nd I trust that we will ail do our duty in
qu have none in my own mingd, ad I do seeing that that iecomes the polay o!
f'lot apprehend that there s any room for those who have the direction and the re-
iMference of opinion. Lord Nelson said, on sponsibility for the direction of affaire of
one occasion, that Eugland expecto every the empire at th s moment. We are eburer
han to do is duty, and suppose we may together to-day t man we have ever been te3
assume that the Prime Minister, with vis fore, and I shall be very sory inuded th,
cOleagues n the United Kingdom, will do ater the sacrifices o! lood and treaure
their duty, and wbat their duty le ls per- that have been !reely made by the people

nectly clear. At one time, the goverment ln every portion f the empir, a peace
Of Englind thougUt, and that was the should le concluded that would be a Com-
view o! both parties, that the empire was promise, and whih would leave won the
-extensive enougf, and that they were liting mind o! te peple o! thie country the

ff-to use a vulgar Illustration-more thea Impression that those at thehem.d o! affairs

399



400 [SENÀTE]

ln the United Kingdom were not equal to
the situation, and that a compromise
should be concluded that would have a ten-
dency to embitter the feelings and create
dIsappointment in Canada and in the
Australasian dominions of the Crown.

Hon Mr. LANDRY-Could the hon. mlnls-
ter let us know if it is possible that the
views he has just expressed will be sub-
mitted to this House in the form of a reso-
lution, or if they will be made known to
England by an order in council ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am unable to say
more than I have said on this subject. Last
session both Houses passed, without dis-
sent, resolutions in favour of securing to
British people their rights in the Transvaal.
This session we have made provision-and
I assume this House will not reject the Bill
-for maintaining a force in South Africa
for the purpose of accomplishing the result
that we thought desirable when. we were
here last session, and if we resolve one ses-
sion and act the next, and provide the neces-
sary means, I hardly think there can be
any doubt as to what our sentiments are
and what we expect to accomplish.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the hon. min-
ister did not understnd what I meant. Per-
haps I have not made myself clear. I am
not speaking of the sentiment of the hon.
minister as laid down in the motion passed
by this House last year, and which had as
a consequence the sending of a contingent
to Africa, but to-day we are asked, or we
may be asked, to impress on Great Britain
the necessity of making peace on such and
such conditions. I want to know if we are
going to mention the conditions, as the other
colonies are doing, the conditions on whlch
we think that peace should be granted. If
that is to be done, I want to know if it is
to be done by action of both Houses of par-
liament or simply by order in council.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. frIend heard
the two paragraphs read by the hou. leader
of the opposition. I replied to the questions
put to my hon. friend opposite, and those
questions embraced the questions which the
hon. gentleman puts now. I have no further
communication or answer to make of a
more speclfic character than that which I
have made.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The answer we have
received from the Minister of Justice Is not
perhaps quite as definite as the country
would expect on the present occasion. We
know there was a good deal of hesitancy on
the part of the Premier when the question
of sending the contingents was first raised,
and the excuse was given that he was walt-
ing for the expression of public opinion, and
eventually public opinion was forcibly ex-
pressed, and then the government backed
It. Possibly the answer we have received
from the Minister of Justice on this ques-
tion is similar to the reply of the Premier
at that time, that the government were
waiting for the expression of public opinion,
and as this body represents to a great extent
public opinion. I think it is well for the gov-
ernment to understand that the Dominion of
Canada is entirely in accord with the senti-
ments of the Australian colonies on this
question, and I am quite satisfied, as we have
almost had It in plain words, that the Minis-
ter of Justice himself, la of the same opinion,
and it is of importance that this expression
that not only Great Britain should know
that she will be supported by the Dominion
of Canada, but that the other nations of
the world may know that England
will not have to fight thls battle alone.
The question becomes of greater Importance
from the fact that we know that one gentle-
man at least in the House of Commons re-
signed bis seat as a protest against the send-
Ing of a contingent to South Africa, and It
may possibly be taken for granted that
there is a large portion of the people of Can-
ada opposed to that policy and I am satisfied
It is not the case. There may be an iso-
lated instance here and there where opposi-
tion may be raised, but we can almost say
that Canada Is unanimous on this matter,
and we will support the government in any
strong policy they may adopt in assIsting
to carry on this war until the British flag
Is raised, not only over the Orange Free
State but over the Transvaal as well.

THIRD READINGS.
B:ll :;4) An Act respecting the Canadian

Pacifle Railway.'-(Hon. Mr. MacInnes.)
Bill (G) 'An Act to incorporate the Cana-

dian Steel Company.'-(Hon. Mr.. Clemow.)
Bill (F) 'An Act respecting the Montreal,

Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal Com-
pany.'--(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)
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Bill (46) ' An Act respecting the Canada
and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany.'--(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (22) ' An Act respecting the Niagara
Grand Island Bridge Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
MacInnes.)

Bill (41) ' An Act respecting the River St.
Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Company.'
-(Hon. Mr. Perley.)

Bill (44) 'An Act respecting the Canada
Southern Bridge Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Per-
ley.)

CONGREGATION OF THE MOST HOLY
REDEEMER BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER moved the second
reading of Bill (77) ' An Act to incorporate
the Congregation of the Most Holy Re-
deemer.' He said : Some gentlemen desire
to be incorporated under the name of the
Congregation of the Most Holy Redeemer.
The Bill provides for the appointment of
directors, and provides also as to the pro-
perty which they may possess, and also pro-
vides that the property shall not exceed $20,-
000.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I do not rise for the
purpose of objecting to this Bill, but there
is one feature of the measure to which I
think attention might be called. There may
be some objection to it on the part of other
sections of Christian Cgnada outeide the
Roman Catholic Church. I refer to the title
of the Bill particularly. I would rather see
the title of the Bill changed to something
else, because it is an assumption of a posi-
tion which all Christian societies claim. AhI
Christian churches, under whatever denomi-
nation, claim to be the congregation of the
Most Holy Redeemer, and it appears to me,
I would not say exactly arrogance, on the
ýpart of these people, but it is almost pre-
sumption to claim to be such a congrega-
tion to the exclusion of all other Christian
bodies.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I thank the hon.
gentleman for hie remarks. I may say that
these people have for almost a century held
that title. It would be an unfortunate thing
if we interfered with their corporate name.
The committee to whom the Bill will be re-

26

ferred might perhaps deal with that ques-
tion.

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

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (45) 'An Act respecting the. Pontiac
Pacific Junction Rallway Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (43) 'An Act to incorporate the Port
Dover, Brantford, Berlin and Goderich Rail-
way Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Merner.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, March 30, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (A) 'An Act for the relief of Edwin
James oox '-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (21) 'An Act respecting the Hertford
Railway Company '-(Hon. Mr. Perley.)

CANADIAN CONTINGENT EXPENSES
BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-

ing of Bill (59) 'An Act to provide for the
expenses of the Canadian volunteers serv-
ing Her Majesty in South Africa.' He said :
This Bill is one of very great consequence,
not simply because a number of parties
are interested ln receiving the payments for
which it ls intended to make provision, but
because it le representative of a new phase
of the relations between the parent state
and the dependencies of the empire. Pel
haps there Is nothing connected wlth the
growth of the British Empire more Interesl
ing or more important than the varled
phases that have been presented of the re-

lation in which those colonies stand to the

parent state. Hon. gentlemen know that
when the colonies were frt established,
when the mother country sent forth her citi-

401



-sens to take up new territorles and to carry rogative of dissolution. In all these respects
into them English law and English customs important changes took place, but the most
of social and industrial life, the parties
were said to take with them so much of
the law of England as was suited to their
circumstances. They always contended
that the law suited to their circumstances
included the law of parliament, the creation
and constitution of a local legislature for
the purpose of legIslating and supplement-
Ing the laws whIch they carried with them.
It was admitted that there were many
laws enforced In the mother country that
were not suited to the circumstances of the
colonies, and that there were requirements
on the part of the colonies for which the
law of the mother country did not make
adequate provision ; so that a legislature
upon the ground, capable of judging of the
tacts, was an essential part of the machin-
ery of government that must exist in the
colonies. I will not go into a discussion of
the varlous views that were entertained
upon this subject. Most of the law .offlcers
of the Crown took a more restricted view,
in the earlier period of colonial history, but
there has been a broadening of the legal
opinions that have been held until we find
the Erchequer Chamber, in the case of The
Queen and Eyre, the doctrine fully recog-
nized that was long contended for by the
colonies, that the right to a legislative as-
sembly for the purpose of supplementing
the laws they carry with them belongs to
those that become colonists. This, how-
ever, was very far short of a complete
embodiment of the principles of English
parliamentary government. The Crown
claimed the right, as a matter of pre-
rogative, to make the division of the
country into electoral divisions, to deter-
mine the number of representatives that
should be returned, and the Crown also
set out, in conformity with the rule by
which a freeman was recognized, the hold-
ing of real estate In his own right, as the
qualification of the elector. The Crown
also clalmed it as a prerogative to determine
for what period the House should continue
to sit, and did not permit, for a long period
after colonies began to be established, the
legislature to determine for what period of
Uie its members should be returned. They
could be continued in office as representa-
tives for an indefdnite period of time, if the
Crown did not choose to exercise the pre-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

important change, perhaps, in the history
of colonial government, bas been the In-
troduction of the system of parliamentary
responsibility of the ministers who are the
advisers of the Crown. The introduction of
responsible government has made the con-
stitution of the colony, so far as this
power Is exercised, very mucli like the gov-
erument in the United Kingdom. It has,
In tact, made the constitution of every
important colony of the empire, a transcript
of the British constitution. This principle
of responsible government and of local self-
government, so far as legislation is con-
cerned, has been wholly of a domestic
character. As colonists, we had no exter-
nal relations. Our commerce was gener-
ally with those of other dependencies and
with the United Kingdom, and so our
commercial interests did not bring us In
any way lu contact with foreign states, and
this has been the condition of things for
over half a century. It is only within very
recent years that we have grown, until our
system of local self-government is no longer
quite adequate to our requirements. And,
so this tact bas been recognized by British
ministers of both political parties when In
power, and in the settlement of questions
whleh specially concern us, the mother
country has given us representation on any
commission that was called upon to deal
with a question in dispute on behalf of Her
Majesty, whatever' that question might be.
-We have, for a long period of time been com-
plaining fltfully-more continuously in re-
cent years than formerly-of the right to
.have a voice In the settlement of those ques-
tions affecting the external relations of the
empire which specially concern ourselves.
A few years ago, a colonial minister made
the observation that we have in the United
Kingdom, two classes of international rela-
tions, the one dealt with by the foreign min-
ister, which concerns our relations with
foreign states, and the other class dealt
with by the colonial minister, that concerns
the relations between the mother country
and the great dependencies of the empire.
Those dependencies year by year are growing
up, and assuming larger proportions, having
more important interests to be dealt with,
and receiving in respect to those interests
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greater consideration f rom the mother coun-
try. I have never heard any one maintain
that it was any violation of our constitution,
or of its spirit and principles, to concede
to us a voice ln dealing with those in-
ternational questions, in which we have
a deep and abiding interest. It has only
been felt to be an act of courtesy due to
us that such a position should be assigned
to us. That was done in 1871 or 1872, when
the joint high commission sat at Washing-
ton, when Sir John Macdonald, on behalf of
this country, was appointed a member of
that commission by the Imperial govern-
ment. And, so again in 1887, when the
commission was appointed for the settle-
ment of the outstanding differences between
the United Kingdom and the United States,
which specially affected us, we were repre-
sented on that commission. It consisted, on
behalf of the mother country, I think, of
Mr. Chamberlain, the present Colonial Sec-
retary, and the present leader of the op-
position in the Canadian House of Commons,
Sir Charles Tupper. Then, the next inter-
national board, was that which sat at Paris
for the purpose of settling the Behring Sea
diffleulty, and on that again we were re-
presented, because, although, it was a mat-
ter affecting the external relations of the
empire, it was one specially growing out of
the relations between the subjects of Her
Majesty in Canada, and the people of the
United States. Last year we had another
high commission sitting for the purpose' of
further dealing with those differences, so
that the principle has become well recog-
nized that, so far as our poilteal powers and
authority are concerned, they are not con-
fined merely to questions of local self-gov-
ernment. They are extended to those in-
ternational questions in which we have a
large and abiding interest, and I refer to
these cases, to point out the growth of our
constitutional system. It ls growilg. It is
not an artificial contrivance, but its
growth arises from those vital forces which
have, in a long series of years, served to
make the English constitutional system what
it is. lt is strong without being stiff. It
Possesses a flexible capability of adapting
itself to circumstances when they arlse, and
these features are not the resuit of any
change in the principles or spirit of the con-
stitution, but the necessary outcome of the

26J

changes which the growth of society is
gradually forcing on the attention of those
In authority. That being so, I think, no
one in bis senses, can fail to see that, while
there is a growth of power, there must be
a corresponding growth of responsibility.
To claim power and to deny responsibility,
to claim the advantages Of self-government
and to refuse any consideration for the bur-
dens which grow out of the exercise of the
power of self-government, would be a most
illogical position. They muet necessarly go
hand ln hand ; but, in my opinion, they must
for many years to come, be the voluntary
exercise of the spirit of generosity, of self-
respect, of a sense of right, of a disposition
to do what is just and proper, according to
sound principles of ethics under existing
circumstances. There has been a very great
change, not merely in the relations between
the colonies and the mother country, but ln
the spirit with which those conditions are
approached and considered and dealt with.
Why, I need mention but a matter of family
history to every hon. gentleman present, the
proposal in the last century, after the peace
of 1763, to create three new colonies west
of the older settlements, colonies that be-
longed to the mother country. There was
a proposition to organize one colony out of
that portion which is now the province of
Ontario that was then unsettled, extending
to the Detroit River, to make the French
settlement on the Detroit River the capital,
and to embrace the whole State of Michi-
gan and the territories north of the Wabash,
west to the Mississippi in that northern
colony. It was proposed to create a second
colony upon the Ohio, and a third in what
is called the Illinois country. There lm in
the library a report made by Lord Hills-
boro, as head of the Board of Trade and
Plantations, on that subject ln which he
opposes the constitution of these colonies.
He says that the territory ls so fertile that
thousands of people will flock Into the dis-
trict for the purpose of occupying and set-
tling the land, that they will be beyond the
reach of the mother country, that the goods
of the mother country cannot reach them,
that they will become a manufacturing
people, supplying their own wants, and it
was infInitely more important to keep the
colonists on the Atlantic border, where they

could engage in the lumber trade between
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their own country and the West Indies, and
become consumers of English goods. No
one can read that report by Lord Hillsboro
without seeing the very narrow view he
took of the situation.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-What date is that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-1768-and how utterly
he failed to recognize any commercial or
industrial right on the part of those set-
tled on this side of the Atlantie. Their
position was to be consIdered simply with
reference to the parent state. A great
change has taken place since that time. The
colonial vlews of to-day are altogether dif-
ferent. The disposition is to regard the
people of the empire as one people, having
common rights and Interests, so that on
every question in which we are specially
concerned, a voice is given to us and recog-
nized as rightfully belonging to us, and
there can be little doubt that the corres-
ponding responsibilities will rest upon us.
I am very far from saying, in the con-
sideration of this question, that we ought
to become involved in every war or strug-
gle that takes place between the mother
country and every petty state throughout
Christendom. That we are not asked to do.
I do not thInk that is our position. We are
growing in the direction of unity, no doubt,
for the purpose of defence, and that unity
will, in time, come, but it Is a unity which
addresses itself to the reason, to the judg-
ment, to the feeling of the interest which
the people in every part of the empire have
in Its creation and in Its continuance ; and
there can be no doubt whatever that under-
taking, as we have done, to bear our fair
share of burden, and to come to the de-
fence of the interests of the empire, at a
point where the maintenance of those In-
terests are vital to the Integrity of the em-
pire Itself, is a matter of very great Import-
ance, which has forced Itself upon the at-
tention of public men in every portion of
the British dominions.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The English govern-
ment are themselves responsible in some
measure for the condition of things that
has grown up. Everybody to-day will ad-
mit that it was a great mistake to conter
local sovereignty upon the Boers who were

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

settled in what was afterwards known as
the Orange Free State and in the Trans-
vaal. Those people were British subjects
by birth. According to English law they
carried wlth them the English law and re-
sponsibility to British sovereignty wherever
they went, and that power might reach therm
in any portion of the world which is not
within the sovereignty or dominion of some
recognized independent states ; but at the
time the Independence of the Orange Free
State and the Transvaal was recognized,
the British government, and the public men
of both parties, were opposed to the further
extension of the Queen's dominion. They
thought they had ail the territory with the
government of which the people of the
United Klngdom ought to be burdened. They
held to the notion that the principles of free
trade, what Is now called the open door, were
so obvious that they must commend them-
selves to the general acceptance of mankind,
and that within an incredibly short period
of time the great majority of the world
would accept those principles and act
upon them, so that the commerce of the
mother country and the Interests of Its com-
merce could not be promoted by the acqui-
sition of territory. They would have the
same chance of sending English goods Into
the colonies of a foreign state that they
would have to send therm into their own.
In tact, any one who will take the trouble
to read the facts disclosed in the correspon-
dence of the foreign and colonial offices
in respect to the various trading factories
that have been established both upon the
Atlantic coast and the African coast, adjoin-
ing the Indian Ocean, will see that the Eng-
llsh manufacturers and merchants do the
trade, almost the exclusive trade, of the
whole of the coast of Africa, south of the
equator, and that they had here and there
a consul who had acquired great influence
with the native chiefs or Sultans, and that
they had all the advantages, conmercially,
that they would have If those territories
were territories of Her Majesty, without the
expense and the burden of undertaking to
govern them and make themselves respon-
sible for the protection of lite and property
within those reglons. That condition of
things existed at the time that the local in-
dependence of the Transvaal and the Orange
Free States was recognlzed. The British
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government was but applying to those terri-
tories the principles which they found so con-
venient, and which had for a long period of
years proved adequate to the protection and
preservation of British interests upon the
coast, but after 1885, when the Berlin Act
was agreed to, when the various powers,
France, Germany, Belgium and England
agreed practically to the partition of the
continent of Africa, the British government
became alive to the actual situation. The
government knew that unless they did come
in and acquire portions of the African con-
tinent, in which they had a special interest,
there was no possibility of their being able
to maintain the commercial interests of
Great Britain upon the African continent.
Every one who will examine the despatches
upon this question since 1884 will see that
I am stating the actual condition of things
that existed. That being so, the position of
the United Kingdom in South Africa was
very greatly changed. The Boer population,
unwilling to remain within the limits which
had been assigned to them by treaty stipula-
tions and conventions, undertook to trek
abroad. They created friction along their
whole borders. They were constantly em-
broiled In wars with native chiefs. They
endangered the peace and security of the
British people in Natal and in Cape Colony,
so that it became necessary, in order to pre-
serve peace, that Bechuanaland and the
protectorate to the north of it, and ultimate-
ly Rhodesia, the territories that, under the
chartered companies of Mr. Rhodes and his
associates, should be acquired for the pur-
Pose of preserving the peace, and also for the
purpose of developing the very Important
resources that these countries were found
to possess. Unless active efforts had been
Put forward by British authority to acquire
interests in those territorles I have men-
tioned, there is no doubt that within a
Period of two or three years the possessions
of Germany would have been extended east-
Ward, and of the Transvaal westward, un-
til the possibility of northern extension of
British territory would have been out of
the question, and the regions which had been
explored and discovered, and to no inceon-
siderable extent developed by the enterprise
Of British people, and by the investment of
large sums of money, would have been
lst to British commerce if these exten-

sions of territory had not taken place. Any
one reading what has transpired within the
Transvaal, and following the efforts which
the government under Mr. Kruger has put
forward, will see that that government had
adopted the view that the whole of South
Africa must ultimately become a Boer pos-
session. It was a question of opportunity
in their estimation. When 'Mr. Froude visit-
ed the country as an agent of the British
government, he himself stated that on sev-
eral occasions when he met the Boer au-
thorities and they discussed the question of
the federation of South Africa, they inti-
mated to him that there might be a federa-
tion, they hoped there would be, but it
would not be a federation under the sover-
eignty of Her Majesty. So that from the
very beginning the intention was to oust
British authority in South Africea when-
ever the opportunIty arose.

Hon. Mr. DE BOUCHERVILLE-Were
they independent ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend asks if
they were independent. I say no, they were
not, and if they had been, they would not
have the right, except as a right of war,
because if there is any principle that is well
recognized in public life, it is the right of
self-defence, and the British government
would have been justified in putting for-
ward any effort to put it out of the power of
these people, by the aid of others, as they
anticipated they would receive aid, to en-
danger British authority in these domin-
ions. Let me mention a few facts which I
daresay have come under the attention of
almost any one who has given considera-
tion to this subject. So far as the Orange
Free State is concerned, the people of that
state have fairly well, up to the declara-
tion of war, kept their treaty engagements.
The two races have stood upon a footing of
equality, in the exercise of political rights,
and In all the exercise of public funCtionS,
not less the one than the other. But that
has not been so in the Transvaal. The
Transvaal people recelved their powers ot
local self government, had them restored tO
then after they themseIves had voluutnUY
given them up. They were a bankruPt
state. They would not contribute the sUP-
plies necessary for the maintenance of their

own governent. They were three or four
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times defeated by the natives with whom
they had quarrelled, and whose sons and
daughters they had undertaken to reduce
to the condition of slaves, contrary to the
treaty engagement into which they had en-
tered. They voluntarily surrendered their
authority. They recognized their position
of dependence. They did not question the
sovereignty of Her Hajesty. Mr. Kruger
himself became an officer under Theophilus
Shepstone and under his successor Col.
Lauzon. ILt was not until the British gov-
ernment came to the defence of the Trans-
vaal as a British colony, not until they had
defeated the Zulus who threatened the very
existence of the country, and with whom
they had no cause of quarrel apart from
the difficulties which had arisen between
the Boers and the Zulus. After the Zullus
were defeated and the Transvaal popula-
tion were protected against the possibility
of extermination by the natives, they be-
gan once more to talk of Independence.
Their independence was conceded, but it
was conceded upon conditions. The suzer-
ainty of Her Majesty was asserted and
recognized, and one of the conditions, at
the very outset, upon which everything
else rested under the regulations of their
Independence was that the two races-Brit-
li and Boers-should there, as in every
other part of South Africa, stand upon a
footing of equallty. The three delegates
who represented the Boer population de-
clared that. Once they had the majority,
and after the convention of 1884 was
agreed to, they felt they had a free
hand, and they began to impose disabili-
ties, and dlsfranchlsed the English popula-
tion and took away the right by which
naturalization was secured. They did more
than that ; they imposed conditions and re-
strictions of such a character that it took
fourteen years to become a citizen, and
when one dId become a citizen, he requIred
two thirds of the vote of the people in bis
own district as well as the approval of the
President and his advisers before full bur-
gher rights could be secured. Now, that Is
not all. They also frequently quarrelled
with the natives, and they commandeered
British subjects who were even temporary
residents of the country-who had not
sought to acquire burgher rlghts of any
sort-they commandeered them to furnish
horses and military equipment to march

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

north three or four hundred miles for the
purpose of fighting the natives with whom
they had quarrelled. If they did .not fur-
nish the horse and outfit, they had to pay a
fine of some fifteen pounds a month or be
confined in jail. Now, these provisions were
ail contrary to the stipulations and agree-
ments into which they had entered. That
was not all ; they took away the right to
receive instruction in the English language.
In the municipal government of the city
of Johannesburg, with a population of at
least forty thousand who spoke the Eng-
lish language, and less than fourteen hun-
dred Boers, it was proposed that the Eng-
lish population might elect twelve members
to the council ; the fourteen hundred Dutch
might elect twelve, and the President ap-
point the chairman or burgomaster. The
chief power was in the hands of that burgo-
master. The fourteen hundred Boers owned
nothing. The property was in the hands
of the thirty-five or forty thousand English-
speaking people. These were at the mercy
of the others. The proceedings of the coun-
cil had to be kept in Dutch, and those who
could not speak the Dutch language were
unfit to sit in the council, and were incap-
able of transacting the business, such
were these diffleulties to which they were
subjected. The Boers of Cape Colony and
Natal are entitled to the same rights as an
Englishman. They have their children
taught in their own language in the public
schools. They have the right to use their
own language in the courts of justice. In
Cape Colony they may speak Dutch in the
legislative assembly, but in the Republic
of the Transvaal no Englishman had any
right that a Dutchman was called upon to
respect. If he were met with and did not
submit to be commandeered, some Boer on
horseback, with a long whip, if he were not
a strong man, would flog hlm unmercifully.
It Is true the law provlded punishment for
assault and battery, but If the aggressive
Boer was taken before the magistrate, the
fine Imposed upon hlm was pald out of the
public treasury, and so there was no great
deterrent provIded in the fine, and he was
rather encouraged to persevere in so patri-
otie an undertaking rather than abstain
from anything of that sort. Men were rob-
bed, men were flogged, men were prevented
from using their own language, and this
condition of things has produoed the war,
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because, so far as the Boer population was
concerned, there ls no doubt there would
have been war If they had persisted in the
rejection of all reform; but they were con-
fident of their strength and ability to suc-
ceed, and did not wait for any declaration
of war on the part of Great Britain, but
they marched into the colony of Natal and
took possession of British territory. They
also marched into Cape Colony and took
possession of territory there, and declared
by proclamation that it was annexed to the
Orange Free State. I cannot understand
upon what perverted theory any one can pro-
fess to sympathize with what they call the
Bobrs' love of independence-the Boers'
love of liberty. The true test of the love of
liberty ls what you are willing to concede
to others. The man who is attached to lib-
erty himself, who has a strong conviction
of what le right, and who Is ardently de-
voted to freedom, ls anxious to confer upon
every other competent man the blessing
which he himself so hlghly prizes. But
there was nothing of that sort in all that
the Boer population have done. What they
did was to undertake to make men who are
better educated, more wealthy, more enter-
prising, more fit for self government than
themselves, hewers of wood and drawers of
water to the Boer population. They treated
with indignity every appeal to them for the
redress of grievances of which aliens com-
plained. They granted monopolies. Take,
for Instance, the monopoly granted in re-
spect to dynamite, affording protection, be-
sides the monopoly which gave to the parties
who enjoyed that monopoly about eighty-five
shillings for every case of dynamite which
sold at Kimberley for thirty-seven shillings.
So these people were putting into their poc-
kets several hundred thousand pounds an-
nually. That was practically not a tax but
an act of robbery. A United States judge
some years ago, in deciding a case, said that
a bonus given to a man for the erection of
a mill In a town was not an exercise of the
power of taXation, but the exercise of power
of appropriating one man's property for the
'use of another without compensation. Tax-
ation ls money taken for the benefit and use
Of the state. It must be for a public purpose;
byut an appropriation taken from a man,
Whieh he ls eompelled to pay, which does
hOt go into the eity treastri, but tùto the
Ddeket of a neighbour, le not taxation, said

this judge, but robbery. That has been the
policy of the Boer government in respect to
dynamite during the last eight or ten years.
I am not going to discuse this question fur-
ther. I point out to you the Importance of
the success of British arms in this war, not
merely to the people of Britain, but to the
people of the whole British empire. What
capital has developed the mines of the
Transvaal ? Mainly British capital. There
are large amounts of French and German
capital there as well, but those capitaliste,
whether they be English, French or German,
have the same interest In good government,
the one as the other. The Boers have had
a very great and Important trust committed
to them. They have had possession of the
richest mines In all Christendom, and they
have made a very bad use of their opportu-
nities. They have abused their trust. They
have trampled upon the rights of those who
are not of their own kin ; they have disturb-
ed the peace of South Africa, and If they
had not done so now, they would have un-
doubtedly at the firet opportunity availed,
themselves of making war upon Great Br-
tain if they found it involved In a struggle
with any other great state. In my opinion
we have not voted any public moneys that
are a better investment or that are more use-
fully employed than those for which we In-
tend to provide by the Bill, the second read-
ing of which I am now moving. I believe
that this will be advantageous to Canada as
well as to the mother country. It has been
to this country a splendid advertisement, and
I trust that no peace will be agreed to that
does not recognize the unquestioned sover-
eignty of Her Majesty In the territories that
have been misgoverned by Kruger and those
associated with him. (Cheers.)

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It Is a good many years
ago now since, in conversation with an Eng-
llsh gentleman of very high literary repu-
tation and standing, that gentleman stated
to me that he thought the manifest destinY,
of Canada was to become part of One great
republic, from Labrador to Cape FloridL.
My -reply was, I thought that was a de
stiny that would never be fulflled-tat if
I knew anything of my countrymen iat all,

in the first place they were thOoughly 1oy7
to their sovereign and the empire, and In

the second place, they eonceived It te be a

inuch lottier objet of ambition to be OUI
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more closely bound up with the greatest
empire the world has ever seen, than to
form part of any foreign state, however
great. Events since then, but more particu-
larly of the last six months, have shown
that, with some very trifling exceptions,
there Is not the slightest wish or desire on
the part of any Canadian to throw ln his lot
with a foreign state, but rather to draw Closer
the ties which bind us to the mother oountry.
The best proof that could be given of this
ls the magnificent way in which our people
responded when an offer was made to the
mother country, and accepted, to send our
men to South Africa to fight ln defence of
the empire. And not only that, but I think
one thing which we muet all rejoice at ex-
eeedingly is that that spirit has been shown,
not by one portion of this community mere-
ly, but, with a very trifling exception, by
both the great races which have served to
build up and make Canada what it le to-
day. I do not think that any one could
have listened without the strongest feeling
of emotion to the magnificent speech of Sir
Wilfrid Laurier, which was delivered not
very long ago, and rejoice that he, who
was the leader of the government and a
French Canadian, had expressed himself ln
such terms with regard to our loyalty
towards the mother country. I hope, hon.
gentlemen, that this feeling which 1s now so
strongly aroused may draw us closer and
closer in the bonds of one united empire. I
hope also that one result of it may be that by
degrees the different colonies will be admit-
ted to some share ln the councils of the
empire, and that particularly with regard
to the conclusion, wbich I hope one may look
forward before very long, of this war, and
the terms of peace which shall be made,
that the colonies, which have freely spent
both blood and treasure in fighting the bat-
ties of the empire, In some respect may be
permitted an opportunity of expressing their
views In regard to the settiement to take
place. Hon. gentlemen, I have given a good
many votes in this House, beesuse I think I
am now one of the oldest members of It, but
I have never given and shall never give a
vote with greater or more thorough pleasure
and satisfaction than Rhall now for the pass-
ing of thie Bill. (Cheers.)

Hon. )Er. POIRIER-Before the Bill
passes, as I believe it wâil pass with the

Hon. Mr. ALLAN.

utmost unanimity, I would crave permis-
sion to say just one word. Hon. gentlemen
know that I represent here more particularly
a portion of Canadian population of which
little le known in the Dominion at large-
the Acadian people of the maritime pro-
vinces, of which we are about one hundred
and thirty thousand souls altogether. There
were raised of late, unfortunately, cries of
loyalty and disloyalty, and a portion of the
population of the Dominion, the French
Canadians, were said to be lacking ln
patriotism. That, of course, was not true.
It was disproved ; still, the cry was raised,
and if it did apply to the French Canadians it
might be thought to apply also to the French
Acadians. Perhaps, in lookIng back on past
events, on the fortunes and misfortunes of
history, if a section of the population might
be supposed to be wavering in allegiance
to the Crown of England, it might be, by
inference, we, the French Acadians of the
lower provinces. But such is not the
case. As a proof that we stand with
the rest of our fellow-citizens, I may
simply bring out this fact, and my speech
will be ended : Last fall, in New Bruns-
wick, when the municipal councils gathered
-they do not meet on the same day-in one
or two English-speaking counties, the ques-
tion was raised as to whether the
municipalitles would help by money
votes our Canadian boys going to South
Africa, and nothing more was done.
In the county of Kent, the majority of
whom are French Canadians, the same ques-
tion was put. It was deliberately put after
consultation with the leading French Aca-
dians of the maritime provinces, and it was
carried unanimously. Instead of a vote, all
the councillors rose and sang God Save the
Queen (cheers), and the councillors who pro-
posed that vote were French Acadians, from
the warden down to the mover and sec-
onder. That, hon. gentlemen, ln itself, ls
a proot of the sentiment of the French
Acadians in this matter, and shows, and
shows conclusively that in this Dominion of
ours, there are no sections of the country
that are not abreast wlth the others in loy-
alty, althongh, perhaps, their expression
of loyalty may not be so boisterous ;
but that It le ail firm and solid, and that
we are all in this Dominion of Canada one
united, one loyal people, and one people
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that have faith both in our destiny and in
the continual growth and grandeui' 'of the
empire. (Cheers.)

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

The House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole on the Bill.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Aprit 2, 1900.

The Speaker pro tem took the Chair at
three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

COMMISSIONS IN MOUNTED POLICE.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before
the Senate a return showing :

1. The number and names of ail persons to
whom commissions have been granted in the
Mounted police force of Canada since June, 1896.

2. The length of time each person to whom
commissions have been issued served in said
force.

3. If no service had been rendered in said
force by the person or persons so commisaioned,
the qualification they possessed for such com-
mission or commissions.

The motion was agreed to.

ADMIRALTY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS introduced Bill (P) ' An
Act to amend the Admiralty Act,' and
mnoved that the Bill be read the first Ume.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
hon. friend might explain the object of the
Bill so that hon. gentlemen would be in a
position 'to discus it on its merits to-
maorrow. From the short tIme I have had
the -ifB ln my handa It -seema to me rather
Commendable thau otherwise.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Under the Admiralty
Act as it now stands, each province con-
stitutes an Admiralty District, and there ls
a Vice-Admiralty Judge who is judge also
of the Exchequer Court, who discharges the
duties of an Admiralty Judge. It is found
in the province of Ontario, which is very
large-and the same thing will be found in
some of the other provinces perhaps-that
it is sometimes inconvenient to take action
against a vessel for any purpose for which
such action is within the jurisdiction of
the court, and to make the necessary ser-
vice before the vessel leaves the port. The
registrar resides ln Toronto, as well as the
Admiralty Judge, and complaints have been
made by the Bar in varlous parts of the
province of Ontario, and also by the Mont-
real Bar, that there should be a local or
deputy registrar of the· court, who could
have power to issue the necessary papers
and to receive the necessary services, and
that they need not be returned until the
completion of the proceedings. This la to
amend the law in that direction and to pro-
vide for dividing the Admiralty District
into divisions, ln each of which divisions
there may be a deputy registrar for issulng
the necessary summonses, and also for re-
ceiving the papers where the receipt ls
necessary, and they will thus have, ln the
locality, the power to discharge the duties
of a registrar for the purpose of this Act.
These proposed amendments are for the
purpose of meeting the convenlence of the
profession, and of those who have claims
against shipping, and who find that, with
the very extensive districts which exist at
the present time, It is not possible to make
service while the vessel ls ln port. There
is no principle Involved beyond the prin-
ciple of convenience, and we propose, for
instance, to make a district or division at
Sarnia, and another at Windsor, where
frequent complaints have been made, ad
at any other point where it ls found neces-

sary by experience that it is necessarl to
establisb a division, to dIvide the district
into divisions.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Is It intended that

this Bill shall refer to the maritime prov-

inces ?

Hon. Mr. MILLM-It may feter to any of

the provinces.
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Hon. Mr. MILLER-Is it the intenton to
appoint more judges ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Simply to divide the
districts and appoint registrars ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Deputy registrars.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-To appoint deputy
registrars in the divisions ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, that is it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I have not had time
to look into the Bill to see if there are any
objections to it, but on the face of it it
seems to me that it is a Bill that will work
to the convenience of the public.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is the intention,
and beyond the deputy registrar, who is
paid by fees, there is no expense incurred
on behalf of the public.

The Bill was read the first time.

THE DOMINION FRANCHISE ACT.

Hon. Mr. PERGUSON-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I wish to ask the hon.
leader of the House what the intentions of
the government are with regard to the
amendments to the Dominion Franchise Act.
In an earlier part of the session, ln another
place, I think an intimation was made that
a measure In amendment to the Dominion
Franchise Act was Intended to be introduced
by the government. We are now entering
upon the third month of the session, and if a
measure of this sort is to be introduced, we
ought to know when it is coming, particur
larly as an adjournment of this House la in
contemplation. I may say I thInk the Do-
minion Franchise Act stands badly in need
of Improvement. Very serious amendments
are being called for In that Act, and
I say also In the Dominion Elections Act,
In order to better fit that Into the Dominion
Franchise Act. We are approachlng an
adjournment, and if It is Intended that we
shall have a Bill on the subject, we should
like to know when to expeet il.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is a measure which
affects the other House rather than this.
'The measure has been prepared and con-
solidated, amendlng the law relating to elec-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

tions, and there are some provisions that
were ln the Franchise Act that more pro-
perly belong to the Elections Act. That
Act bas been very carefully considered, re-
vised and completely consolidated, and I
think that it is in the hands of the Solicitor
General to present to the House of Com-
ions. There will be also some slight

aienunents to the Franchise Act besides.

TRADE WITH CAPE NOME.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I should
like to ask the hon. Secretary of 8tate if any
communication has been had with the
United States government about the Cape
Nome matter.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am not aware that
any communication has been received.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Has any
communication been sent to the United
States government on the subject ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We had not sufficlent
information.

BILLS INTRODUGED.

Bill (66) ' An Act respecting the Cowichan
Valley Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Mae-
donald, B.C.)

Bill (74) ' An Act respecting the Northern
Commercial Telegraph Company, Limited.'-
(Hon. Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

CONFIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before
the Orders of the Day are called, I should
lke to direct the attention of the hon. Secre-
tary of State to the fact that we have not
had a copy of that return which was laid
before the House of Commons In reference
to the correspondence between Col. Hughes
and General Hutton. It was called for last
month, and It has never been brought here,
although the motion was carried some time
ago.

Hon. Mr. 8COTT-I thought when It was
brought down to the other House It was not
necessary to bring It here.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIN BOW rLL-It
would be necessary to have ilt here.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I shall have it brought ORIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL.
down here to-morrow. IN COMMITTEE.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELLr-I quite The House resolved Into a Commlttee of
agree that it is not necessary provided a the Whole on Bil (K) 'An Act further to
copy of the same return were presented amend the Criminel Code, 1892.'
here. I tried to get it two or three times,
but I find they are not printing the return, (In the Committee.)
but have six or seven clerks at work on
some ninety-thrge pages of manuscript, mak- H on. Mr. M O hre are
ing copies with typewriters. A number Of less hn to r uis de pite
members of the House of Commons have i n imsl tot e, eahing wIth
asked for copies.. Any one knowing the ex- t
pense attending the employment of half a
dozen typewriters to make these copies over bon. lr t CEZE Bfl
and over again knows that it mlght have may not be accepted.
been sent to the printers and not cost one-
tenth as .much. I see by the newspapers on clause 179,
that quite a number of letters which are
comprised In the correspondence brought Hon.Mr. De BOUCHERVILLEWhat ls
down are marked 'confidential.' If the the meanlng of the amendlng clause 'Ând
letters marked 'confidential' In the case of without excess In the alleged beyond what
Col. Hughes are brought down, I cannot the publie good requires'?
weHl see how the government cau decline to
bring down the letters that the Secretary of to Hon M is o essa o
State sald were confidentially written by
the Major General to the Minister of Militia effect of the proposed amendment. If hon.
with reference to the removal of Col. White gentlemen will read the clause they wlll see
from the list of those who were to undergo what is specially polnted at. What is pub-
the staff course at the Royal Mllitary Col- lished or what le done, may be very ob-
lege, because they were marked confidential. jectionable If doue by any one else than a
This is my object in calling the hon. gen- professional man, and for professional or
tleman's attention to it now. If it be right sclentlfic purposes. The parties charge
to lay before the public, confidential letters with issuing obSeene or Improper publica-
in Col. Hughes's case, I cannot understand tions, or committing such acts must sho,

Why it should be objectionable to bring that what they did was for the public good,
down those that were written In Col. White's and that they did not go beyond what la
case. necessary for the public good.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-In reference to the mul-
tiplication of the report, of course, it resta
With the Printing Committee to say whe-
ther a document shall be printed or not. I
am not a member of that committee, and
I cannot say what papers shall be printed.
There was no desire on the part of a con-
aiderable number of gentlemen to have It
printed or it would have been printed.

Hon. Sir MAOKENzIE BOWELL-See
What it la costing ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, it le very unfortu-
nate. I shaH have a eopy of It brought down
to-morrow If I can lay My band& n it.

Hon. Mr. De BOUCHERVILLE-I think
that this clause should be struck out. None
of the Acts referred to in subsections a, b,
and c, can be said to be for the publie good.

Hon. Mr. SOO'T-Subsection 2 la for the
protection of medical men, and la the law
at present.

Hon. Mr. De BOUCHERVILLE-But they
never publish obscene books.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN- The saving clause
would apply to the whole section, as I read
it

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.
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Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Most of the acte re-
ferred to could not be justified, even if done
by medical men.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A medical man may
publish a book which contains illustrations
altogether unsuited for general circulation,
and while what is done is not in excess of
his duties as a professional man, It would
be greatly In excess of what any one else
could do.

Hon. Mr. De BOUCHERVILLE-Why not
use the words, medical man ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Because we wish to use
words broad enough to reach those Intended
to be protected by the Act and to reach those
who are not protected by the Act.

The clause was adopted

On section 180,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
the hon. minister think this clause re-
lating to the posting of scurrilous pub-
lications In the mails is necessary ?
Does he expect to create a better
class of newspapers by this provision ? The
word scurrilous, bas a very wide meaning.
If you call a man a buffoon, according to
the dictionary, that would be scurrilous. It
seems to me it is carrylng the crime of libel
a little too far. I do not believe there Is a
newspaper In Canada which does not come
under that designation. The Globe called the
member for Nanaimo a liar, and names of
that kind. Would that be scurrilous ? And
yet the Globe justified the article which It
wrote, on the ground that It was true, it
certainly was a scurrilous article. There are
many political editorials for which the pub-
Ushers could be prosecuted under this clause.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have no very strong
opinion in the matter, and if there is any
objection, I will not persist in the section.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not object to it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thought it would ex-
ercise a certain amount of restraint.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I do not think this
clause could be construed as far as my hon.
friend thinks it could. I do not think it
would be open to declare a newspaper arti-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

cle scurrilous, merely because such a re-
mark might be in it. But, I think what Is
aimed at In subsection (b) would be con-
sldered scurrilous. Probably that is the
point aimed at, and it would be very proper
to have some legislation against putting
scurrilous words on a post card, or on the
outer wrapper of any parcel which goes
through the mails.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think the hon. gen-
tleman from Marshfield is correct. It seems
by the note, that scurrilous articles were
forbidden by the Post Office Act, and when
the code was passed in 1892, these words
were stricken out, and the provision in the
Post Office Act was repealed and the note
goes on to say :
Of these, all but ' scurrilous ' are probably
thought to be sufficiently covered elsewhere In
the code.

It seems simply to bring back the law to
where it was before the code was adopted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
only w'hat Is written on the outside of the
envelope or on a post card which could be
considered scurrilous, because the postal
authorlties would not know what was In-
side, the Globe said, the Senate was a lot of
' tottering old Idiots.' Would that be scur-
r1lous ?

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-It seems to me that
the field which would be covered by such
an adjective, Is so large that we should
drop that clause.

Hon Mr. MILLS-We would have to aban.
don the whole section.

The clause was adopted.

On section 183,

Hon. Mr. POWER-There was a good
deal of discussion in this House on a pre-
vious occasion ln connection with a proposal
similar to the one contained in this clause,
and the House declded last session, that
these words were to remain in. If they are
to remalln in I think there should be some
protection such as is afforded by several sec-
tions of the Engllsh Criminal Law Amend-
mcnt Act, of 1885. I, therefore, move that
the followIng proviso be added to this
clase :

Provided that no person shall be convicted
of ali offence under this section upon the evi-
dence of one wituess only, uniess such witneu
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be corroborated ln nome material particular by
evidence implicating the accused.

Take the case of a man who is in his shop,
with only one female attendant with him ;
one can see that there is very great tempta-
tion to an unprincipled woman to try to levy
blackmail upon the man, and I think we
should insert some such provision as this.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not object.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think we should
be careful ln adopting such an amendment
as this. It is not possible to have a wIt-
ness to crimes of this class, and it would
be a very serious matter if we were to call
for the presence of a witness in such a case.
We would not have convictions at all.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-There is
a great chance for blackmail.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think we cannot go
wrong in following the law of the old coun-
try. This is a serious offence to charge a
man with. It is a charge easily made, and
not at all easy to refute ; and, It la desirable
that here, as in England, there should be
not necessarily another witness, but some
evidence to corroborate the statement of the
woman ; otherwise an innocent man may
be convicted on the unsupported evidence of
a woman who is perhaps not better than
she ought to be.

The amendment was agreed to, and the
clause as amended, was adopted.

On section 205,
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Up to 1883, the

law on this matter contalned no such ex-
ceptions as the one mentioned under sub-
section (c). Subsection (c) reads as follows :

(c) Any distribution by lot among the members
or ticket-holders of any incorporated society
established for the encouragement of art, of anyPaintings, drawings or other works of art pro-iuced by the labour of the menbers of, or pub-lished by or under the direction of such, ln-
corported society; (if-

The law did not except the drawing by lot
or diaposing by lot of paintings or other
objects of art. This law stood that way for
a great number of years, and in 1883 I see
that it was amended by adding this excep-
tion to the law. The BIll emanated from
this Ohamber, and the reason given for
amending the law in that direction is very
clearly and concisely put by the late Sir
John Macdonald. In moving the second

reading of the Bill to amend the law re-
specting lotteries, he said :

It has been recently decided by a magistrate
in Ontario-1 suppose proper)y--that our pre-
sent law on lotteries Will prevent the Art Union,
an association of artists, fronm holding its annual
distribution of paintings and drawings. By
the payment of an annual subscription fee, a
person becomes entitled to draw -for the right
of first choice from among the pictures contri-
buted by the members. This cannot be held
to be an evil by the most strained interpretation
of the law.

Then followed the amendinent which is
found under letter (c), and which the hon,
Minister of Justice tries nOw to amend in
order to have lit better respected ln its
spirit. This amendment of 1883 only shows
the very great danger of legislating for spec-
!al cases. Since 1885 or 1886, to the knowl-
edge of every citizen of Montreal, we have
had lotter'lies flourishing, and at every street
corner, tickets for drawings, or so-called
drawings of paintings and other objects of
art have been offered for sale. It has be-
come a regular business. We are now in
Montreal suffering under a real Italian
plague of lotteries. We have tickets offer-
ed for sale, not merely on our streets, but
at every tobacco s'hop and newspaper stand ;
we have people who canvass for the sale
of tickets, and the money of the poor and
the labouring classes is going into the hands
of these lottery sharks. They pretend to be
developing a taste for art by iustituting
classes, and I know that one or two of these
lotteries have a whole flat where they have,
or pretend to have, teachers to teach draw-
ing and painting to puplis. I will not deny
that if those establishments were carried on
properly, it would do some good towards en-
couraging art culture, but I do not think
that a single citizen of Montreal will r'ise
to say that the price we are paying for that
culture is not far too high. Hundreds of
thousands of dollars are being diverted
from natural channels simply to enable peo-
ple to live ln luxury out of the earnings Of
the poor. I do not intend to discuss the evil
of lotteries. The law of the country has
been well settled on that question. Lotter-
les have been pronounced immoral, and as

they were regarded immoral ln years gone
by they are immoral to-day. I propose, ln-
stead of congnlng mnyself to the amend-

ment which the Minister of Justice bas sug-
gested, tbat we should go back to the old

law and, even If there ls a geuilne art union
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to-day, it will have to change its form of
selling Its paintings. I think we should
do the greatest good for the greatest
number. We have in Montreal young
nuen who, on being arrested, have con-
fessed to stealing money from their em-
ployers simply to try and enrich them-
selves easily by buying lottery tickets. I
move that subsection (c) be struck out of
the Bill. In order to show how they pro-
ceed, I shall read from the testimony of a
young girl who was examined as a witness
when an arrest was made last week of the
whole organization of a lottery union. The
Royal Art Union, is now before the grand
jury, and another lottery called the Cana-
dian Artistic Society was arrested last
week. Here is the evidence of a young wo-
man who was not arrested, but was called
as a witness. She said :

She had been in the employ of the society
for about a year. She was engaged by Mr.
Darly to sell tickets. She described the various
styles of tickets, 'straight,' flat saddle,' 'gig,'
&c., and stated that tickets had been sold as
high as $4 each for three numbers, and $10 for
single numbers. Such tickets might win as
high as a thousand dollars. Laird and Dupont
were the paying cashiers. So far as she knew,
winning tickets were always paid In money.
She had never known any one to obtain a work
of art or musical instrument for their ticket.
Sbe had played and won small sums occasionally.
She never got an object of art for a prize.

Montreal citizens are scandaIlzed at the
state of things as it exista to-day. There
le not a newspaper in Montreal, French or
English, that has not thundered against it,
and asked parliament to deal wlth the mat-
ter and try and stem the tide of these Im-
moral operations. It l tlime we should
put an end to them. By whatever means
we may try and check the evil even by the
amendnent which my hon. friend proposes,
for instance, by reducing the drawings to
two a year, they will simply make it a
larger concern, and offer prizes of fifteen
thousand dollars, twenty thousand dollars
and twenty-five thousand dollars. They
would thus recoup themselves for the long-
er time they had to wait for their profits,
and they would work the same injury on a
larger scale. They resort to all kinds of
artifices. One of them, not many months
ago, advertised in the whole of the press of
Montreal, and perhaps of Canada, because
they have agents everywhere, that Mr. So-
and-So had won ten thousand dollars. They
published hie recelpt. I am credibly In-

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

formed that the man received a few hun-
dred dollars for his receipt and that no
such prize had been won at all. They
are trying to entrap Innocent people, and
every one knows there is a tendency in
human nature to get rich otherwise than by
the sweat of the brow.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Are those prizes wlrich
are distributed money prizes, or are they
really works of art ? Are these associations
-rwhich distrIbute the prizes incorporated
societies ? Because this clause limits the ex-
ception to incorporated societies ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-All these socle-
ties comply with the letter of the law. They
have letters patent to do work which, on
the face of the letters patent, comes within
the letter of the law. They send an agent
to Paris, or Italy, and procure fifty or a
hundred paintings. Others exhibit musical
instruments. These articles are numbered,
and it le those numbers of paintings which
decide the prize. They say a painting is
worth two thousand dollars, but you can
get the value in money if you sell it back.
In the Art Union, which le a large concern,
It was proved that they delivered the paint-
ings, but it was arranged with a neigh-
bour that he should purchase back the paint-
ing. They use the exception ln this law to
carry on a lottery business sirmply. Here
is an advertisement of one of the companies
appearing in the papers. They put It very
clear in French and English :

'En Route for Paris.'
Those who have not taken the precaution to

save the sum necessary for a voyage to the
Paris Exhibition have numerous opportunities
to correct their improvidence by purchasing tick-
ets from the National Society of Sculpture, who
have a drawing each month. On that subject,
we may say that the value of prizes has
been increased. The great prize ls now $15,-
000, instead of $10,000, and the total value of
3,500 prizes distributed at each drawing amounts
to from $47,742 to $53,627. The prize of the
tickets is 25 cents, 50 cents and $1, according
to the class. The drawings will take place this
year at the following dates : April 18, May 16,
June 20, JulY 18, August 15, September 19, Octo-
ber 17, November 21, December 19. A fortune
is offered to all.
Those that sell tickets guard themselves
to a certain extent by what is printed on
the tickets, but the people .who buy them
know that they may win prizes from such
a sum to such a sum, and that they can get
the money at the wicket whenever they
present themselves. In fact, there are

414 [SENATE]



[APRIL 2, 1900)

hundreds of people who congregate at the
places where the drawings take place, and
afterwards present themselves at the wicket
w'here they get their money without any
offer even of the paintings, or musical in-
struments, which are supposed to represent
the value of the tickets. In fact, in Mont-
real, as is shown by the advertisement that
I have just read, there is no pretense at
hiding their game. They are simply using
the amendment of 1883 to ply their trade
on innocent persons.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-I heartily concur with
the remarks of the hon. gentleman. Lot-
terles are the curse of the country, more
particularly in the province of Quebec. My
hon. friend explained the great barm doue
by those lotteries in the city of Montreal.
But the evil goes further. They not only
canvass in the cities, but also In the coun-
try, and those who purchase those lottery
tickets are not wealthy peQp1ý,, but poor
servants and labourers. If those organiza-
tions are not stopped, beforée many years
elapse I believe it will be impossible to ob-
tain the services of a good servant girl, be-
cause they are so tempted to make money
by subscribing to those art societies, and
as a matter of course, they always lose. I
think the suggestion of the hon. gentleman
ought to be adopted, and this clause should
be completely wiped out.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think that I
shall vote for the amendment suggested by
the hon. gentleman, although I am quite
aware of the unfortunate condition of
things whIch exists in Montreal ; but I think
the proviso at the end of paragraph (c) is
just Intended to meet the case. The proviso
is that the section does not apply to :

(1) Such paintings, drawings or other works
of art are themselves actually and bona fide no
distributed, and

Well, they are not by these associations in
Montreal. Second :

(il) The member or ticket-holder Io not giventhe option of taking In place of any work allotted
to or drawn by hlm a aum of money or uomething
else of value; and

In Montreal the ticket-holder is allowed the
option, and It is understood he takes the
option and does not take the picture.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-He can* take
the picture, as is done by the Royal Art

Union, and exchange it for money next
door with a neighbour who is there ready
with the cash to take back the painting.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This Is a very im-
portant provision :

(iii) No other such distribution has taken place
among the members or ticket-holders for a period
of six months, legs one day next preceding the
date of, or the date fixed for, such distribution;
or

The drawing of the Art Union pictures
takes place, I believe, every six months. I
think one can see that if those distributions
are not allowed to take place more fre-
quently than once every six months, the
temptation to go into that distribution as
a business is very much diminished.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In
nearly all the lotteries in Louisiana and
other parts of the world, it is six months,
and sometimes twelve months, before an
actual drawing takes place. That is to en-
able the party interested in these specula-
tions to sell as many tickets and make ai
much money as possible. My hon. friend
from Toronto asked if these lottery asso-
ciations are incorporated. In my own town
an advertisement was sent up from Mont-
real, because these schemes of swindling
are not contined to Montreal ; tickets are
sold all over the Dominion. My attention
vas called to this advertisement, and I
said : 'You at once subject yourselves to a
penalty if you publish this advertisement,
unless the association is properly incor-
porated under letters patent.' On inquiry
we found they were incorporated. They
came within the exact letter of the law.
But they evaded it after selling tickets and
the drawing took place. I think the sug-
gestion is a good one, that the clause should
be struck out, and that lotterles of ail kinds
should be prohlbited to the fullest possible
extent. I go further than that ; I would
prevent ail raffles, and anything of the
kind, although the same danger could not
arise-at least, not to the same extent.
But in this case it ls a regular system Of
swindling, more particularly, as, the hbn.
gentleman bas pointed out, of the pooler
classes of society, who are captivated by
the promise which la made ln the advertige-
ments of the possibility Of drawing some-
thing which, If they do not waut it them-
selves, they can exchange for money, and,
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as pointed out by the hon. gentleman, this
clause as it stands in the Bill, would not be
a protection in a case of that kind, because
they could always have confederates to
whom prize winners could go to exchange
or sell the prizes for money, and the paint-
ings could be put in the lottery again the
next day. I hope the Minister of Justice,
after what has been laid before hlm, and
from what I know he has seen of the
effects of this in the past, and the number
of petitions that were presented at the last
session of parliament, that the amendment
will be carried, and that subsection struck
ont of the Bill.

The amendment was agreed to, and the
section, as amended, was adopted.

On clause 332,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I propose to make
some further changes to this section, which
provides a punishment for stealing dogs
and chickens, in place of section 332 of the
code.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If you
steal a dog that ls running in the street,
does It not come within the meaning of the
present law ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The words in the sec-
tion are 'ordinarily kept in a state of con-
finement.'

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Does
that refer to any other animal?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-'Dog, bird, beast or
any other animal ordinarily kept in a state
of confinement.' This does not apply to ani-
mals covered by the common law.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Would
It not be well to put in ' Not otherwlse pro-
vided for'?

Hon. Mr. POWER-As I gather from the
wording of the amendment, if a lad steals
a chicken he la guilty of an Indictable of-
fence. If the value of the article stolen
does not exceed ten dollars, It should not
be made an indictable offence. Under the
wording of that amendment, a lad who
stole a chicken, or kitten, or puppy would be
liable to be Indicted. I think If he ls punish-
ed at all he should be brought before a
magistrate and summarily disposed of, but
the indictable offence should be where the

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

article was of considerable value, say forty
or fifty dollars.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have left the amount
blank.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think it should be
an Indictable offence only where the value
exceeds twenty-five dollars. Under section
332 of the Act it is not indictable. The ob-
ject is to provide that where the value of
the article stolen exceeds twenty-five dol-
lars It shouild be an indictable offence.
Would It not be well to add a subsection
to the existing section, leaving it as it
stands to apply to all amounts under twenty-
five dollars ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That would answer
the same purpose. We might let that sec-
tion stand.

The section was allowed to stand.

On sectio* 520.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is a somewhat
important section. I have an Impression
that last year we passed an Act strikIng
out the words 'unduly' and 'unreasonably,'
and this section should read as the law ls
now and not as it was before we passed
the Act of last year.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, we struck out the
word 'unduly.'

Hon. Mr. POWER-My recollection le
that we amended section 520 last year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Was
that not in a separate Bill ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes. I have the Act
of last year before me, chapter 46, and I
find the following provision :

Section 520 of the Criminal Code, 1892, is
hereby amended by striking out the word 'un-
duly' ln paragraphe (a), (c) and (d) and by
striking out the word 'unreasonably' in para-
graph (c).

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Bill of last year never became law, as I
understand it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Oh, yes.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-That is a special Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, but I do not think
it is in the most satisfactory form. The
word ' unlawfully ' le retained and the word
' unduly ' le struck out of each of these para-
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graphs, and in paragraph (c) the word 'un-
reasonable' ls struck out, and It reads :

Unduly prevent, limit or lessen the manufac-
ture or production of any such article or com-
modity, or to enhance the value thereof.

The difference is that lnstead of retaining
the word 'unlawful,' I have retained the
word 'unduly.' The reason ls that the word
'unlawful' does not mea;n anything unless
you declare what is unlawful, but the word
' unduly ' refers to a question of fact.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-How
would this conflict with the short Act just
read ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The short Act strikes
out the word 'unduly' and retains the word
'unlawful,' and ln this Bill we strike out
the word 'unlawful' and retain the word
' unduly.' This would override the other
Act.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On clause 533,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have received a letter
from Chief Justice Meredith with reference
to this clause, in which he suggests a pro-
vision which is hardly applicable without
changing it a good deal. We propose to
amend the law ln accordance with his sug-
gestion.

On section 540,

Hon. Mr. POWER-No such court as le
known in the next preceding section has
power to try any offence under the follow-
ing sections. The court referred to is the
Court of Quarter Sessions. It would be
highly Improper to allow a Court of Quarter
Sessions to try an election case. It should
be a Superlor Court

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Do
YOU, in the proposed election law, intend to
deal with the question of bribery otherwise
than it is dealt with now ? If not, you
might put a stringent provision here to pun-
leh the bribed person as well as the briber,
and make it obligatory on the provincial au-
thorities to prosecute, because the way
cases of bribery have been dealt with in
the past, has been a farce. A number of
persons have been reported by Judges for
giving and taklng bribes, and there the mat-
ter has dropped. It seems to me the law

27

ought to compel the Attorney General of a
province to prosecute the parties thus re-
ported against, If It ls desired to put a stop
to bribery.

Hon. Mr. MILDS-My hon. friend will see
that a trial ls a different matter.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-I hope
the hon. gentleman wlll deal with it in the
election law.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That will be a matter
coming within the Corrupt Practices Act,
which we have not touched ln this Bill at
aIL

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-You
could put a clause in the Criminai Code to
punish such offences.

The clause was adopted.

On section 520,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
tion 520, which reads as
adopted last year:

BOWELL-Sec-
follows was not

Every one is guilty of an indictable offence
and liable to a penalty not exceeding four
thousand dollars and not less than two hundred
dollars, or to two years' imprisonment, or, if a
corporation, ls liable to a penalty not exceeding
ten thousand dollars and not less than one thou-
sand dollars, who conspires, combines, agrees or
arranges with any other person, or with any
railway, steamship, steamboat or transportation
company-

(a) to unduly limit the facilities for trans-
porting, producing, manufacturing, supplying,
storing or dealing in any article or commodity
which may be a subject of trade or commerce
or

(b) to restrain or injure trade or commerce in
relation to any such article or commodity ; or

(c) to unduly prevent, limit, or lessen the
manufacture or production of any such article or
ccmmodity, or to unreasonably enhance the price
thereof; or

(d) to unduly prevent or lessen competition ln
the production, manufacture, purchase, barter.
sale, transportation or supply of any such article
or commodity, or in the price of insurance upon
person or property.

2. Nothing in this section shall be construed
to apply to combinations of workmen or em-
ployees for their own reasonable protection as
such workmen or employees.

That was not adopted last year. Why ls It
reinserted here ? I do not object to anY

exception which wIll enable workmen to

protect themselves, but does not this clause
go to the extent of exempting workmen
from the operation of the law by enabling
them to enter Into any combine of any char-
acter, no matter what it may be, to lessen

the manufacture or production of aly article,
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while the employer who furnished the capi-
tal to carry on the business, la punished if
he entera Into a combine to unduly prevent
or lessen the manufacture or production of
goods. The workmen he employa may
enter into a combine to stop the factory
from doing any work at all. This provi-
sion was struck out last year, and I do not
see why it should be put li this year.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I do not think it
was struck out last year.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-It says
so in the note.

a Yankee coming from Chicago. He comes
in here and disturbs the whole business of
the country, and we are legislating to pro-
tect hlm. That la the tendency of our legis-
lation, and every one is afraid to say so,
because it may affect a vote. We may as
well speak honestly.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The difficulty la
that capitallats may combine, and labourera
claim the same right.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman ls quite wrong. This pre-
vents the capitalista from combining, but

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was struck out in exempts worklngmen from the penalties or
1897. It was carried last year. Let me the law If they combine.
call my hon. friend's attention to the words; Hon. Mr. MILLS-Ony te an citent that
they seem to me to put the two clauses on l unreasonable.
an equal footing: 'For their own reasonable
protection.' That 1s a question of fact. It Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
exactly corresponds with the word 'undulyj is a play on words. Are a man's arnings,
in the other section: ' To unduly prevent or that le lias been lab3uring ail his life to
lessen competition.' If men were limiting acquire, to be set at naught by somebody
competition so, as not to exceed the demands else ?
of the market, it seems to me If they were Hon. Mr. POWER-Take the case to which
charged with restrIcting the production, the hon. gentleman has referred-suppoing
that would be a complete answer ln law, 'the men who strike ln Chicago have lu Chii-
that they were not unduly doing so, because a e on
thcy were not reducing it less than sufficient doc lot ollow that the men who are act-
to supply the market. That would be îng ln concert with them ln Toronto and
reasonable. By this clause you ut work-reasonable

men on the same footing when yon say thatsting Ido otfeceatatajr

Hor-n. SIr MAd EZI BOWELL-cea h T atr

ntothing hn this section shaha be construed toh apur nto be disposed to hold that beause
pei ton asonane t o exceed t hede s te original strike was reasonable, the other

ofthe maretsee ptmetifn.' th werwas equally so. i have a hways opposed this
goes beyond what is reasonable it coules sort of legsaonadifteb.gnl-
within the penalties of the law. dotion, the hon. genteme-s rred-suppos
seh wo be could be more detinine thanwe mn wh o strike o u nhisclauset shslu vote ith him.
have been wlth regard to both-uslng ' un-
duly' with regard to one and 'unreason- Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Don t
ably' wth regard to the other. you thik the decision f the jury would

HOn. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELf-ot depend very greaty on the class from'teir own rueasonble prtection . If, p it aswhom the jury was drawna? I move that

geis beyond what leisiraonble paitg coew otoflgsainadith hn ete

a VerY important subjeet. For my o the second subseetion of clause 520 be
part, I an opposed to al those aws Inter- atruck out.
fering wth the reghts of the people other- Hon. Mr. MILLS-That would leave every
wis than to protect employer and employ- combination of workingmen at the Mercy
ed. Lt is being carried to-day to a Vcry Of auiY One who chose to prosecute theru.
dangerous itent, both for the welfare f the
country and the business of the country. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If the

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Both are.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes, I
say both. The whole industries of this
country to-day are at the will and whim of

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Minister of Justice thinks it will have that
effect, I shall not touch it, but I think by
striking out that subsection the clause will
then apply to all persons-capitalists or
workingmen-if they combine at all. You
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make a general law for a general purpose,
and then you make an exception. Now,
strike out the exception and that will place
every one on the same footing. If It does
have that effect I shall not press it, but
that is my impression.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If my hon. friend were
right in his view, and I think he is not,
the clause as it stands goes no further than
what he suggests. We say as to any persoh
engaged in trade that if he arranges with
any person, or any railway, &c., to unduly
limit the facilities for transporting, produc-
ing, &c., any article or commodity, or re-
strains or injures trade or commerce, or
unduly prevents or lessens the production
of such commodity, or unreasonably en-
hances the price, &c., he is liable to a
penalty. All these are punishable if it goes
beyond what is reasonable. Now, the
clause goes further and says that nothing in
this section shall be construed to apply to
combines of workingmen or employees for
their own reasonable protection as such
workingmen and employees.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If it
does not apply to them, why la it necessary
to have it there ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In order to make it
perfectly clear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We passed an Act
some years ago providing reasonable pro-
tection for combinations of workingmen.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
no objection to letting this section stand
for further consideration. My own impres-
sion is that it makes an exception of one
class of people. If so, it should not be in
the Act. All should be treated alike.

The subsection was allowed to stand.

On section 785,
Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to direct the

attention of the Minister of Justice to the
fact that in Nova Scotia the recorders do
not discharge any judicial function, and for
that reason there might be some modiflea-
tion made in the wording of this subsection.
Subsection 2 says :

This section shall apply also to police and st1-
Pendiary magistrates and recordera of cities and
incorporated towns in every other part of Can-
ada.

Recorders in Nova Scotia are not judicial
officers. Prisoners are never brought be-
fore them at all. The minister might con-
sider that. We could amend it to apply to
recorders where recorders exercise judicial
functions, that would remove the objec-
ions.
The subsection was amended by adding:

'Where they exercise judicial functions,
and the section, as amended, was adopted.

On clause 838,
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE DOWELIr-It

seems to me this clause is going a long way.
Subsection (a) of this clause reads :

3. If it appears before any award or order is
made, that any valuable security has been bonâ
fide paid or discharged by any person liable to
the payment thereof, or being a negotiable ins-
trument, bas been bonâ fide taken or received by
transfer or delivery, by any person, for a just
and valuable consideration, without any notice,
or without any reasonable cause to suspect that
the same had, by any indictable offence been
stolen, (or received, or obtained by false pre-
tentes,) or if it appears that the property stolen,
(or received, or obtained) has been transferred
to an innocent purchaser for value, who bas ac-
quired a lawful title thereto, the court or tri-
bunal shall not award or order the restitution of
such security or property.

A bond or note held by a person might be
stolen from his safe without the knowledge
of the legal owner, and sold to an innocent
party. The owner would not be likely to
look at his notes or bonds every day. He
generally looks at them when they become
due, and then he finds they have been stolen
and transferred to an innocent party. The
man who stole them may be out of the way,
and it may be impossible to punish him. I
do not know how far that is the law, but
it seems to me to go a long way towards
depriving an innocent holder of property
of his rights. If one gives a note, for in-
stance, and it was stolen, a party knowing
the maker might go to another party and
say, ' I have a note against a certain person,'
and he sells it to the party, cannot the owner
claim it ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I have always under-
etood that it is a well settled principle of

law that a man can always caim his OWnL

property wherever he finds IL Supposing

a horse is stolen, can it not be recovered at

any time upon proving property ? I think

this Is a most extraordlnarY provision.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It ls a new doctrine in
this country though, it has prevailed to some
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extent in England, but the principle always
prevailed In Canada caveat emptor-let the
purchaser beware. He must be careful.
That la the only safe principle.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Take the two subsec-
tions with which this clause proposes to
deal. The first subsection of section 838 of
the Criminai Code reads:

If any person guilty of any indictable of-
fence in stealing, or knowingly received any
property, is indicted for such offence by or on
behalf of the owner of the property or his exe-
cutor or administrator, and convicted thereof,
or is tried before a judge or justice for such of-
fence under any of the foregoing provisions and
convicted thereof, the property shall be restored
to the owner or his representative.
That is the law as it stands to-day. What
are t!he changes proposed to be made ? The
clause in this Bill reads :

If any person who is (charged with) an in-
dictable offence in stealing, or knowingly re-
celving, (or obtaining by false pretenses), any
property, !s indicted for such offence, by or on
behalf of the owner of the property, or his exe-
cutor or administrator, and convicted thereof, or
is tried before a judge or justice for such offence
under any of the foregoing provisions and con-
victed thereof, the property shall be restored to
the owner or his representative.
There is really no substantial change ln the
first subsection. Take the third subsection.
Subsection 3 in the Criminal Code reads as
follows :

If it appears before any award or order 1s
made that any valuable security has been bon&
fide paid or discharged by any person liable to
the payment thereof, or being a negotiable Ins-
trument has been bonâ fide taken or received by
transfer or delivery by any person for a just
and valuable consideration, without notice or
without any reasonable cause to suspect that the
sane had, by any indictable offence, been stolen,
or if it appears that the property stolen has been
transferred to an Innocent purchaser for value
who has acquired a lawful title thereto, the
court or tribunal shall not award or order the
restitution of such security or property.
So that the law which we have been told is
In force, caveat emptor, bas not been ln
force since the Oriminal Code was adopted.
What change has been made ? I think the
world moves, and we are not where we were
50 years ago. It simply adds ' Or received
or obtained by false pretenses.' Then it is
dealt with In the same way as If It had been
stolen. The principle ls the same.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am sure my hon.
friend 1s mistaken. They are transferred
on delivery, and I have not to Inquire how
a man came by the possession of a note he
offers for sale, unless It can be shown I
ought to have suspected It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The first part of
subsection 3 la according to the law of the
country, but the latter part of it seeme
strange.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think if public atten-
tion la called to it, It will not remain on the
statute-book.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It le simply putting
articles obtained by false pretenses ln the
same category as stolen property.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
this speaks of negotiable instruments.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-And It la but
just that the party should not pay it the
second time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
quite evident that those hon. gentlemen who
are learned in the law do not know the full
meaning of the amendaient, that being the
case, it is not surprising that a lay mind
should be muddled. It seems to me this
goes a long way towards deprIvIng a man
of bis property.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. frlend will see
there is really no extension of the law.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Then why change the
law ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Here are two parties,
and one or the other must suffer ; and the
law says that the party out of whose pos-
session the article was taken Is the party
who shall sufer the loss ; that la If there
la carelessness to be attributed to elther of
the parties on whom the 1ass must fall. In
what way does the section propose to alter
the law ? The clause says :

Or without any reasonable cause to suspect
that the same had without any Indictable offence
been stolen, or recelved or obtained by false pre-
tenses.
Supposing a man goes to the holder of pro-
perty and by false pretenses obtains posses-
sion of It. He received It from him. He
gives bis consent, but he does so In conse-
quence of a misstatement that was made to
him, and he goes with that property to an-
other Innocent party and parts with It for
valuable consideration. Which of the two
ought to suffer-the man who parted with
the property on a misrepresentation, or the
man who in good faith pald value for It ?
In this respect It is simply bringing the Act
with regard to that offence Into harmony
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with what the law at present le wlth regard
to other cases of a like kind.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-Would
that apply to stolen property ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If a
man steals your horse and selle it to me, I
understand that the owner can claim it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not under this section.
If there is a strong feeling against this
clause I would allow It to be stricken out.
But all the objections whlch have been
urged to it apply to the present law. Some
one must suffer and the question ia who is
to suffer.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
perty le stolen from me,
wherever I find It ?

BOWELL-If pro-
can I not claim it

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Supposing a thief
steals a valuable picture from my house and
afterwards sells it to the Minister of Justice.
I know the picture qulte well, and will I
not be able to claim it ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Under this a thief
could give good title to property he had
stolen.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think we had better
strike it out.

The clause was struck out.

On section 801.
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I wlsh to add clause 2:
This clause shall not apply to police magie-

trates, stipendiary magistrates or recorders.
There has been a controversy between the
clerks of the peace and stipendiary magis-
trates as to who should make returna, and
Col. Denison has called my attention to it.
He has to try several thousands of cases
every year, and It would be an enormous
undertaking to make a return of proceed-
Ings and convictions ln his court to the clerk
of the peace. I thought on the whole that
the Information with regard to the record of
Convietons could be had from the police
magistrate the same as from the clerk of
the peace.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Does
this affect the returns made by ail magin-
trates during the year or every quarter ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It excepta them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
now make these returne and they are pub-
lished or should be published every year.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

On section 332,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In some places there
are great complaints of stealing domestie
fowls. Persons raising them for the market
find them frequently stolen. The question
is whether twenty-five dollars le not too
high a figure. It le found that the present
law Is not a deterrent.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-What ls the
object of sending such cases to a jury ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Because under the pre-
sent law the chances of conviction are not
very great, and the chances of profit are ;
so, pereons go into the business of etealing
chickens over a whole neighbourhood and
carrying them away to market. A mere
summary conviction and one month's impri-
soument la not a sufficient deterrent. I pro-
pose to substitute for clause 332 a clause
whicb will cover such cases.

The substituted clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I had an amendment
put In my hands by the hon. gentleman
from Toronto (Mr. Allan) yesterday to pro-
vide that lnstead of sending boys to peni-
tentiary they should be whipped. The sug-
gestion ls simply this : we have not a per-
fect classification of criminale. Boys are
sometimes-except boys under sixteen years
of age-sent for heinous offences to peni-
tentlary, where they Intermingle with the
old offenders, which le a sort of tralnlng
institution in crime, and it is a question
whether the best thing to do with many a
boy ls not to give him a sound whipping and
send him back to his parents. Perhaps the
suggested amendment le too comprehensive
but I would ask the committee to rise apd
report progress, and we ean conslder the
amendment when we go Into colmittee to-
morrow on the Bill.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the comnlittee,
reported that they had made s0me progreus
with the Bill, and asked leave to sit again
to-morrow.
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BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (52) 'An Act to incorporate the Morris
and Portage Railway Company.'-(Mr.
Power.)

Bill (51) 'An Act to incorporate the Holl-
ness Movement (or Church) in Canada.'-
(Mr. Power.)

Bill (65) 'An Act to incorporate the Que-
bec and New Brunswick Railway Company.'
-(Mr. McKay.)

Bill (25) ' An Act respecting the Brandon
and South-western Railway Company.'-
(Mr. Clemow.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, April 8, 1900.

The Speaker pro tem took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.
Hon. ARTHUR HILL GILLMOR. of St.

George, N.B., appointed vice Hon. J. D.
Lewin, deceased, was introduced and hav-
ing taken the oath of office, took his seat.

SUPPLY OF OILS FOR THE INTERCO-
LONIAL RAILWAY.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate copies of all notices issued by the
Intercolonial Railway since May, 1896, calling
for tenders for the supply of oil for the said
railway, and also copies of all tenders recelved
in reply to said advertisement and contracts
entered into as a resuit of such call for ten-
ders.

2. A return showing the car mileage on the
Intercolontal Rallway for the year ended the
31st day of October, 1899.

3. Also, a return showing the total amount
pald for oll for the Intercolonal Railway for
the year ended the 31st day of October, 1899,
giving the names of the parties ta whom such
payments were made.

He said : This ls a subject upon which I
bave, by means of Inquiries and a previous
motion, elicited a considerable amount of
Information, and the subject of the present

Hon. Mr. VIDAL.

motion la to supplement the information
already obtained and brIng it to the end of
last year. I may state that in May, 1896,
previous to the change of administration,
tenders were Invited for the supply of lu-
bricating and signal oils for the Interco-
lonial Railway, and eight or nine tenders
were received altogether, and ln due course,
after analysis, certificates were received up-
on the sample supplied, and after the
tenders were duly considered, notices were
issued to those that were considered the
lowest and most advantageous offers, and
four parties that had tendered were awarded
contracts under the varlous tenders that
were called for. After the change of
administration, all this was stopped.
Further notices were issued to the par-
ties who had received the notices in the
tirst place, and they were told that con-
tracts would not be proceeded with. In
answer to some of my questions last year,
the Minister of Justice read to the House
a carefully prepared statement, which he
obtained, I have no doubt, from the Rail-
way Department, and which is duly em-
balmed on page 690 of the Debates of this
House for 1899. In that statement I find
that the Minister of Railways stated, for
the Department of Railways, that two
things had happened-that a more favour-
able offer had been received from the Ga-
lena Oil Company, and that an order in
council had been passed lnstructing the
Minister of Railways to notify the parties
to whom contracts had been awarded, or to
whom notice had already been given, that
contracts with them would not be proceed-
ed with. When I made my motion last
year, I called for a copy of this order
in council, and I called also for a copy
of this more favourable offer, or any
other offer, from the Galena 011 Company,
and the answer which is contained in these
returns gives a flat contradiction to the
statement whlch my hon. friend submitted
to the House on the 12th of July last, that
an order In council had been passed author-
lzing the Minister of Railways to re-open
the question, and that a more favourable
offer bad been received.

It is stated ln this return that no order in
council to that effect had ever been passed.
I also moved for this more favourable offer
t!hat W4s spoken of as having been received
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from the Galena Oil Company, and on
which this alleged order in council was
passed, and the subsequent action of the
government taken-I asked that this more
favourable offer might also be brought
down, and the papers submitted to the
House say that there was no other offer
received, so that the statement that was
submitted to this House, that a more
favourable offer had been recelved from the
Galena Oil Company, subsequent to the
tenders in May, Is not correct ; and, fur-
ther, that the action that was then taken
was taken without the authority of any
order in council whatever, notwithstand-
ing It was stated to this House that
an order in council had been passed
authorizing the Minister of Railways
to reopen this matter in the way it was
doue. This transaction is one that will bear
a good deal of investigation. Tenders were
called for and notices were. given to the
general public to come in and offer for the
supply of those oils in May, 1896. Subse-
quent to the general election, and about
the time that the Minister of Railways con-
tested the counties of Queen's and Sunbury,
in August, 1896, a Mr. Lichtewein, repre-
senting what was said to be the Galena Oil
Company, of Toronto, and which turned out
subsequently to be of New York or Pennsyl-
vania, U.S., appeared on the scene and im-
plemented with the government an offer
Which he had made in May previous, when
tenders were called, au offer which com-
Plied with the specifications ln no re-
Spect whatever. It was entirely on a dif-
ferent basis. He created a specification for
hlinself. That specification was that a guar-
antee should be placed ln the contract that
the Intercolonial Railway should be lubric-
ated, during the next coming year for wbich
he was asking to get a contract, at a cost of
ter per cent less than the lubrication of the
Intercolonial Railway had cost under the
old method of contracting for oil That was
the basis of bis proposition, and, without
calling for offers from any other person on
a similar basis,-without giving others en-
gaged in the oil business an opportunity of
making propositions, by a private con-
tract, without any further proposais even
from this Galena 0Il Oompany itseif, as ap-,
pears by the papers, and wltbout an order
in council, the Minister of Railways pro-

ceeded to award a contract to the Galena
011 Company to supply oil on this basis,
guaranteeing to effect a saving of 10 per
cent on the cost of lubricating the Interco-
lonial Railway in the past. Tis contract
was made notwithstanding the samples of
oil that had been sent in accompanying the
proposals in May had been submitted to
Professor Ruttan, of McGill University, a
practilcal chemist, who was called upon to
report upon the oils that it was proposed
to furnish by the different contractors, and
reported against. This Is what Prof. Ruttan
said upon the character of the lubricating
oils offered by the Galena Oil Company :

I find among the oils this year some submit-
ted by the Galena 011 Company of a very unusuai
composition. Lubrication made up of a mixture
of lead soap (the material out of which sticking
plaster is made), fish oil and a light crude petro-
leum. Apart from the value of these oils as
lubricators, I find a great disadvantage in their
use, arising from the tact that the heaviern lead
soap tends to settle out and collect in. the bot-
toçn of the containing vessel, forming a heavy
sediment; hence, unless the ail is used by a
person accustomed to handling it, it would be
unlikely to give constant results.

H. F. RUTTAN,
Professor of Practical Chemistry,

MeGill University.

Notwithstanding this adverse report from
the cheiiist, to whom all these oils had been
submitted, with regard to this particular oil
offered by the Galena 011 Company-not-
withstanding the offer itself did not comply
with the specification calling for tenders,
but proposed to enter Into the contract on
another basis altogether-notwithstanding
that the then management of the Interco-
lonial Railway proceeded to award contracts
for lubricating and sIgnalling oils on the
basis of the specification they had them-
selves lssuad-notwithstanding notices had
gone forth In conformity with all this, we
find, after the change of government took
place, and about the time the Minister of
Railways was contesting the election in the
counties of Sunbury and Queen's for the
House of Commons, this man Lichtewein AP-
peared again on the scene and, In the face of
all that had happened, the notices were call-
ed In-In the face of this chemist's report 011
the quality of the oils proposed to be offered,
the notices were called iu and new oOntratCt
were let without any fresb offers-absolutelY
a private contract was made with tis
Galena Oil Qompa.ny for a specIl Ail or
the Intercolonial lailway, And I find, Crom
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the information submitted in answer to my
motion of last year, that up to the date of
that motion and the return which was sub-
mitted to this House a few days ago, that
no further solicitation of tenders bas taken
place, and that this contract has gone on
from year to year, and that It Is now well
advaneing to the third year of this con-
tract, and no new tenders have been called
for, and the general public have not been
allowed to come in and compete for the
supply of oil. Though started on the
basis of a private contract it has been con-
tinued year after year up to the present time
to this favoured Galena 011 Company of
Pennsylvania, U.S. The motion that I made
called for some Information as to how this
contract had been worked out, and amongst
a nunber of other thIigs the report of thts
analyst was called for. I have read that
part of it whleh relates to the sample of oil
off ered by this company. It calls also, as I
have already said, for these orders ln coun-
Cil on which the Minister of Rallways claim-
ed to be acting when he called In the other
notices and proceeded to award this private
contract, and as I have already told you,
the return says that there was no truth
ln the statement that an order in coun-
cil had been made at ail, and that the
Minister of Railways appeared to have
acted entirely on his own authority. My
motion also called for a return showing the
amount pald to the Galena 011 Company for
lubricating the Intercolonial Railway for
the last two years, and also a statement
showing the cost of lubricating the road
under the previous contract. For a part of
the answer I have to refer to the Senate
Debates of 1899, page 690, when my hon.
friend, the leader of this House, gave this
information In reply to a question of mine:

The total cost of lubricatIng oil used for
locomotives and cars from Navember 1, 1895,
ta October 31, 1896, was $33377.75. This amount
waa for the twelve monthe preceding the com-
mencement of the contract with the Galena 011
Company.

Then the minister proceeds to answer my
question No. 10 and says :

From November 1, 1896, to October ai, 1897,
the oil furnished by the Galena 011 Company for
locomotives and cars cost $43,174.09.
Here was an increase of about thirty-three
per cent in the cost of Iubricating the Inter-
colonial Railway, assuming these figures
a& they appear to be straight answers to my

Hon. Mr. FURGUSON.

question. There la an additional cost of
33 per cent in the cost of lubricating the
Intercolonlal Rallway in the first complete
year after this private contract with the
Galena 011 Company went into effeet, com-
pared with the previous 12 months when
the old contract calling for oil by the gallon
was made and entered into. The figures
are given for another year, the year endIng
November 31, 1898, and here again the cost
was $40,268, which le nearly 20 per cent in
excess of what it had cost to lubricate the
Intercolonial Railway under the old con-
tract This la for two complete years. I
also called for a statement at that time
showing what amount was deducted in or-
der to comply with the 10 per cent
guarantee. Now, what amount was de-
ducted under this 10 per cent part of
the contract ? It does not show by the
statement my hon. friend made to me
that this was a gross amount and that
It was subject to a deduction of 10 per cent
The inference to be drawn was that this
was the amount paid after some deduction
had been made, but from the return whlch
has been laid on the Table of this House,
it appears that atter this question had been
agitated la April, after some discussion at
aUl events had taken place in the press upon
it, or about two years and a half after the
entering into the contract with the Galena
011 Company, the first and only deduction
that had been made fron the grose amount
paid to them was made, although the con-
tract calls for a monthly statement, and for
a complete deduction on the 10 per cent
basis at the end of the year for whlch the
contract was entered Into. Notwithstand-
ing that, It appears by the return that was
brought down, that this business went on
with the Galena 011 Company from the
31st day of October, 1896, to the 8th day of
May, 1899, and that the first deduction was
then made, an amount of $23,067.14. Ques-
tion NO. 9 of my motion called for a state-
ment of amounts deducted, with dates of
such deductions from the accounts of the
Galena Oil Company to cover the guarantee.
in the face of this, we find that from the
31st day of October, 1896, when this con-
tract was entered upon, for two years
and a half that elapsed from that tine, no
deduction was made, and the firt dedue-
tion made according to this return was on

424 [SENATE]



[APRIL 3, 1900] 425

the Sth day of May, 1899, of $23,000. The
answer that was given to my question last
year showed that up to some date which
was not given, but which would be some
time before the answer was given ln this
House, the total amount paid to the Galena
011 Company for lubricating the Intercolo-
nial Railway covering the years 1896-7,
1897-8, 1898-9, or the parts of these years
that had then transpired, was $99,429.41.
I presume that this statement, at any rate,
of this amount in the round sum of $100,000,
was paid for about two years and a
half, perhaps It may have been a little less,
more likely to be a little less than any more,
because the only contract entered into was
entered into on the 31st of October, 1896, and
this return was brought down to the House
in July, 1899, a round sum of about $100,000,
was paid to the Galena 011 Company, and
that was a net sum, after this deduction, of
$23,000 was made. If this be the case-and
that Is the only Inference that can be fairly
and legitimately drawn from the return
whIch I hold ln my hand and which I
examined with a good deal of carefulness-
it certainly shows that the lubrication of
the Intercolonial Railway, instead of costing
10 per cent less than it did under the old
system of awarding the contract by tender,
has cost a good deal more. My motion of
last year, to which this return ls an answer,
called for a statement showing the car
mileage of the Intercolonlal Railway, for
these different years, and here is the
return. For the year ending 31st Oc-
tober, 1896,-this covers the complete
year immediately before the commence-
Ment of this contract with the Galena
011 Company-the car mileage of the Inter-
colonial Railway was 43,120,237 miles ; for
the complete year after this private contract
with the Galena Oil Company the car mile-
age là shown to have been 40,865,186 miles.
It is due, however, to this honourable House
to state that this return only purports to
deal with car mileage, while the contract
with the Galena Oil Company deals with
the locomotive, passenger and feight car
mileage. It is possible, although not very
like'ly, that the locomotive mileage might
harve' been increased ln the year following
the entering into this contraet wlth the
Galena 011 Company, that putting! the loco-
motive and car mileage together, a .oinewhat

different result might occur. .It ls not
possible that It could be much. I do not
think It Is possible that it could disturb the
figures essentially. As It stands now, these
figures show that the cost of lubrication,
taking the first set of figures given by the
Minister of RailwaYs, had increased about
34 per cent, and that there was a decrease
of car mileage of 8 per cent. Then, again,
for the next year there was an lncreased cost
of about 20 per cent, and an Increased car
mileage of about 8 per cent. However, as
far as this goes, until we have a little fur-
ther information, there may be some eva-
sion, as I am sorry to say there often ls In
the returns which this government bring
down. There may be some point that ls
not as fully and clearly answered as it is
necessary to have it before coming to ab-
solute and final conclusions upon the sub-
ject. I desire to make a slight amendment
in my motion. In the third paragraph I
wish to add the words 'net after total' so
that it will be understood that this will be
the amount after the deduction of that 10 per
cent under contract. I also propose to amend
my notice so that the return will include lo-
comotive as well as car mileage. These
papers are only supplementary to what we
have already had. The intention is simply
to bring this information down so as to
complete the last year with which this
House can deal-that la the year endlng
Octoober 31 last. The papers, as I have
said, will not Involve very much trouble.
All we want to get la the locomotive and car
mileage for that year, and also the total
net amount pald for oils and that will be
after any deduction has been made on
account of this 10 per cent part of the con-
tract.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say to the hon.
gentleman who bas made this motion that
I do not object to Its adoption by this
House. I think it is to be regretted, how-
ever, that no one who agrees with him
politically in the House of Com1mon a118
been found to make the motion there, where
the MInister of Rallways is, and where a
full opportunity would be given to him to
explain or to defend any act which may be
called ln question. The hon. gentleman,
however, has, it seems, not communicated
with anybody in the House I Commons,
or sought to have the matter brought for-
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ward where the minister may have an the Senator tram Stadacona and handed ta the
opportunity of entering into a full explana- Clerkof t Housethe said notice reading as

follws:'Wha lathe ameof the present preý-
tion. In the remarks which the hon. gentle- ventive officer for the district of Mantmagny?
man has addressed to this House, ail of What la his salary? How many seizures ba

he effected, since be bas been dang duty, for
which relate ta the expenditure of publie infractions of the customa and excise laws?
money, af which the Hanse of Oommons l How much bas the gavernment realized fre-.

these seizures, either by the sale of the articles
the special guardian, the hon. gentleman confiscated or by fines imposed?
says that the information brought down to 2. That on March 13 this notice regularly ap-
the House by me from the Department of peared in the minutes of Proceedings of the

i Serate, and was thus brought to the knowledge
Railways and Cana:is was inaccurate, that of the members of this House and of the pre-
It did not state correctly the tact, that it sent administration.

3. That on March 15 the Senator from Stada-
was misleading in its character, that it Pro- cona put this question to the representatives In
fessed to have been a contract that would this Chamber of the present administration, but

Icould not obtain from them the answer asked.involve a less expenditure of maney, and 4. That on March 16 the hon. Minister of
that it would involve a larger expenditure of Justice asked for delay for the answer to be

hl i f d b nt+-, , tU UVmoneICy, t at t, prou ess to e a.% c % a
for a better quallty of oil for the purpose!
for which it ls used, and that it ls worse
oil, and whIle it was represented as being'
a public contract, it was not a public con-
tract, but a private contract without any
oportunity of tender by other parties. The.
hon. gentleman stated what the annual cost
was before this arrangement was made, and
what the annual cost bas been since. It is
alao stated that the car mileage ls less now
than it was formerly and that the cost le
proportionately greater. First, because
there ls a larger expenditure of money, and,
second, because here ls a smaller occasion
for that expenditure. I am not going into!
a discussion of this question. I do not know
what the facts are. The bon. gentleman;
bas moved for certain papers and these
papers, I have no doubt, will be brought
down, and when they are before hon. gen-
tlemen there will be a better opportunity
of entering Into an intelligent discussion of
the subject than there le without any other
information than that which the hon. gentle-
man bas himself afforded to the louse. I
do not object to the adoption of the motion
which the hon. gentleman has made.

The motion was agreed to.

PREVENTIVE OFFICER
MAGNY.

AT MONT-

MOTION.

The Order of the Day being called.

By the Hon. Mr. LANDRY :

He will draw the attention of the House to
the following tacts:

1. That on March 12 Inst., notice of an inquiry
from the government ws regularly givea by

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

5. That on March 19 the hon. Minister of
Justice asked for a new delay.

6. That on March 20 the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice gave a partial answer to the question as
put, promising to complete immediately the in-
formation desired.

7. That on March 21 the promised answer was
not yet given.

S. That on March 22 the hon. the Minister
of Justice, instead of giving the promised
answer, announced to the House that he had
just received the information that the answer
was to be sent to him that day at the House,
and that he was waiting for it from one moment
to another.

9. That on March 23 the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice gave anew to the House the partial answer
already given an March 20, and pramised ta
inquire from the Minister of Customs as to
the balance already promised, and which the
day before the minister was still expecting from
one instant to another-

10. That on March 26 the Minister of Justice
was still incapable of giving the promised
answer.

11. That on March 27 the Minister of Jus-
tice declared that he could not yet answer.

12. That on March 28 the Minister of Justice
had not yet been able to obtain the information
asked for by the Senator from Stadacona.

13. That on March 29, the seventeenth day
after the publication of the notice given by the
Senator from Stadacona, the present administra-
tion had not yet been able to find either the
time or the courtesy to answer a question regu-
larly put by a member of this House.

And that be will move:
That the inexplicable and unexplained delays

in giving the answer daily asked for, for seven
days, by a member of this House, constitute,
in the present case, either an unpardonable for-
getfulness or an unjustifiabie negligence, and in
any case a want of courtesy towards this House
which it cannot but condemn.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I want to know if
the hon. minister has any objection to the
adoption of this motion, because if he bas,
we might let it stand.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If Ïhon. gentlemen think
a motion of this sort standing on the Order
paper la beftting the dIgnity of the House
I do not object.
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Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not think that the hon. Minlster of Justice
is taking the proper course. My hon. friend's
question was, is there a preventive officer
of any kind or character at the place indi-
cated in his motion. That is, as I under-
stand, his position. No full answer has been
given to the question which bas been put.
My bon. friend asks a very plain question-
was there a preventive officer at a certain
place in the province of Quebec, and If so
what was his name and how much did he
collect in dues or fines ? My bon. friend
the Minister of Justice answered him three
times, but premised every answer with the
statement. 'The Minister of Lnland Rev-
enue gives me such and such Information.'
I asked, 'What about the customs?' Because
the Customs Department have preventive
offcers as well as the Department of In-
land Revenue, and I think ail the diffleulty
might have been overcome if my bon. friend
had said, 'I have no return from the
Customs, but will ask for lt and give you
the information,' or stated that there Is no
sucli otticer there. I make this statement
simply because of the remarks made by
my bon. friend In reference to the motion
which he bas put upon the paper. The bon.
gentleman will excuse me if I say that a
straight forward answer, yes or no, to all
these questions would avold a deal of trou-
ble. I do not desire to dictate to him, but
it seems to me we would get rid of a great
deal of difficulty if he adopted that course.

lion. Mr. MILLS-I did not cal for the
bon. gentleman's advice, and I claim that
I have adopted a straightforward course.
The censure implied in his observation is a
censure that nothing I have done renders
proper on this occasion. Now, what are the
facts inu this matter ? The hon. member for
Stadacona had put a question on the paper.
I answered that question as far as the an-
swer was put in my bands. I did not look
through the whole question when It came
before me here, nor did I notice the first
time I gave an answer to it, that there was
an allusion to the Customs Department at
all. The fact la, the question la not In pro-
per form.

lon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
It la.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A question relating to
two distinct departments ought to have been
put in at least two propositions, not ail mixed
up In one question. What are the facts ? I
said, looking at the beginning of the ques-
tion which the hon. gentleman put, what la
the name of the present preventive *officer
for the district of Montmagny, &c. The in-
quiries of the bon. gentleman at the be-
ginning, at all events, related to a matter of
the Department of Inland Revenue. I ob-
tained that answer for the bon. gentleman.
Now, he did not drop from his question
what was answered. I answered hlm so far
as the Department of Inland Revenue was
concerned, yet the bon. gentleman put the
question, not retaining merely the Influiry
relating to the Oustoms Department and
putting it In as a distinct question, but re-
peated the question which was already an-
swered, and not having a very great deal
of time at my disposal beyond what la ac-
tually required for the discharge of public
business, I sent the question again to the
proper department-as I took it, the proper
departient, and the department which the
hon. gentleman mentioned in his question
and I got back the second time precisely the
same answer from the Inland Revenue De-
partment that I had got before. Then the
lion. gentleman put his question again, and
when my attention was specially called to
the fact that information was required from
the Department of Customs, I sent to that
department and obtained the answer, and I
have had the answer In my desk for some
days, but the bon. gentleman has not been
here. There ls no question put on the paper
to-day, but a long statement of facts point-
ing out that he had put a question and that
this question had been put several times
already. If the hon. gentleman had dropped
that portion of this lnquiry whlch was
wbolly distinct from his question, the other
would have stood, aind there would have
been no diffieulty in obtaining the answer
because, on glancing at the question, I
would have seen precisely what the hon.
gentleman desired. But that was not what
my bon. friend did. Now, I may say th4s
Is the answer whlch I received from the De-
partment of Customs : Mr. Louis oron is the

active preventive officer Of Oustoms at
Montmagny. His salary ls at the rate Of
$50 per annum. AccordIng to the records of
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the Customs Department, no Customs seiz-
ures have been made by Mr. Dion. I may
say that Immediately before this came up,
the hon. gentleman told me he possessed this
information-he sald he knew who the offi-
cer was, and therefore he was asking me
for information of which he was already in
possession.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The explanations giv-
en by the Minister of Justice would lead
one to believe that there was a kind of mis-
understanding between us.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No misunderstanding at
all.

Hoh. Mr. LANDRY-And that all the
fault must rest on my shoulders. If the hon.
Minister of Justice instead of, as he said,
only glancing at the question, had read it,
I do not see how he could have made the
replies he bas made. What was the In-
quiry ? The name of the present preventive
officer for the district of Montmagny. It does
not say the present preventive officer is one
employed by the Inland Revenue or the Cus-
toms Department. So far, the hon. gentle-
man could not make a distinction. The In-
quiry goes further. What is his salary ?
There is nothing in that to show that it la
more connected wlth the Inland Revenue
than with the Customs. 'How many seiz-
ures has he effected, since he has been
dolng duty, for infractions of the Customs
and Excise laws ? The bon. gentleman was
faced with these two laws, Customs and
Excise laws. With a genial inspiration he
left the Cistoms aside and stuck to the
Excise laws. Why ? Because the Excise
came in second ? I do not see what jus-
tilfied the lion. minister to take the last in
preference to the first one. After all, when he
gave me that answer-when he knew that the
information I asked for came from the Cus-
toms Department, he promised me he would
give It and that promise he has not kept.
He was walting for It every moment. He
had a letter from the department telling
him they were sending hlm the answer, but
I never got it. He now says 'the hon. gentle-
man gave me the name of the party, and why
does he ask for it ? I wanted official Inform-
ation, and I also wanted the salary, and the
work this officiai did during the year. That
was the information I required, so the hon.
gentleman wIll see that I am not so culpable

,Hon. Mr. MIMLS.

as he supposes I am. If anything wrong has
been done, It is on his side and not on mine.
That is the only explanation I have to give
the hon. gentleman in answer to the few
remarks he has made. As the hon. minister
has given the information I asked for, I may
be allowed, with the permission of this
House, to have this notice also dropped.
At all events, It has given me the result I
wamted to arrive at.

The motion was dropped.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-I want
to take exception to the remark of the Min-
ister of Justice, that because a man had In-
formation In his possession he ought not to
ask the question In the House. A man niay
do so because it Is the ouly opportunlty he
has to bring the facts before the public. I
do not hesitate to say that I know most of
the facts In connection with a motion in my
name on the paper. I intend to speak to the
motion and afterwards withdraw it, because
the Information Is already before the coun-
try. It has never been recognized as a prin-
ciple that because a member knows a tact
·he should not ask a question about it. If
the answer the minister has given to-day
had been given on the two or three occa-
sions when the question was asked, the
matter would have been dropped. The
opposition have good cause to complain
of the answers given to their questions, and
also of the incomplete returns which have
,been brought down to the House. We have
a just right to complain of the aetion of the
government in these two particulars. As I
said before, and I say it with all humility,
T desire to help the hon. gentleman rather
than find fault, but every time a suggestion
Is made he takes it as a refdection on his
knowledge and ability to conduct the affairs
of the House. I shall take precious good
care to make none in future, because the
lion. gentleman knows it ail, and can get on
very well without help.

BILLS INTRODUCED.
Bill (67) 'An Act respecting the Banque

Jacques-Cartier, and to change its name to
La Banque Provinciale du Canada.'-(Hon.
Mr. MeMillan.)

Bill (72) 'An Act respecting the Merchant's
Bank of Halifax, and to change its name to
the Royal Bank of Canada.'-(Hon. Mr.
Power.)
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CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole, consideration of Bill (K) ' An Aot
further to amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I propose askingr the

was some provision in the Act respecting
Trade Unions which protected sufficiently
the persons who are supposed to be protec-
ted by the second subelause of this clause.
I shall read to the House the two sections
of the Trades Union Act which I think do
protect those associations. The second
clause of the Act says :

committee to reconsider section 838. The ln this Act, unleas the context otherwise re-commtteewih see onezamnaton, hatquires, the expression ' trade union,' meanu uuch
committeecombination, whether temporary or permanent,
present time, except as to ' received or ob- for reguiating the relations between workmea

Jection and maisters, or for impoaing restrictive condi-
jections are based on a misapprehension. tions on the conduct of any trade or business,
Hon. gentlemen will see it is the law at the as wouid, but for this Act, have been deemed

presnt urn, ecep asto reclve orûb-to be an unlawfui combination by reason ofpresent time, except as to 'recevedts purposes being n re-
tained by false pretenses.' It is a weil straint of trade.
settled rule that the property ln negotiable That Io a sort of Introductory section.
securities passes by actual delivery, and if Section 22 of the Act reads as tollows:
the security is presented to the man, liable 22. The purposes of any trade union shah not,
for the amount, and he pays it in good by reason mereiy that they are ln restraInt of
faith, he is discharged, although the party trade, be deemed to be unlaw!ui, 80 as to render

fromwho theproertywasreceve4 ma any member of such trade union liable to crimi-from whom the property was recevedprosecuton for conpiracy or otherwse, or
have come improperly ln possession of It so as to render void or vodable anY agreement
You could not deal ln securities if the party o
had in every case to institute inquiry and an- It seems to me that section amply pro-
certain whether the man who proposes to' tects the trades unions-l fact, doe it
transfer a negotiable security had come just as !nhly as the second subclause ln thls
legally in possession of It clause, and thls subelause ls therefore un-

necessary ?
Hon. Mr. MILLER-Does it apply only to

securities? Hon. Mr. MILLS-This does nothing more
than protect the rIghts o! trades unions as

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. The property ln the statute whieh my hon. friend has
May have gone into the possession Of the rend, so that It may be regarded merely as
holder with the consent of the party who a matter Of abundant caution that it uhould
properly held it, and If it is good against be Included. I move that this subseon 2,
hlm in case it were stolen, it ought to be 0f section 520, be adopted. This enactment
still better if he bas given his consent to it, la subsequent ln Point o! time to the mea-
even if that consent has been obtained in an sure, and might be held to be a repea of
Improper way, or by fraudulent means. I i provisions o the other.
think hon. gentlemen will see that the pro-
Posed amendments are simply supplemen- McKÂY-Take the sense of the
tary to and embracing a class of cases with committee on It
Which the law already deals. This being so, The committee dlvIded on the motion
I ask that thls clause stand part of the Bill. whih was rejeeted. Contenta, 9; non-
We are only dealing with the criminal side, contents, 11.
leaving the civil remedies untouched. I Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Ha the miister
mnove that section 838 be restored to the BilL taken any notice of parties purchaing stock
This does not apply to goods, but only to that han been stolen? I knew a case l8,st
ecurities and negotable Instruments. mat et r f msng sf articles o!

The motion was agreed to.

On section 520.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It may be remembered
that when we were in committee yesterday
on this section 520, I said I thought there

yer w c; arge q

silver and gold were sold at a small price
to certain parties, so much s0 that it was
a subject of remonstrance by the judge. I
want to know if it is not possible to provide

against sudh practices so that the public

may be protected. I have no doubt that
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these people are induced to commit these
acts knowing that they can sell the property
at a reduced price. There ls also the same
trouble with the second hand stores. I con-
sider they are a nuisance in the community,
and I belleve that their system is worse than
petty larceny. The Minister of Justice
might embody in this Bill something to pre-
vent this work which bas been going on for
years. Parties steal goods and take them
to a second hand dealer, and a buffalo robe
worth $25, is sold for $2. It is a great evil
in this city. People are induced to purloin
these things, and take them to these stores
and sel theni for a mere trifie. If it were
not for these stores, I do not believe there
would be one half of this petty larceny that
prevails.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think the law ade-
quately provides for that, because the re-
ceivers of itolen goods are responsibIe.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW--The judge at the
court here last year said that tiere was no
provision. It was a case where a man
bougiht jewellery at a low price, and the
judge commented on the tact that he could
not be punished.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I observe that the
bon. gentleman from Toronto bas placed
the following notice on the Order paper :

That when the House is again la Committee
of the Whole on (Bill K) *An Act further to
amend the Criminal Code, 1892,' he will move
the following amendment:

' Where a child or young person, being a male,
is convicted either on indictment or summarlly,
of any offence other than homicide, the court
may, In lieu of sentencing him to penal servi-
tude or imprisonment, or instead of committing
him to prison for non-payment of any fine, costs
or damages, adjudge that he be privately whipped
with a birch rod, and thereupon he shall be
whipped accordingly by a constable in the pre-
sence of an irspector or other officer of police
of higher rank than a constable, and also, if the
parent or guardian desires to be present, of that
parent or guardian.

' The number of strokes shall not exceed (a)
ln the case of a child, six; (b) ln the case of
a boy who appears to the court the age of
fourteen, twelve; and (c) In any other case,
eighteen.

' This section shall not derogate from any
Gther statutory power to inflict whipping as a
punishment.'

The reason I refer to that ls that I think
It would be well to add that this whipping
shall take place In the presence of the jiil
surgeon or a medical officer.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I have no objection.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We would have to con-
fine It to summary convictions. We eau
taie up the clause to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I think it is unfortun-
ate that this matter should be postponed
till to-morrow. We have a thin House to-
day, and the probability is that there will
be fewer members present to-morrow, be-
cause an adjourmnent is anticipated. I wish
to express my vlews on this clause, because
I am entirely opposed to It. It Ts an extra-
ordinary thing to entrust to a public offi-
cial the beating of a child of six years of
age. It must be done wi1th a birch rod,
which may be an inch thick. I am sur-
prised at a proposition of this kind. If the
officer was the hon. gentlemán who pro-
posed this amendment, I would not object to
it for a moment. because I know he is full
of the mk oft human kindness, but I do flot
wish it to be put in the hands of any cons-
table to take a birch rod and beat a child
six years old. We had better drop the
whole clause. There are other means to cor-
rect children.

Hon. Mr. POWER--The lion. gentleman
slightly misapprehends the intention of the
clause. The number of strokes in the case
of a child shall not exceed six, and in the
case of a boy who appears to the court the
age of 14, twelve strokes, and in any other
case eighteen strokes. I agree with the hon.
gentleman from Glengarry that the whip-
ping should take place in the presence of
the jail surgeon. or some other medical man,
but I doubt the desirability of baving the
parents present. Either the feelings of the
parents will be very much harrowed up, or
the constable who is administering the birch
rod in the presence of the parents will not
lay it on as energetically as if the parents
were not there, and I think if a boy of four-
teen, fitteen or sixteen commits a serlous
offence, he should get an honest whipping.

Hon. Mr. ALLAIN-n reply to what the
hon. gentleman from Murray Harbour (Hon.
Mr. Prowse) has stated, I may say that this
suggestion was made to me by a gentleman
who lias had a very great deal of expe-
rience, more than any other man in Ontario,
I think, with juvenile offenders. He is now,
and bas for some time, been the superinten-
dent of the home for destitute chlldren, and
bas had great experience in dealing with
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juvenile offenders. His firm conviction,
from his experience, is that where lor small
off ences these boys are sent for a few days
to jail, not only does it not do them any
good, but they for the time are heroes in the
eyes of their boy companions. They think
it ls a grand thing to be sent to jail, and it
does not deter them from repeating their
wrongdoing ; whereas there Is no particular
heroism in having a whlpping, and he was
satisfied it would do more to deter them.
from such practices than any other course
which would be taken. I should also like
to see this whipping surrounded with such
safeguards that it would be certain that no
undue severity would be exercised, and I
am satisfied that It would be a wise course
to adopt.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)
an age limit to the flogging ?

Is there

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It occurs to me-and I
can submit it for the consideration of the
House-that the offenders would come under
the Sumrmary Convictions Act, or Juvenile
Offenders Act, and might be dealt with an
provided in this clause, and, as my hon.
friend has suggested, that boys under four-
teen years of age shall receive se many
lashes. I do net think it would do to say
that it should be done in the presence of the
jail surgeon, because that might necessitate
taking the boy away to the county town,
but it should be done in the presence of
Some surgeon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
the hon. minister aceept that clause ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I accept it as a por-
tion of the Bill for the consideration of the
House. I have had no opportunity to dis-
cuss it with my colleagues. It is adopted
as far as this House is concerned.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-I thlnk a great
deal of care should be exercised, and plenty
Of time sbould be taken to consider a mea-
sure of this kind. The idea of leaving it in
the power of any man, in the case of a
child six years old, to use a birch rod and
to lay it on just as he likes le te my mind
as9tonishing. How do you govern that ? It
!S quite proper that thé wording of the
clause relating to the punishment should be
more carefully considered by the Minlster

of Justice. The idea of a boy five or six
years old being laid under the lash of some
man, perhaps of a tyrannous disposition,
perhaps of a cruel disposition, and to say
that he can lay it on just as he pleases is
unreasonable. If I were a parent and saw
a man flogging my child of six years with
the birch, I would have no hesitation in
sending a bullet through his leart. There-
fore, I think the greatest possible care
should be taken in the wording of a sen-
tence of this kind. I know that every one
concerned ln this legislation bas only one
idea in his mind, that of kindness and good-
ness, but they may be mistaken. I think
this clause is not proper. Punish the boy
by some other means, but do not leave it ln
the power of any man to say he wll lay on
the lash heavy or light, elther above or
below the belt. Do not give that option to
any one living over another man's child.

Hon. M. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported progress and asked leave to ait
again to-morrow.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (O) 'An Act respecting the Western
Alberta Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Perley in absence of Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (52) 'An Act to incorporate the Morris
and Portage Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Power.)

Bill (25) 'An Act respecting the Brandon
and South-western Railway Company.'-
(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

HOLINESS MOVEMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. POWER, moved the second
reading of Bill (51) 'An Ac't to Incorporate
the Holiness Movement Church in Canada.'
He said : I made a slight mistake with
respect to this Bill. I mlstook it for another
one. It has been pushed along se far, and
some one interested in the Holiness Move-
ment might now take charge of it.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I pro-
mised te take charge for the hon. member
from Calgary, who la absent, and I move
the second reading.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I wish to call the at-
tention of hon. gentlemen to two clauses of
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this Bill, not with a view of objectIng to
the second reading, but to invite the con-
sideration of the committee to some of its
provisions. Clause five reads :

5. The movement may, from time to time,
acquire and receive conveyances of such lands,
moneys, mortgages and securities or other pro-
perty as may be required for the purpose of
chapels, colleges, schools or other educational
purposes connected with the movement, or for
the purpose of a conference hall, or for the
purpose of printing and publishlng bouses in
ecnnection with the movement and carrying on
the business of such printing and publishing
houses, and for the purposes of endowing and
supporting such chapels, colleges and schools and
such printing and publishing bouses and any
book depository in connection therewith; and
may also receive the benefit of any gift or
devise by will or otherwise in its corporate name
for the uses and purposes of the movement:
Provided, that the annual value of real estate
which the movement may possess in any one
municipality shall not exceed the sum of ten
thousand dollars; and provided also that the
movement shall, within seven years after its
acquisition of any real estate, dispose of and
alienate so much of the said real estate as le
not required for the use and occupation of the
movement.

We might deal with a question of that
sort in the North-west Territories, or in the
Yukon district, but the question of property
and civil rights being under the jurisdiction
of the provinces, al we could do at furthest
would ibe to confer a capacity upon the
parties to receive it, and to confer such a
capacity would be, to some extent, contrary
to the provisions of mortmain, which, so far
as the province of Ontario is concerned, and
I think in the other provinces bas been
recognized. Clause 7 reads :

7. All conveyances and instruments of the
movement shall be executed by affixing the cor-
porate seal of the movement and the signatures
of the bishop and secretary for the time being
of the movement.

How conveyances can be made, except
within the territories under our jurisdiction,
each province may say for Itself. We have,
for instance, jurisdiction over the railways

pose the organization will get very much
property to look into in any case.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In all
cases of this kind, where corporations, and
particularly churches, are given the right
to acquire property by bequest and other-
wise, they are limited to a certain amount,
and if not lmited to a certain amount, the
bequest must be made a certain time prior
to the death of the testator. Al that must
be taken into consideration. The principle
was thoroughly discussed, I remember, a
number of years ago, when it had been
abused to a very great extent ; hence the
law stepped ln to prevent people, on their
deathbeds, from being improperly influenced
in any way towards giving their property
for churches, educational purposes, or any-
thing else. There is another point that
should be well looked into, as to whether
we have the power, and if we have, the
powers should be restricted as much as
possible.

The motion was agreed to,
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned.

and the Bill

THE SENATE.

Ottatoa, Wednesday, Aprit 4, 1900.

The Speaker pro tem took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (L) 'An Act respecting the Ontario
and Rainy River Railway Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. Ba'ker).

Bill (45) 'An Act respecting the Pontiac
extending beyond the boundaries of a prov- i Pacifie Junction iailway Company.'-(Hon.
ince, but we cannot say how the convey Mr. Clemow.)
ances shall be made. Each province deter- Bil (43) 'An Act respectlng the Port
mines how property shall be transmitted or Dover, Brantford, Berlin and Goderich Rail-
conveyed and what the ceremony or form way Company.'--(Hon. Mr. Merner.)
of the Instrument shall be. Ig TENDERS FOR TGNISH BREAK-
the attention of the Senate and the atten-
tion of +ha commIttee thrngh the Senate to WATER.

these clauses.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The com.

mittee will look into all those questions
when it comes before them. I do not sup-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired:
1. Were tenders invited in 1898 or 1899, for

building a brast-work running south along the
beach from Tignish, P.E.I. ?
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2. If so, what are the names of the contract-
ors ?

3. What was the cost of the work. and was it
built under government inspection ?

4. If no tenders were called for, who did the
work, and the amount paid therefor ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The answers are:
1. Tenders were invited in October, 1898.
2. Contract was aw.arded to John Burns for
$6,770. in November, 1898. Mr. Burns as-
signed his contract to Myrick & Co., and a
new contract was entered into, dated 7th
Mareh. 1899, with the latter. 3. Work cost
$6,770. Jas. Christopher, inspector. 4. As
above.

REPAIRS TO NORTH CAPE LIGHT-
HOUSE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired:

1. What was the nature, extent and cost of
repairs to the keeper's cottage at North Cape
lighthouse, P.E.I., during the year 1899 ?

2. What are the dimensions of said cottage ?
3. What were the names of men employed,

stating rate per diem of wages paid and the
total amount paid each man, including horse-
hire ?

4. Names of parties supplying material, with
the quantity and kind, and the total amount
paid each man for same ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The repairs were:
1. Raising of the foundation ; new sils;
new windows ; laylng new floor; repairing
plastering ; reshingling the roof; painting
and glazing, and generally making repairs
required to put the building in good order.-
Cost, $204.18. 2. The dimensions of the cot-
tage are 30 ft. by 14 ft., with kitchen at-
tached of 14 ft. by 12 ft. 3. D. Martin,
$2.00, $35,00 ; P. Peters, $1.50, $19.50 ; F.
Richard, $1.50, $19.50 ; John Barnard, $1.50,
$34.50; J. McBeth, $2.50, $18.75 ; J. Bar-
-nard, truckage, $12.00. 4. Schurman, Clark
& Lefurgey-5 windows, $11.25 ; 100 bricks,
$1; 1,300 f t. spruce, $18.20; 100 ft. 7 in.
base $1 ; 10 M. shingles, $23.00 ; 3 brls. hair,
$1.20 ; 5 bundles lath, 90c. ; freight. $6.38.-
$62.93.

John Barnard-1 sill, 50c. ; 50 f t. 3 in.
plank, $1.50-$2.00.

J. H. Myrick & Co.-300 ft. boards, $2.40;
nails, $4.71 ; spikes, 15c. ; screws, 40c. ; I
roll tar paper, 45c. ; 1 cask lime, $1.75 ;
chalk and chalk lnes, 10c. ; hinges, 58c. ;
151 Ibs. zinc, $1.55 ; 2 hasks lines. $3.50 ; 2
hasps, 24c. ; 1 gall. paint oil, 65c. ; 1 gall.
turpentine, 20c. ; 12 lbs. white lead, 90C. ;
20 panes, $1.00 ; 11j Ibs. putty, 35c. ; 1 brush,
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16c. ; 2 thump hatches, 14c. ; 3 hooks, 9c.-
$19.32.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (82) ' An Act to incorporate the Crown
Life Insurance Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.)

SAN JOSE SCALE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (126) 'An Act to
amend the San José Scale Act.'

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of the Bill. He said : It will be wlrhin
the menory of the House that a year or two
ago we passed an Act prohibiting the import-
ation of nursery stock from the United
States in consequence of the San José Scale.
It was supposed that United States stock
was affected by it. There was a strong pro-
test by the nursery men, and others affected
by the Bill, against the absolute exclusion.
Various suggestions were made, that by
fumigating, the effect of the scale might be
reduced, or perhaps absolutely removed.
However, the Minister of Agriculture,
thought it was wiser, until further inquiries
could be made. that the stock should be ex-
cluded altogether. It has been a serlous loss
to very many people who are relying upon
United States nursery stock, and it is pro-
posed now to modify the law to a limited
extent. The Bill is comprised of one clause,
which reads as follows :

Notwithstanding anything in 'The San José
Scale Act,' chapter 23 of the statutes of 1898,
the Governor ln Council may name certain ports
of entry at which the importation niay be per-
mitted of any trees, shrubs, plants, vines, grafts,
cuttings or buds, commonly called nursery
stock, from any country or place which the said
Act applies, provided that such nursery stock
has been properly fumigated with hydrocyanic
acid gas.

The proposal, as submitted to the House
of Commons last night, was that the Gov-
ernor in Council should name one port ln
each province. and In Ontarlo two ports, at
which the nursery stock could be inmported.
The most convenient ports, of course, would

be selected, and inspectors would be named
who would be furnished with the necessary
gas in order to see that the proper fumiga-
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tion took place, and if there was any ap-
peara.nce of the San José seale. it should
be absolutely removed. This Bill passed
through its third reading last night in the
House of Commons, and His Excellency in-
tends to come down this afternoon at five
o'clock to give his assent to this Bill and
the Bill for the expenses of the South
Africa contingent. I therefore ask the
House to allow the rules to be suspended, so
that the Bill can be passed to-day. This
suspends the Act, practicaly, to a limited
extent.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-United States nursery
stock is admitted subject to fumigation ?

Hon. Mr.
limiting the
the country
fumigation.

SCOTT-Yes ; the object of
importaltion to certain ports of
is on account of the cost of

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think the Bill
Is all right. The legislation of two years
ago was passed under some misconception
as to the nature of this pest, a very serions
one certainly, but not at all so serious as
we thought it was at that time. It has since
been demonstrated that the pest was in
Canada before that time, and that It does
not sweep orchards down before it with the
rapidity that many believed It did at that
time, and the Act a few years ago, though
well meant at the time, proved a detriment
to the fruit interest as interfering with the
introduction of good nursery stock from the
United States. To the extent it is proposed
to go with this Bill. no harm whatever can
arise, and it will enable nursery people to
replenish their stock from the United States
under conditions that will be perfectly safe
to the fruit interests of the country. There-
fore, I snpport the Bill.

The Bill was read the second and third
times and passed under a suspension of the
rules.

CANADA LOAN AND INVESTMENT
COMPANY'S BILL.

FIRST READING.

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (76) 'An Aet to
incorporate the Canada Loan and Invest-
ment Company.'

The Bill was read the first time.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved that the Bill
be read the second time on Thursday next.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I have been spoken
to by some members who take an interest
in this Bill, and who consider there are
unwise provisions in it which they wish to
oppose. When the measure comes up, if
the gentlemen interesteld in it are not here,
I presume my hon. friend wIll allow it to
stand over until they are here ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Certainly.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved:
When the Senate adjourns to-day, it stand

adjourned until Weinesday, the 18th day of
April Instant, at three o'clock in the afternoon.

He said: If hon. gentlemen desire a longer
adjournment, I am in the hands of the
louse.

Several Hon. GENTLEMEN-The 24th!

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The House of Com-
mons Is going to adjourn before Easter,
until the following Tuesday. In that case,
for a full week they will be doing nothing,
so we may as well adjourn until the 24th.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-There ls only one ob-
jection that presents itself to my mind as
to whether the adjournment should be till
the 24th. We are not likely, from all we
can gather, to have much business before
us for two or three weeks. There is a
debate on in the House of Commons now
that will probably occupy a fortnight, and
we are not going to have any business from
that House within three weeks ; but there
is one thing the Senate should keep in
view, and it is an important matter. We
are entrusted here with the investigation of
divorce cases, and It Is necessary that these
cases should go to the House of Commons
in time to get through that House before
the end of the session. An adjournment
might delay those cases, and we should be
sure that this adjournment will not create
such a delay as would jeopardize the pas-
sage of these Bills in the House of Com-
mons. The procedure for divorce Is fu-
dicial and requires a great deal of atten-
tion in this House, and It would be a great
disappoIntment to those Interested, If after
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having gone through all the practical work
involved they should get to the other House
too late to be passed there. This is the only
objection I see to a long adjournment, and
if the gentlemen who are members of the
Committee on Divorce think there is no
danger to be apprehended such as I have
mentioned, I have no objection to the long
adjournment.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-There are two Bills
now walting for the second readlng, one
on the fifth and the other on the eleventh
of April. There is another which bas not
yet had Its first reading. It depends on
whether the session is to be long or not,
whether the adjournment will interfere witil
it. I hope when we do meet again measures
will be brought down to this House in order
that we may have time to consider all the
legislation proposed for our consideration.
Hitherto we have not been treated properly
in that respect, and I hope It wlll not occur
again in the future. I do not oppose this
adjournment. It would not be seemly for
me to do so, living at the Capital. I merely
bring the matter before the House, in order
that the business may be attended to pro-
perly. I trust after the adjournment the
government wIll have their measures ready
for our consideration. As far as the Divorce
Bills are concerned, it would be a great mis-
fortune to the petitioners if, after their
expenditure of time and money, they should
have their Bills postponed until another
session.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-About the cases
before the Divorce Committee, the adjourn-
ment will not In any way affect them.

The motion was amended to adjourn to
the 24th instant at 8 o'clock p.m., and agreed
to.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT PILL.

THIRD READING.
The House resumed ln Committee of

Whole, consideration of Bill (K) 'An
further to amend the Criminal Code.'

(In the Committee.)

the
Act

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I propose to add section
9 3Ia as an amendment to the Bill, providing,
as suggested by the hon. gentleman from
Toronto, for the whIpping of boys in certain
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cases, instead of sending them to peniten-
tiary and reformatories.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Why not have a
strap, the same as they have in schools,
instead of a birch rod?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The words are directory
and not mandatory, and it is stated by way
of qualification 'if practicable', so that If
there is no birch growing in the vicinity,
something else might be used. The magie-
trate can judge of that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-When this clause was
being discussed yesterday I expressed the
view that it was not desirable that the par-
ents should be present, but that it was
desirable that a medical man should be
present, and I still adhere to that view. I
regret to see that the Bill provides that the
parent or guardian should be present and
does not make any provision for the presence
of a medical man.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-If he desires to be
present.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It might render the
clause nugatory if it were necessary that a
medical man should be present-an unneces-
sary formality in the present instance.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Who is to inflict the
punishment?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A constable.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-In the country It
would be difficult to get constables to infict
the punishment. It is equal to the duty of
a hangman, and the constables are to be
taken from the neighbourhood In which the
boys HIve. For a neighbour to undertake to
perform a legal thrashing of this kind-I
cannot find language to express my contempt
for any such proposition. I think it is un-
reasonable to say a neighbour la to be au-
thorized by law to come Into my premises
and thrash my child, I do not care what the
age of the child is, and that to be done under
certain rules and regulations established b
law. It will cause 111 feeling which will
never be overcome in a country place, and if
the Minister of Justice would provide somne
punishment for the parents who do not
bring up their children propery It would be

more effectual than a punliment Of this
kind. Matters have come to a pretty pas
when we appoint constables throughout the
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country to do hangman's work, and I am
opposed to our adopting this provision in
such a thin House.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-My hon. friend is
under some misapprehension. No one would
desire to go into his house and correct
lis child there. This is only in the case of
young offenders who have been arrested for
stealing, or some other act which brings
them under the authorlty of the law, and In
the rural districts It is a very unlikely thing
to happen. These cases only occur in large
towns and I am persuaded In my own mind
that, Instead of being a cruelty, It is the
greatest kindness you can show to deter a
youngster and his companions from repeat-
ing such offences, and I do not think there
need be the slightest fear that the law will
ever be administered too severely or with-
out proper precautions.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-What age must a
child be?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly a child under
ten years of age cannot be amenable. rhere
is no provision for punishing any one young-
er than that. It is not a hanginan's work.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Should we not place
some limit on the size of the rod to be
used? What one might call a rod might be
a handspike. I have a horror of using it in
any way, and would like to see some limit
placed on the size of it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think a good switch-
ing received by a boy who has not been very
well looked after at home will do him more
good than confinement in jail amongst bard-
ened offenders.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I prefer the word
'switch ' instead of 'rod '. There is a good
deal of humanity about the one and not
about the other.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I do not think the
parents should be allowed to be present. I
move that that portion of the vlause be
struck out.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It is optional. It might
be fairly lef t to the discretion of the ma-
gistrate as to whether parents should be
asked to be present.

Hon. Mr. POWER-When a lad of fourteen
or fifteen commits a pretty serious offence
and the magistrate, or county court judge,

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.

before whom he is convicted, decides that lie
shall be whipped instead of being sent to
jail, the whipping ought not to be a mere
perfunctory process. It should be a vigor-
ous whipping, and if the parent of the child
s present, I have no doubt the arm of the

constable will be paralysed and, consequent-
ly, if we wish the punishment to be effective,
it is desirable that the parent should not be
present.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The parents should
do the whipping, and nobody else.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They have had all this
legislation in England for the last half
dozen years. I have looked in alil the statutes
and I find this same provision, and I think
it is safe for us to follow their example.

The amendment was withdrawn and the
clause was adopted.

On section 261.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will ask the committee
to drop this section from the Bill, because
the word ' sixteen ' is used there, and the
word 'fourteen' is used ta the Act. There
were a number of provisions when that was
inserted In the Bill that were not in the
Bill when it was brought down, and as I
dropped the *her sections I think that I
should drop that also, because If I retain
that section it will be necessary to change
sections 269 and 306. With the consent of
the Senate I ask that the section be struck
out.

The section was dropped.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee, re-
ported the Bill with certain amendments
which were concurred in.

The Bill was read a third time and passed.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (65) 'An Act to incorporate the Que-
bec and New Brunswick Railway Company.'
-(Hon. Mr. McKay.)

Bill (67) 'An Act respecting La Banque
Jacques Cartier and to change Its name to
La Banque Provinciale du Canada.'-(Hon.
Mr. McMillan.)

ADMIRALTY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (P) 'An Act to amend the Ad-
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miralty Act.' He said : I stated on the in-
troduction of this Bill the changes which It
n-akes lu the present law. It merely pro-
vides that an admiralty district which is
under the jurisdiction of a single judge may
be divided into divisions, and that a deputy
registrar may be appointed ln each of those
divisions for the convenience of suitors.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
passed through its final stages under a sus-
pension of the rule.

MERCHANTS BANK OF HALIFAX
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved the second read-
ing of Bill (72) ' An Act respecting the Mer-
dhant's Bank of Halifax, and to change its
naine to the Royal Bnnk of Canada.' He
said : The Merchants Bank of Halifax have
thought it desirable to change the naine of
the Institution. because there is another
Merchants Bank which does business
throughout Canada. and confusion has
arisen from the fact that there are two
Merchants Banks. This change of name does
not take effect until the shareholders of the
bank who are present at the general meet-
ing have considered it and have passed a
resolution in favour of the change of name.

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

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

BILLS ASSENTED TO.

After some time the House was resumed.

His Excellency the Right Honourable Sir
Gilbert John Elliot, Earl of Minto and Vis-
count Melgund of Melgund, County of For-
far, in the Peerage of the United Kingdom,
Baron Minto of Minto, County of Roxburgh,
in the Peerage of Great Britain, Baronet of
Nova Scotia, Knight Grand Cross of the
Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael
and Saint George, &c., &c., Governor Gen-
eral of Canada, being seated on the Throne.

The Honourable the Speaker commanded
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to
proceed to the House o! Commons and ac-
quaint that House :

It is His Excellency's pleasure they attend him
lmmediately in this House.

Who, being come urith their Speaker,

The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery read
the titles of the Bills to be passed, as fol-
lows :-

An Act to provide for the exDenses of the
Canadian Volunteers serving Her Majesty In
South Africa.

An Act to amend the San José Scale Act.
To these Bills the Royal Assent was pro-

nounced by the Clerk of the Senate In the
words following -

In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the
Governor General doth assent to these Bills.

After which His Excellency the Governor
General was pleased to retire, and the House
of Couinions withdrew.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, April 24, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at eight
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

WHARFINGER AND HARBOUR MAS-
TER AT MONTMAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY rose to draw the at-
tention of the government to the following
facts

1. That on the 15th March inst., In reply to
two questions put to him, the hon. Minister of
Justice declared:

(a) That Mr. Louis Dion was the postmaster
of Montmagny with an annual salary of $200.

(b) That Mr. Louis Dion was the wharfinger
of Montmagny with a salary of 25 per cent on
the revenue of the wharf.

2. That on the 3rd April, in reply to a ques-
tion asked since the 12th March, and put twelve
times In the space of twenty-two days, the hon.
Minister of Justice declared:

(c) That Mr. Louis Dion was employed by the
Department of Customs as preventive offloer,
with a salary of $50 a year.

And that he will ask :
1. Whether the name of Louis Dion was not

given by mistake for that of Louis Dionne?
2. Whether it is not really a person named

Louis Dionne in whom cumulate the functions
of postmaster of Montmagny, wharfinger of
Montmagny and customs offcer for the district
of Montmagny?

3. Whether it is the Intention of the gov-
ernment to dispense with the services of this
factotum from the moment when it shall be
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proved to thbm that this Louis Dionne forma
part of the associaiton of ' offensive political
partisanship,' and that he spoke on the hustings
at the time of the last federal elections in the
county of Montmagny?

He said : There are two clerical errors in
this motion. In paragraph (a) the wordpost-
master should be harbour master, and in
the second question the word postmaster is
used in place of harbour master.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say, in reply to
the first question, that I do not know that
the question was asked as to Mr. Dion being
postmaster.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is a clerical
error. It should be harbour master.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman Is
asking me about clerical errors. I do not
know whether he is responsible for this one
or not.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I should refer to the
manuscript as to that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am in exactly the
same predicament with regard to the other.
The hon. gentleman asks whether the name
Louis Dion is the same Louis Dion spelt
with 'ne' after his name. I cannot tell
hlm. I never looked at how the name was
spelled. I read the answer as given to me,
and did not notice the orthography, and I
do not know whether my hon. friend Is
right ln the orthography which he attri-
butes to the answer which I gave or not.
My French pronunclation Is not good, and
I may bave easily mispronounced the name,
but I think I did not spell the name to my
hon. friend. Therefore, he must not hold
me responsible for the orthography as given
in this case, but I have no doubt If that be
what the hon. gentleman desires to know,
the same person Is referred to throughout,
that the party who Is barbour master is
wharfinger, and is a preventive officer ln
the customs also. I understand that he
holds ail these positions.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. minister
has not answered the last question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What is that ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The last question
reads :

from the moment when it shall be proved to
them that this Louis Dionne forma part of the
association of 'offensive political partisanship,'
and that he spoke on the hustings at the time
of the last federal elections in the county of
Montmagny?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will re-
member that there are a great many people
who speak on the hustings who are subse-
quently appointed to office. This party was
appointed, I understand, on the 23rd Oct-
ober, 1896, and my hon. friend will see that
that is some months after the general elec-
tion took place. As to bis being a factotum,
I do not know anything about that. I do
not know how he could be a factotum as he
is an original officer.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I cannot see what
the minister points out, but I will help him
to see sometbing else. He says that this
gentleman was appointed in the month of
October, after the general elections, but my
question does not say that. My question
says that he took part at the last Federal
elections in the county of Montmagny. Mr.
Choquette was elected in 1896, but was
made a judge afterwards. To fill the vac-
ancy the subsequent election in that county
took place long after the month of October,
after the time that gentleman was appoint-
ed, and it is since he was appointed that he
bas become a member of tbat association of
offensive political partisans, and it was
while he was performing bis duty as a
Federal officer that he took part in that
election. The present go6vernment dis-
charged a number of officiais ln the county
of Montmagny who had not said a word
on the hustings, wbo had not even voted at
the last election, on the charge that they
were offensive political partisans. I wish to
know If the same rule will be applied to a
man who, after bis appointment has taken
an offensive political part in the last elec-
tions which took place in Montmagny.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend has now
given the Information which he did not give
in his question, and that Is, that he has
reference to an election that has taken place
since the appointment of Mr. Louis Dion
in 1896, a local election. That, of course,
is information in addition.

Whether It la the Intention ai the gaverument Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It is not a local elec-
to dispense with the services of this factotum tion ; it is a by-election.

438



[APRIL 24, 19001

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is local in its char-
acter. It Is not a general election. It is
confined to a county. I may say, in reply
to my hon. friend, that I am not in favour
of pointical partisanship on the part of pub-
lie officers. There are two classes of pub-
lie officers. There are those who are poli-
tical and those who are non-political. The
political officers share the fortunes of the
party with which they are associated. The
members of the government are such, and
they retain their position only so long as
they are sustained by the majority. Fur-
ther than that, there are the permanent pub-
lie officers who are non-political, and their
permanency, I think, largely depends on
their maintenance of that character ; but
my hon. friend does not expect that because
a minister of the Crown goes upon the plat-
form, and takes part in an election, he Is
to be instantly dismissed by his colleagues.
He is simply in the rank of political parties,
those who hold their office during the con-
tinuance of their friends in the majority,
and if Mr. Dionne has taken an active part
in a political contest and has made himself,
on that account, offensive to those who are
politically opposed to him, he stands exact-
ly, therefore, so far as the permanency of
his position is concerned, in the position of
a minister of the Crown.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And so if the charge
against him is proved, he wIll share the
same fate as the others?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, but not at the
hands of bis friends.

CANADIAN STEEL COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMONS.

A message was received from the House
Of Commons to return Bill (G) 'An Act to
incorporate the Canadian Steel Company,'
With amendments.

The amendments were read at the Table.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved that the

amendments be concurred in, being merely
Of à verbal character, and the parties inter-
ested in the Bill being quite satisfied to ac-
cept them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The 14ouse can-
not possibly understand what these amend-
ments are without an opportunity of study-
ing them. Speaking for myself, I bave not
the sllghtest idea what they are.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I bave a copy of the
Bill here, corrected. The amendments are
taking away powers from the company. The
principal one Is the expropriating power.
Some members of the House of Commons
thought expropriation powers ought not to
be given to Industrial companies. Then
the clause authorizing amalgamation with
another company was struck out, and a
limitation was put in within which the
work must be gone on with. The others
are merely verbal.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-There is
no Increase in the powers ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, it is withdrawing
powers from the company.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will see
that the Bill has been very much Improved,
and made less objectionable by these
changes. I have, in fact, a very strong
opinion myself that we have no power, ex-
cept in the territories, to give expropriat-
ing powers to an ordinary corporation, be-
cause it is simply allowing one man, by
force of the power given him by the statute,
to enter on another man's property, and
take It, upon giving compensation. We go
that far with a railway company, because
a railway company is a quasi public cor-
poration. Those franchises of exercising
eminent domain were considered royal prero-
gatives, and when railway companies came
to exist they were given to railway com-
panies, because a railway company exists
for the purpose of performing certain duties
not merely for Itself but for the public. It
cannot refuse to do so. Now, a private cor-
poration, for the purpose of carrying on a
private manufactory, however Important It
may be, or however extensive Its opera-
tions may become, is nevertheless a private
corporation, and in Its rights It Is not sup-
posed to differ from any other individual,
and you would never think of aUowing any
man, by power conferred upon him, to ex-
propriate another man's property. That
power was given to this company under the
Bill as originally drafted, and that power
has been taken away.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The power has been

granted in a number of other Bills.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is true. My at-
tention was called to the fact by the pro-
moters of the company, that this power had

439



440 [~ENATEj
been given to a number of other companies,
and seeing we have done so, and if parlia-
ment chose to give them the power and say,
' You may take it for what it is worth, and
take the risk of a suit with the parties who
may resist your attempt to expropriate,
under the provisions conferred upon you by
this Act, you may do so,' but the company,
I understand, did not care to take that
power and with it the responsibility of liti-
gation, and so they were content to take a
Bill with more limited power. Therefore,
the Bill ln that respect has been made more
ln conformity with the power that parties
possess to deal with property and private
rights.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The explanations
made by my hon. friend, as well as those
by the hon. Secretary of State, seem to be
altogether satisfactory, and I have no reason
to doubt that tbese anendinents are all, as
the lion. gentlemen say, il the publie in-
terest ; but my hon. friends have had op-
portunities to study the aiuendments which
none of the rest of us have had. and as there
is no hurry. I would suggest that the motion
be that these anendments be considered to-
morrow.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I move that the
amendments be taken into consideration to-
morrow.

The motion was agreed tQ.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (80) 'An Act respecting the members
of the North-west mounted police force on
active service in South Africa.'-(Hon. Mr.
Mills.)

Bill (104) 'An Act respecting the Montfort
and Gatineau Colonization Railway Com-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (96) 'An Act respecting the Quebec
Bridge Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Casgrain, De
Lanaudière, ln the absence of Hon. Mr.
Fiset.)

Bill (86) ' An Act respecting the Thousand
Islands Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Mc-
Millan.)

Bill (84) ' An Act respecting the Bay of
Quinté Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Lovitt.)

Bill (88) 'An Act to incorporate the St.
Mary's River Railway and Colonization oaj-

pany.'--(Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell, in the
absence of Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (91) 'An Act respecting the Oshawa
Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Kerr.)

Bill (73) 'An Act respecting the Resti-
gouche and Western Railway Company.'-
(Hon. Mr. McSweeny.)

Bill (35) 'An Act to incorporate the Comox
and Cape Scott Railway Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. Reid.)

Bill (70) 'An Act to incorporate the Gaspé
Short Line Railway Company.'-(Hou. Mr.
Casgrain, in the absence of Hon. Mr. Fiset.)

Bill (R) 'An Act to incorporate the St.
Lawrence Terminal and Steamship Com-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière.)

THE WHARFINGER AT MONTMAGNY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I ask permission to call
attention to the error which appears la the
motion I made some moments ago. The
French version gives it correctly, and
therefore the mistake has been made by the
translators.

THIRD READING.

Bill (E) 'An Act for the relief of Cather-
ine Cecilia Lyons.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (66) ' An Act respecting the Cowichan
Valley Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.)

Bill (74) 'An Act respecting the Northern
Commercial Telegraph Company, Limited.'
-(Hon. Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

Bill (82) ' An Act to incorporate the Crown
Life Insurance Company.'-4Hon. Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.)

LOAN COMPANIES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

FIRST READING.
Hon. Mr. MILLS introduced Bill (Q) ' An

Act to amend the Loan Companies Act,
Canada, 1899,' and moved that it be read
the first time. He said : This is a very short
Bill. It simply corrects two or three verbal
errors in the Act of last year.
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He said: Since giving notice of this motion,
In reference to the correspondence between
Major General Hutton and the Minister of
Militia, a return has been brought down to
the House of Commons. a copy of which I
hold in my hand. I find that there are one
or two omissions, and before making any
remarks upon the subject, I should like to
ask the hon. Secretary of State, who has
had this matter in charge, whether a letter
Written by Lieut.-Col. Holmes, the district
officer commanding the western section, In-

upon the Table of this House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
might also call attention to the fact that
onle of the letters written by Lieut.-Col.
Hughes appears to be in answer to a letter
that had been written by the Major General
to him, giving reasons for the course which
he, the Major General, had taken. That letter
does not appear among the papers. Those
papers, my hon. friend will remember, were

forming Colonel White that his name had laid upon the Table of tie fouse here, and
been removed from the list of officers t consequently they are papers with whtch we
receive instructions at the Military College, can more properly deal. What I should Ike
on account of his polities is on file In 10 know, before pursuing this subjeet fur-
the department. It is just possible that it ther, is, wly these letters t0 which I have
iay not be there, being a letter written by referred in the correspondeice between

an offleer, I think, living ln London. I Major Generai Hutton and the Depariment
find aiso that 'Major General Huttons letter, o! Miaitia here, are witiheld.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No written to the Dcpartment of Militia, is
w principles? dated on the 2nd day of Fbruary, in whlc

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, nothing new. The lie approves of the course taken by the min-
ord 'franchise' was improperly used l ister in removig naines from the list
e former Bill. of officers to receve instruction on ac-

count of their poiitics. I inay comment upon
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill that lereafter. But the letter of the Deputy
as read the first time. Minister of Mutia, disavowing the state-
The Senate adjourned. ments made that instructions lad been given

for the removal Of Colonel White's naine
froi the list of oflicers, is dated on tlie 3rd
February, one day after the date of the

THE SENATE. letter writteu by the Major General, ap-

Ottawa, April 2j, 1900. proving of the course taken by the Minister
of M.%ilitia. There is no repiy among the

The Speaker took the Chair at Thre papers whcl are laid before pariament, to
clock. tle deputy minister's letter of the 3rd, from

Prayers and routine proceedings. the Major General. Wlat I sbould like toask the Secretary of State. is whether that

THE CASE OF LIEUT.-COL. WHITE. letter was ever answered by the Major Gen-
el-ai, and if answered, wliy it is not put

MOTION. aiong the papers laid before parliaient, or

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved :is i the letter to whicl the hon. Secretary
of State referred as liaving been inarkedThat an humble address be presented to His

cellency the Gavernor General praying that private and confidentiai. and for that reason
s Excellency will cause to be laid before the It was not deemed advisable to lay it before
nate all correspondence between the Minister
Militia and Defence, Major General Hutton,

eut.-Col. Foster, chief staff officer; Lieut.-Col. was withld, miglt I ask for wlat reason
olmes, D.O.C. Military District No. 1; the were tle letters of Lieut.-Col. Samuel
puty Minister of Militia or any other officiai
the Department of Militta and Defence, and Hughes, marked private and cofidential,

eut.-Col. W. W. White, of Guelph, Ont., re- sent, not to the departient at Ottawa, but
ting to or ln any way connected with the selec-
n of, and subsequent removal of, the said b some officers comianding in Kingston,
eut.-Col. White's name from the list of offi- and brouglit down among the papers whicl
rs of the Canadian militia to undergo a course were laid before tle Ilouse of Commons in
instruction In the duties of general staff offi-

rs at the Military Coilege, Kingston. reference to that gentleman. and also lFy i
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Of course the hon. gen-
tleman knows that those returns are made
up in the several departments, and bundles
of them come over every day. It Is quite
impossible for me to go through them and
ascertain what they embrace. I do not pro-
fess to do that. I can only take them as
they are brought down. I shall be only too
glad to call the attention of the department
to any omission to which my attention may
be directed, and ask for an explanation, but
I am not sufficiently familiar with the run
of the correspondence to follow my hon.
friend, who has studied the matter. I did
not take that interest In it that he did, and,
therefore, I am not familiar with it, and
cannot give the explanations.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I fully
acquit my hon. friend of any intention on
bis part to withhold anything. My object
in calling his attention to the subject, is that
he should make a note of it and make in-
quiry, so that we may know what the con-
tents of that letter really are, in order to
enable us to deal with the subject more in-
telligently.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will have the report
of the hon. gentleman's remarks sent to the
department.

The motion was allowed to stand.

THE CLAIM OF E. J. WALSH, C.E.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate copies of all papers, correspondence,
orders In council and communications of every
kind to date, relating in any way to the claim
of E. J. Walsh, C.E., against the Dominion gov-
ernment, the Department of the Secretary of
State for the Colonies, and the government of
the Leeward Islands, for professional services
rendered the government of the said Leeward
Islands; also, copies of any papers or correspond-
ence In the Department of Railways and Canais,
or In the hands of the Deputy Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, relating to the engagement or
otherwise of the said E. J. Walsh, C.E.

He said : In making this motion I may
state that I do so at the Instance of the
gentleman who Is Interested. I rnay add
that when this gentleman called my atten-
tion to his claim, and placed the facts before
me, I told hilm I was under the impression
that the government of Canada was In no
way responsible for the non-payment of bis

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

salary by the government of the Leeward Is-
lands-that they had simply recommended
Mr. Walsh to the Governor of the Lee-
ward Islands as a civil engineer who could
perform the work which they desired done
at that time. It appears from what papers
I have before me, that In 1890 the govern-
ment of the Leeward Islands were anxious
to secure a competent engineer to perform
certain works that they required done In
those Islands, and they applied to the Can-
adian government of that day to recommend
a competent man. The late Sir John Mac-
donald and the chief engineer, Mr. Schreiber,
recommended this Mr. Walsh. He was em-
ployed on certain terms and conditions,
which, as I learned from the papers, were
that if he was employed for only a certain
length of time bis salary was to be a cer-
tain amount, and lis expenses, whatever
they might be, were to be paid to send him
back to Canada. The term, however, for
which he was employed extended far be-
yond that period. In 1895 he received no-
tice that bis services were no longer r'e-
quired. At that period lis salary had not
been pald for a full twelve months, and
he was kept on the islands for three months
after that waiting for bis year's salary
without any consideration, or any re-
muneration, and not until the Colonial
Secretary instructed that the year's salary
due, should be paid over, It belng a Crown
colony, did he receive his pay. What
lie caims, and I think from an equit-
able standpoint he is entitled to it, is that
bis salary should be pald for the three
months during which he was kept on the
islands before recelving bis pay. They re-
fused, however, to pay that, and it appears
that the Colonial Secretary a.t the time wrote
to the Governor of the Leeward Islands
saying : 'I approve of your action.' They
have refused ever since to pay him bis sal-
ary, for the three months detention on the
island. I think eývery one reading the papers
would come to the conclusion that the gov-
ernment of the islands should have remun-
erated him for the time they kept him wait-
ing for bis pay. It Is all very well for the
government to say, 'It is true we were not
in a position to pay your salary, but you
need not have stopped here.' The probabil-
ity is he lad not money to get away. I told
him I would bring the matter before the
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Senate, but the only good that could possi-
bly result from it would be that the Secre-
tary of State for Canada might call the at-
tention of the Colonial Secretary of Eng-
land to the fact that this gentleman had
been deprived of his pay. If the hon. gentle-
men opposite think on this subject as I do,
they might add they think it should be paid,
and it might result in the Colonial Office
instructing the Governor of the Leeward
Islands to pay the claim.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
has correctly stated the facts of the case.
I looked into the papers some time ago, in
consequence of a communication from Mr.
Walsh, and a communication was sent to
Mr. Chamberlain calling attention to the
treatment Mr. Walsh had received from the
government of the Leeward Islands, §nd I
think a second appeal was made to Mr.
Chamberlain to endeavour to bring influence
to bear on the officiais of the Leeward Is-
lands, but without avail. We have finally
bad to give it up. We could not compel
the government of the Leeward Islands to
pay the claim. We could only draw rineir
attention to what we consider an unfair
condition of things. I thInk the govern-
ment of the Leeward Islands did an unfair
thing. Mr. Walsh then made a claim on
the .government of Canada, but we came to
the conclusion that our predecessors had
reached-that we could not possibly under-
take to pay a claim of that kind. We re-
commended him, but no guarantee was
given that his pay should be any particular
figure, or that he should be employed for
any particular time. The recommendation
was that he was a good official, and he was
employed there with Our endorsement. If
there are any papers in the case they will
be brought down.

The motion was agreed to.

REPl'AIRS TO THE STEAMER MINTO
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General praylng thatHils Excellency will cause te be laid before theSenate a return showing in detail the cost andnature of all repairs and alterations made tethe steamer ' Minto ' since her arrival in Cana-dian waters. The said return te show thenames of the parties who were employed Inmaking these repairs and alterations, and theamount pald te each.
The motion was agreed to.

EARNINGS OF THE STEAMER STAN-
LEY AND THE STEAMER MINTO.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause te be laid before the
Senate a return showing the expenses and earn-
ings of the steamer ' Stanley' while engaged on
the winter service between Prince Edward Island
and the mainland for the years 1894, 1895, 1896,
1897, 1898 and 1899. And also a siailar return
for the steamer ' Minto ' for the winter of 1900.
The above statement of expenses not ta include
repairs to either steamer.

He said : I may explain that the object of
this motion is to institute comparisons be-
tween the results of a moderate freight and
passenger rates on the steamer Stanley, and
the very high rates that were charged In
former years. In the earlier years of the
service, considering that it was an arduous
one, and expensive to maintain, high winter
rates were established. In 1895 the winter
rates were made similar to the rates prevail-
ing in the summer season, and the object
of my motion is to ascertain whether the
result of the reduction of the rates bas
been more favourable to the government,
as I believe it is, than from the high rates

Swhich prevalled in the earlier period.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-How many years does
the earlier period embrace ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-This will take in
one year. It ought, perhaps, to take In
more.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think so.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Then take in the
years 1892, 1893 and 1894, and the com-
parison will be very much better.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I would therefore
amend the motion in that way. It would
institute a comparison between at least
tbree years of the old rates, and the years
in which the reduced rates have prevailed.
This would also include a similar return
for the steamer Minto for last winter. In
order that the result of this return shall

not be complicated in any way with the
other services to which the steamers are
applied, the cost of repairs will not be in-

cluded, because these repairs would belong
as much to the fisheries service, the light-
bouse service and other services on which
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the steamer was engaged as to the winter
service.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.-It might vary
ferent years.

in dif-

The motion was agreed to.

MURRAY HARBOUR RAILWAY LAND
EXPROPRIATIONS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate a return showing the amount, In detail,
of compensation paid or tendered to landholders
as damages to property or for land taken for
the Charlottetown and Murray Harbour Rail-
way; said statement to show the quantity of
land taken from each owner.

The motion was agreed to.

DEPOSIT OF FILTI ON WELLINGTON
STREET, OTTAWA.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I have been request-
ed to bring under the notice of the govern-
ment the practice of depositing filth and
dirt on Wellington street, which is consi-
dered a menace to the health of the city,
and particularly to members of parliament.
The government should take measures to
remove it. The street is under the control
of the government and they should take
proper care of it.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I am glad that the
hon. gentleman from Rideau bas brougbt
this matter before us. He has always at
heart the interests of the district which he
represents. If hon. gentlemen will consider
what those piles of filth, of which he
complains, are composed of, and how
they came there, they will understand
the necessity for their removal. When
the snow sets in, which is generally In
October, all the filth of the horses which
are standing there, and ail the cattle driven
along there, is left behind. There is a cab-
stand at that spot, and from October to
March nothing is done to remove the filth.
It is not putrified, because the frost pre-
vents it, but as soon as the frost leaves, the
street is scraped, and the dirt is put in
piles. There is also another reason why
this should not be allowed. It is a menace
to the public health. It has been discovered
lately that bacillus of tuberculosis, which is

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

one of the chief causes of pulmonary con-
sumption, is contained in the sputa of con-
sumptives. It contains the microbes which,
after a time, turn into the bacilli, and they
are inhaled into the lungs of people in per-
fect health, and sometimes result in con-
sumption. When we consider the prevalence
of consumption and the number of people
suffering from it who must have passed
along that street, and spit upon that place,
we will reaiize ibe danger. The piles of filili
have been there now for weeks, and 'unless
active steps are taken, will probably be left
there for weeks more. The filth becomes dry
and the wind blows it about. If that street
is under the management of the Dominion
government, instead of wasting money en-
deavouring to make Ottawa the Washing-
ton of the North, ive should try to remove
a little of the dirt from that street. Inde-
pendent of the menace to health, I do not
think there is a city in the Dominion of
Canada where such a nuisance would be
allowed to continue under the eyes of all
the persons passing over it. It must be
offensive to members of the government,
as well as to others. If it is not under the
control of the Dominion government, some
steps should be taken to compel the city of
Ottawa to cause its removal.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If there be anything
improper in the condition of the street, I
will call the attention of the Acting Min-
ister of Public Works to it, but I under-
stand this Is the result of the cab-stand on
O'Connor Street, near Wellington Street,
which is surely under the jurisdiction of
the city, and not under the jurisdiction of
the government. While the government
may be benevolent and spend $60,000 an-
nually for the city, I do not know that the
removal of garbage from the streets is to
be done at the expense of the government.
It rather belongs to the municipality, and
my hon. frlend should call the attention
of the clty council to it.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-This particular
street is under the control of the govern-
ment, as I understand. If it Is under the
management of the city, of course, tbey
should attend to It. I do not think that
filth should be allowed to remain there to
Impair the health of members of parlia-
ment. I am anxious in regard to their
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health, and that is why I bring
notice of the government.

it to the

DELAYED RETURNS.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I wish to inquire of
the government as to whether any pro-
gress has been made in the preparation of
that document which I asked for on the
23rd of March last, respecting the deeds
which passed between the government and
the Seminary of Quebec for the sale of
land on which the post office of Mont-
magny is built. It is just the copy of the
deeds, and I suppose a month would be
suffieient time to prepare the copies.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will make inquiry.

ATLANTIC AND LAKE SUPERIOR
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon.
Ing of
lantic
pany.'

Mr. OWENS moved the third read-
Bill (J) 'An Act respecting the At-
and Lake Superior Railawy Com-

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not propose to
divide the House on the question of the
third reading of this Bill, but I wish to ex-
press my oibjection to it. The people who
are asking for this measure have had the
charter for a great number of years and
have done practically nothing under it, and
there is the best reason to suppose that
there Is not any very substantial company
back of the charter. Parliament should
be very slow in granting a charter in any
case where there is any reason to doubt the
substantiality of the company and the bona
fides of the undertaking.

Hon. Mr. OWENS-The bon. gentleman
Who has just spoken is not in possession
of the facts when he makes those state-
ments. This is the first occasion on which
this company bas come before parliament
asking for an extension of time. It bas
expended nearly half a million dollars on
this road, without the aid of a subsidy
from either the federal parliament or the
provincial legislature. Therefore, I think
they are quite justified, under the pres-
ent circumstances, in asking for an exten-
sion of time when such an amount of work
bas been done. It is simply asking what

has been granted to other companies under
similar circumstances.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The Railway Com-
mittee, to whom this Bill was referred, was
unanimous with regard to i-ts report. The
Bill was reported without amendment. I
do not thInk there was a single amendment
proposed to the Bill in committee, no divi-
sion was taken in committee, and the action
of the bon: gentleman from Halifax in
opposing It when it -was reported to the
House rather surprised me. I should have
thought, if he had any objection to take,
the proper time would have been before
the committee, but he took no objection
there, aud I do not think there is any reason
why It should not be read the third time
now.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am much obliged
to the hon. gentleman from Richmond for
his lecture. I did oppose the measure in
commhittee ; and whether I did or net, I
have a perfect right, as a member of this
House, to express my opinion about a mea-
sure at any stage.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-No one Is disputing
the hon. gentleman's right. It is a right
he exercises more frequently than anybody
else.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is my busi-
ness.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-That may be the
hon. gentleman's business, but his opposi-
tion to this Bill is altogether uncalled for.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
denied me that right last year.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

CANADIAN STEEL COMPANY'S BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved concurrence
in the amendments made by the House of
Commons to Bill (G) 'An Act to incorpOr-
ate the Canadian Steel Company.'

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to call atten-
tion to the amendments made to this Bill.
I do not know whether our minutes are

accurate or not, but if they are accurate,
then several mistakes have been made in

the other House in the anendments sent
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up here, because they do not fit in at the
places mentioned, and I should suggest that
the hon. gentleman allow this matter to
stand until the Law Clerk has an oppor-
tunlty to look over it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Law Clerk has
already gone over it. The amendments
are really not material. Two clauses are
struck out, being clauses which the com-
pany did not ask for, but which were put
in this Bill because they appeared in another
Bill. That is the amalgamation clause and
the expropriation clause. Outside of this
nearly ail the amendments are formal.

The motion was agreed to.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE IN
SOUTH AFRICA BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
Ing of Bill (80) 'An Act respecting the mem-
bers of the North-west Mounted Police
force on active service in Soutn Africa.'
He said : The Bill contains but one clause,
and It is brief. The object ls obvious. The
clause reads :

Notwithstanding anything in the Civil Service
Superannuation Act, chapter 18 of the revised
statutes, or in the Mounted Police Pension Act,
1889, all members of the North-west Mounted
Police force on active service with the Canadian
volunteers in South Africa, shall, for the pur-
poses of the said Acta, be entitled to have such
active service counted as service in the said
force.
I think that is a reasonable proposition.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
do not lose any time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They do not lose any
time. I think that ls reasonable.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The reading of this
Bill reminds me of what I look upon as being
a defeet in our military system. A civil
servant is entitled to a pension or some-
thing in the nature of a pension. In
England and other countries, the mem-
bers of the regular services are entitled
to pensions, but in Canada, as far as
I can ascertain, neither the headquarters
staff of the Militia Department, that is the
military side of the staff, nor the officers of
the permanent force, are entitled to anything
in the way of pension. I wish to direct the
attention of the government to that coi-
dition of things, which, I think, is very much

Hon. Mr. POWER.

to be regretted. A young man qualifies him-
self for a commission in the regular force. He
serves perhaps until he is forty years of age,
when he may be obliged to retire under the
five years' limit, and he has nothing to fall
back upon. He is completely out ln the
cold. That is a condition of things which
should not exist. In England, where they
have adopted the time limit, providing that
an officer shall not hold a certain grade be-
yond a certain number of years, and that if
he does not obtain promotion before reach-
ing that age, he must go out, it is not un-
reasonable, because there he gets his pen-
sion ; but to apply the time limit in Canada,
where there is no pension, and oblige the
officer to go out, as in England, where he
does get a pension, is objectionable. When
this condition of things gets to be generally
understood, there will be great difficulty in
getting young men to go into the permanent
force. A young man who enters the perman-
ent military force of this country, and takes
the risk of his life, and gives up his hopes in
other walks of life for that purpose, should
be guaranteed some sort of security against
poverty in his old age. Hon. gentlemen are
probably aware that some of our best men
-men who are remarkably good officers-
are obliged to-day to resort to almost menial
occupations for the purpose of supporting
themselves and their familles. In one case
an officer who had been a D.C.O., ls engaged
in teaching a private school. This is a mat-
ter which the government ought to consider,
and which I hope they wil consider and see
that our military-a standing army it really
is-is either put on the same footing as the
civil service, or on the same footing as of-
ficers and men in the regular army of the
mother country.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
five years' limit to which the hon. gentleman
refers, as I understand It, applies only to
the volunteer force. I do not suppose the
hon. gentleman advocates the pensioning of
the volunteer officers, who have retired after
a certain length of time that they have com-
manded their battalions. My impression ls
that the five years' limit applies to the lieu-
tenant-colonels in the active force and not to
the permanent force. I am fully in accord
with the sentiments of my hon. friend with
reference to what we may call the perman-
ent force of the country. The officers are
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only retired with an allowance-at least
it was formerly the practice. A gentleman
who has to retire on account of age, after
serving a number of years, gets an allow-
ance proportionate to the time he bas
served ; but as the hon. gentleman from
Halifax, very properly remarks, a man
who has devoted the best part of his lite
to soldiering, is scarcely fit for any other
occupation, when he attains the age when
It is necessary for him to retire. It is a
crying evil towards men of that charac-
ter. They are liable to be called upon
at any moment to risk their lives in defence
of their country, and if they have served
faithfulty, the least the country could do
would be to give them something to prevent
them from going to the poor-house, or having
to resort to menial labour to live.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have made a note of
the observations of my bon. friend from Hall-
fax, and the hon. leader of the opposition,
and I shall bring them to the attention of
the Minister of Militia. He will no doubt see
how far it would be necessary to make fur-
ther provision than exists at the present day.
This Bill, however, is dealing with the Civil
Service Superannuation Act, and with the
Mounted Police Pension Act, with a view
to preventing parties who are in the mount-
ed police, or in the civil service, being in-
Juriously affected by the fact that they are
away in Africa on active service, where the
risk of life and the hardships are greater
than ln the service here. I have no doubt
whatever, that every bon. gentleman will
see that the polley proposed is a proper
one to adopt, and under the circumstances.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I hope the bon. gentle-
man and the House will pardon me for hav-
lng made a speech which was slightly
irrelevant ; but it occurred to me at the
time that the subject should be mentioned.

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

The House resolved itself into a Committee
Of the Whole on the Bill.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

SECOND READING.

Bill (104) An Act respeeting the Montfort
and Gatineau Colonization Railway Com-
Ran.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

QUEBEC BRIDGE COMPANY'S BILL.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the House
adjourns, though I am not in charge of Bill
(96) respecting the Quebec Bridge Company,
I should like to know why it is not on the
Orders of the Day for to-day ? In the Min-
utes of Proceedings of yesterday, the record
is, 'Ordered, That the said Bill be read a
second time to-morrow,'-that is to-day.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is down for to-mor-
row.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think I am right-
that it should be read to-day.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I notice that the hon.
gentleman from the Gulf division (Hon. Mr.
Liset) and the hon. gentleman from De
Lanaudière (Hon. Mr. Casgrain) are both
absent. I would move that the Order of
the Day be discharged, and the 13111 be fixed
for second reading to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-That would be absurd.
The Bill is on the Order of the Day for
second reading to-morrow. Although it may
be put down for the wrong day, We should
allow it to stand until to-morrow. No harm
or irregularity in the proceedings can happen
in any way if it is taken up to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
from Stadacona has very properly raised the
question. The Senate is not governed by
the Order Paper. The minutes govern this
House, and unless it is shown that the
minutes are incorrect, the second reading
of this Bill was made an order for to-day,
and that order must be discharged.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I differ from my hon.
,friend altogether. If the hon. gentleman
from Stadacona had moved that the Order
of the Day be discharged and put on the
Order for to-day, it could be done ; but to
move that the Order of the Day, as it stands
for to-morrow, should be discharged, and be
put down for to-morrow, would be some-
thing very unusual, and have a very absurd
appearance on our minutes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The clerk call my at-
tention rto the fact that ln his minutes, the
order was for second reading Ou Thursday.
The mistake was made by the clerk upstairs
or by the printer.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is a clerical

error.
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Hon. Mr. MILLER-Ai! that the clerk has
to do is to see when the Journals are printed,
that the minutes are correct.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, April 26, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (67) 'An Act respecting La Banque
Jacques Cartier, and to change its name to
La Banque Provinciale du Canada.'-(Hon.
Mr. McMillan.)

Bill (80) 'An Act respecting the members
of the North-west Mounted Police Force on
active service in South Africa.'-(Hon. Mr.
Mills.)

MERCHANTS' BANK OF
BILL.

HALIFAX

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, reported Bill (72)
'An Act respecting the Merchants' Bank of
Halifax, and to change Its name to the
Royal Bank of Canada.' He said: The
amendments to this BIll require some ex-
planatton, and I invite the attention of the
Minister of Justice to them. This Is a Bill
respecting the Merchants' Bank of Halifax,
and to change Its name to the Royal Bank
of Canada. This 1s the whole purport of
the Bill. It was suggested ln the commIttee
that It was very undesirable that a bank
having power to Issue notes with its name
on the notes should bear two names, an
English name and a French name. Hon. gen-
tlemen are aware, of course, that under the
British North America Act, ail the Dominion
statutes have to be published ln English and
in French ; and what some of us may not
have borne in mind is, that the French copy
is not simply a translation of the English,
but is really an original equally w1th
the English copy. In the previous Bill re-
ported from the committee, the name La Ban-
que Jacques Cartier was changed to La

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

Banque Provinciale du Canada but as it sÛill
only bore a Fr•ench name, there was no
translation of the name; in both editions it
was French. Here the change was from the
'Merchants' Bank of Halifax' to the 'Royal
Bank of Canada' in the English copy; and
in the French copy It read originally 'La
Banque des Marchands de Halifax, changé
en Banque Royale du Canada,' but it was
contended that it was not right that it should
go by another naine in the French edi-
tion, and therefore the committee thought
it right to make the alteration and to re-
commend that the name the 'Royal Bank
of Canada' should appear both ln the
English and French copies. I move that the
amendment be concurred ln.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That la the proper
way.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
The difficulty might be avolded in
future if the transiators were instruct-
ed not to translate the name of any bank or
any institution, whieh applies for a change
of name either into French or English but
retain the name asked for in both languages.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not to translate the
name ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-To transfer the
name.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
not transfer It at ail. If La Banque Jacques
Cartier should ask to have its name
changed, it should appear - in both
EnglIsh and French copies of the Bill
in the saie way. Just as ln the case be-
fore us, the Bank of Halifax applies for a
change of name and gives It an English
name. in the French version the trans-
lator has translated those words into a
French name, so that on the statute-book
the bank would bear, under the circum-
stances, two names, one French the
other English, and It suggested itself
to the committee whether the bank could not
Issue bills under the two names, which
would create great confusion. The whole
difficulty might be avoided If translators
were instructed ln no case to change the
name of any bank or any corporation, but to
adopt that applied for by the parties in-
terested.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-To retain the English
or French name as the case milght be, both
ln the English and French copies.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--Yes.

The motion was agreed to.

CROWN LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY'S
BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce,
reported Bill (82) 'An Act to incor-
porate the Crown Life Insurance Com-
pany,' with amendments. He said:
This lis precisely the case of the preceding
Bill. In the French copy the company
bears the rather long name of 'La Com-
pagnie d'Assurance sur la vie de la
Couronne.' It is proposed ln both versions
that it shall be 'The Crown Life Insur-
anee Coiipaiy.' I move that the amend-.
ments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

THE CASE OF LIEUT.-GOL. WHITE.

MOTION POSTPONED.

The notice of motion being called,

By the Honourable Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
K.C.M.G. :

That an humble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General. praying that
Hs Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate all correspondence between the Minister
Of Militia and Defence, Major General Hutton,
Lieut.-Col. Foster, chief staff officer; Lieut.-Col.
Holmes, D. O. C. Military District No. 1; the
Deputy Minister of Militia or any other official
Of the Department of Militia and Defence, and
Lieut.-Col. W. W. White, of Guelph, Ont., re-
lating to or in any way connected with the
selection of, and subsequent removal of, the
said Lieut.-Col. Whtte's name from the list of
officers of the Canadian militia to undergo a
course of instruction in the duties of general
staff officers at the Military College, Kingston.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL in-
quired : Is the hon. Secretary of State in
a position to furnish the information called
for in this motion?

Hon. Mr. JOTT-No. I wrote to the
minister about It to-day.

The motion was allowed to stand.

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
Whether, since the commencement of the pre-

sent parliament, the government, or any one
of the members of the present administration in
the name or for the government, has received
from the governnent of Manitoba, or from the
Catholic minority of that province, or from the
episcopate of any of the provinces, or any mem-
ber thereof, any communication whatsoever, In
the form of a demand, of a claim, of a protest,
or otherwise, on the subject of the Manitoba
school question?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Since my hon. friend
put the -question on the paper, I have not
had an opportunity of speaking to my
colleagues on the subject. At this moment
I could only answer for myseif. I would,
therefore, request him to allow his question
to stand for a day or two, and I will en-
deavour to get answers to the whole of
them. Let them stand, say until Monday.
I will endeavour to get the information by
that time.

The inquiry was allowed to stand.

THE POST OFFICE IN MONTMAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY lnquired:
1. Io the building acquired by the government

from the Seminary of Quebec for the use of
the post office in the town of Montmagny, by
consent of the government simultaneously em-
ployed for other uses?

2. To what other uses does the building serve
In which the post office of Montmagny Is held?

3. Who la the guardian of such building?
4. What la the salary of this guardian?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I would ask the hon.
gentleman to let this question also stand
until Monday next.

The inquiry was allowed to stand.

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS IN GASPE.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved:
That an humble addreus be presented to HIs

Excellency the Governor General praying His
Excellency to cause to be laid before this Hous
a copy of ail letters and correpOndeoe ex-
changed between the government or any of its
members, and the Interested parties, on the
subject of the Baie des Chaleurs RaIlway, Of
the Atlantic and Lake Superior Railway, and
Of the projected railway known under the name
Of the Short Line Railway of Gaspé; as well as
a copy of all requesta, petitions, resolutions, or
other documents relating te elither of these
lines.
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He sald : If the House will permit me I
will add after the words ' Short Line Rail-
way of Gaspé,' 'And of the South Shore
Rallway Company in connection with the
granting or payment of subsidies to any
of the said companies, or the granting of
any privileges to any of them.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I see no objection to the
hon. gentleman's motion passing, and to the
Information being given, so far as we have
it. Does the hon. gentleman require tele-
grams and everything of that sort?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Official.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.-I have myself recelved
a large number of telegrams from people
along the Unes, asking for the passage of
this Bil.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I have also received
resolutions and telegrams.

The motion was agreed to.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I should like to know
from the hon. Minister of Justice, If there
is any progress made In the preparation of
the answer to be given to the motion I made
a month ago. The hon. minister promised
he would give me a reply to-day.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What motion Is that ?
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-For the production

of the deeds of the property acquired by the
government for the site of the post office at
Montmagny.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am unable to give an
answer to-(Iay. because the officer from
whom I would have to get it Is away.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In South Africa, I
suppose ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, he is ln Montreal.
He was summoned there as a witness in
court.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-When will he be
back ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I expect hlm back to-
night.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-When shall I get
the answer ?

Hon. Mr. MIIJLS-On Monday.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I suppose he wIll go

back again to Montreal to-night.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not sure of that.
I want to be quite sure that I will be able
to give the hon. gentleman the Information
he seeks.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY--The hon. gentleman
may make up his mind that I will come here
every day, and ask for that information.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am anxious to give
the hon. gentleman the information which
he is asking for.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It looks like it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My instruction has been
to my officers to keep note of the Order
paper and prepare the information that is
asked for upon the paper, and I can as-
sure the hon. gentleman that there is no
desire on my part to treat with indifference
his inquiries. In these matters he Is within
his right, and I am anxious to give him the
information at the earliest possible date.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The hon. gentle-
man is perhaps desirous to move for an
inquiry into this transaction. I understand
that the parties Interested la It are as de-
sirous to have the inquiry started as the
hon. gentleman himself is.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If everybody Is de-
sirous, I do not see why we cannot get the
information.

lon. Mr. O('l ONOHOE--Monday is set
apart for the hon. gentleman almost ex-
clusively.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (96) 'An Act respecting the Quebec
Bridge Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Fiset.)

Bill (86) 'An Act respecting the Thou-
sand Islande Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
McMillan.)

Bill (84) 'An Act respecting the Bay of
Quinte Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Kerr.)

Bill (91) 'An Act respecting the Oshawa
Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Kerr.)

Bill (70) 'An Act to Incorporate the
Gaspé Short Line Railway Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. Fiset)

Bill (73) 'An Act respecting the Resti-
gouche and Western Railway Company.'-
(Hon. Mr. McSweeney.)

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, April 27, 1900,

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceediugs.

TRAFFIC ON THE I. C. R.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I sbould like to call the
attention of the government to the reck-
less manner in which Sunday traffic is being
carried on in the maritime provinces on the
Intercolonial Railway. On Sunday last no
less than thirty trains passed in and out of
Truro, and the Christian community of that
place were shocked at that amount of traffic
on the day of rest. There was more traffic
on that day than there had been on any day
during the previous week, and if the same
diligence had been used during the week as
was used on Sunday, there would have been
no necessity for Sunday traffic. So much
were the people annoyed about it that the
ministers called attention to it in the pulpits,
I was present when one minister spoke of
It, and the sound of his voice was drowned
by the noise of the whistles of the passenger
trains. I hope the hon. Secretary of State
Wil admonish his wicked partner about this
matter.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)-I wish also
to call attention to the way in whlich the
eastern section of the Intercolonial Rail-
way is run from Cape Breton. In coming
up there were no less than 319 cars side-
tracked from Truro to Sydney, a thing that
had never happened under the old manage-
ment, and I was told that it was the lu-
capaclty of the officials appointed on that
road of late that caused the trouble. The
question was discussed in the House of
Commons, and reports of the discussion
appeared In the papers of Cape Breton when
I was at home. It was reported that one
Of the members of the House stated to the
Mlnister of Railways that the cause of it
all was that the Liberal-Conservative offi-
cials of the road had net been dismissed.
But It Is just the other way. The competent
Liberai-ConservatIve officials on that road
have been dlsmlssed, and their places filled
by men incapable of doing their duty. I was
tOld the other day that a gentleman from
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Moncton has to go down regularly every
week to see that these new men are taught
their duties, and when he got to the Sydney
station, lately, lie found three men arrang-
ing the freight that had gone down from
Montreal or Halifax to places east of Syd-
ney. He found the car-load from Halifax
or Montreal had been divIded, a portion of It
returned on the Intercolonial Railway to
North Sydney and another portion to Louis-
bourg and other stations east of Syd-
ney. The new officials knew nothing
about the matter, and were totally incapable
of arranging the freigit for the road, of
which they had been placed ln charge. The
state of affairs is deplorable. Merchants
with wbom I am acquainted told me that
they found some freight returned from Syd-
ney to Truro. and they say it is a frequent
occurrence. It is impossible that this state
of affairs should be continued. and I call
the attention of the hon. Secretary of State
to it in the hope that he will again ask the
Minister of Railways to see that it is re-
medied.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before my hon,
friend the Secretary of State, replies to
these observations, I wish to add a
word or two. Before the acquisition of
the Drummond Road, it had been a
matter of com'plaint that the train connec-
tions were not good with connecting boats
and roads, and we were told, after the
acquisition of the Drummond Road, that all
cause for such complaints would be at an
end. Last year new train arrangements were
made by the Intercolonial Railway which
gave some hope that this promise was going
to be made good. The train departing for
Halifax left Montreal in the evening about
the same time as the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way train ef t, and the result was good con-
nections were made at Truro and NeW
Glasgow with steamers going to Prince Ed-
ward Island. That was so last year. This
year the train goes out from Montreal at
eleven o'clock in the day, a most un-
suitable time for business men, because
It breaks into the middle of the day, and
worse than that, all the good connections
we had last year in the east are brokena.
There is no close connection with the boats
for Prince Edward Island, and I am told
there is no close connection with the
trains for Oape Breton. What has brought
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about this change-a change disastrous
to the business of the road, and which
breaks into the connections not only for
Prince Edward Island, but Cape Breton, I
wish to call the attention of the Secretary
of State to it, so that these complaints may
reach the ears of the Minister of Railways.
I daresay that the answer may be, as itI
was on a similar occasion when I brought
up matters connected with the government
railways in this House, that it is a pity I
did not get some one to make these com-
plaints in the other Chamber, where the
MinIster of Railways has a seat and could
reply to them. On looklng carefully into that
matter, however, I find it makes very littie
difference whether complaints are made here
or there, because the minister is very
often absent from his seat, and when be is
in it, he is not very prompt or courteous lu
giving attention to these matters. The hon.
Secretary of State is very patient and at-
tentive to the views expressed in this
House, and I hope to accomplish more
through bis kind and diligent mediation in
bringing the Intercolonial Railway under
proper management, than by addressing the
Minister of Railways direct.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I shall bring the
observations of the hon. gentleman to the
notice of the Minister of Railways and
Canals. I do not know whether he direcfly
guides the running arrangements of the gov-
ernment railways. I supposed they were
under the control of the officers who had
been holding those positions for many years.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-There is not
one of those lef t.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Mr. Pottinger and Mr.
Schreiber are the officers, and they are still
left. There has been a large Increase of
trafmc ; and there bas not been a corre-
sponding increase in the roling stock.
I know the Minister of Railways bas fre-
quently brought the subject to the attention
Of Councll, more particularly as to the
increase of rolllng stock. The increase of
business on the lino makes it necessary that
sufficient rolling stock to meet the demands
of the country should be furnished. I am
qulte sure parliament will vote the money
if it la reaUly needed. I shall, however, call
the attention of the Minister of Railways to
the remarks made by hon. gentlemen, and
I hope that some change may take place.

Bon. Mr. FERGUSON.

THE MAIL SERVICE ON THE INTER-
COLONIAL RAILWAY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Would the hon. Sec-
retary of State also call the attention of
the Postmaster General to the arrangements
for the delivery of postal matter on the
Intercolonial Railway. The trains leave
Montreal in the morning at eight o'clock,
and other trains later, and yet people on the
Intercolonial Railway from Point Lévis to
Rivière du Loup do not get their mails and
papers until the day after. If the train
leaves at 11 or about noon, for Halifax,
they should be delivered on the same day.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I shall be very glad
to Include the hon. gentleman's complaint
in my observations to the Minister of Rail-
ways.

THE GREAT FIRE AT OTTAWA.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I consider it my
duty to bring to the notice of the govern-
ment the disastrous fire which took place
ln this city yesterday. As hon. gentlemen
all know, it is of a very serious character,
involving the loss of an immense amount
of property, and a considerab:e number of
iives, and depriving an immense number of
people of their means of living. I attribute
this fire, in a great degree, to the immense
piles of lumber that bas been allowed ln the
city for many years. I bring this matter
before the government of the present time,
as I bave on previous occasions, to warn
them of the great danger of allowing lumber
to be piled in -vast quantities, as it bas been
for years, in proximity to these buildings.
Had the wind been in a different direction
yesterday, and had the lumber piles on this
side of the river caught, I have no doubt
that to-day we would not have this building
to meet in. Therefore, it is a very serious
thing for this clty and for the whole country
to be exposed to such a danger as it bas
been exposed to for many years past. I
have, as you all know, brought this matter
before the House on many occasions with-
out obtaining any satisfaction. Now Is the
proper time to bring it to the notice of the
government and of the municipal author-
ites. A recommendation from them would
have a very salutary effect in preventing a
recurrence of such a calamity. Anotlier
source of difficulty, I am told, la that the
western end of the Lovers' Walk is a dump-
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ing ground for paper and refuse from fie
buildings. It is an element of danger from
fire. I bring the matter again to the atten-
tion of the government and I trust they wll
see the necessity of taking some prompt
action. Our Geological Museum ls in a very
exposed position, and would have gone, to a
certainty, had the fire occurred In that local-
Ity, and its contents could never have been
replaced by any expenditure of money. It
l an Important consideration for the gov-
ernment, and now that this conflagration
has occurred, I trust they will not allow an
hour to elapse without taking steps to pre-
vent Its recurrence. That is my object in
bringing the matter up to-day. Hon. gentle-
men will agree with me, I know. The sub-
ject bas been discussed many a time be-
fore. It is a most extraordinary thIng that
the government should allow these piles of
lumber so near the centre of the city when
they must know that it ls a menace of the
worst kind to these great expensive build-
ings, and they are guilty of negligence in
not attending to the interests of the Domin-
lon. I hope steps will be taken to prevent
a repitition of this calamity ln the future.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It may seem rather
presumptions In one who is not a citizen
of Ottawa to speak on this subject, but I
think every citizen of the Dominion bas an
interest ln Ottawa.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Admitting, then, that
every Canadian has, or ought to have, a
very great interest ln the capital of his
Country, I may say that I was very forcibly
struek with the fact, when watching the
progress of the fire yesterday, and following
its progress across the Richmond Road and
Up the low ground where the railways cross,
what a fearful train there was laid for the
progress of the fire ail round the city Of Ot-
tawa. When we got up to the Canada
Atlantic Railway, the fire had not crossed
to the southern side of the railway embank-
ment which goes over the low ground there.
While we stood there watching the fire
which was raging on the north side of the
bank, one bouse catchlug after another and
going like tinder, we saw a flame Comle
flickering up from one of the piles of lumber
on the south side. Some men were there
endeavouring, apparently, to pull down part

of the pile, and others were throwlng water
on it. Of course, It was futile, and in a
short time that pile was on fire, and I pre-
sume the fire swept the whole way through
to St. Louis Dam. The city of Ottawa, wlth
ail its public buildings and the valuable
records preserved here, its handsome resid-
ences, hospitals and churches, is completely
surrounded by piles Of this Inflammable
material.

Beginning at the Chaudlère, these lumber
piles extend to the Richmond Road and
through the low ground south of the
Richmond Road all the way to St.
Louis Dam and the Experimental -Farm,
and beyond that again until they almost
form a complete belt round to the eastern
side of the city and down the Rideau
and on all the flat ground along fie
Rideau River, extending up as far as Earns-
cliffe, while in front, across the river, we
are surrounded with more or less danger
from the enormous piles of lumber on the op-
posite bank of the Ottawa. Had the wind
been ln a different direction Yesterday, I do
not think anything could have saved the
greater part of Ottawa, and perhaps these
very buildings. Another thing that struck me
very forcibly while watching the fire from
the terrace was the fact that, owing to the
shameful way in which the grounds about
the buildings are kept, notwithstanding re-
monstrances have been made on previous
occasions, there Is any amount of debris,
waste paper, dead branches and limbs
piled up and thrown down the lower
slopes towards the river. Had any of these
lighted pieces of timber which we saw
floating down the river yesterday been car-
ried towards the bank, or any sparks flying
across fallen ln among the inflammable
material, the whole of the Lovers' Walk, as
It is called, around the cliff and the trees
and everything on the slope of the bill would
have been swept off, and this place ruined
as completely as Nepean Point bas been by
the construction of the approach of the Inter-
provincial Bridge. I think there ought tO
be enough public spirit among the citizens
of Ottawa and all who have, as I sald
before, a stake and interest in the capital
of the Dominion to see that something
should be doue to avert the fearful danger
threatening this place by the amount of in-
flammable material which forme a sort of
cordon round the city. Of course, my hon.
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friend would have as much ditficulty in
bringing about any remedy as he had with
reference to the sawdust nuisance, but it
does not seem to me Impracticable to have
piling grounds at certain distances from thë
city, where the lumber could be piled, and
to have legal regulations to compel mill-
owners to pile their boards there, and I
hope that this notice which has been given
by my hon. friend Ottawa will bear fruit
in the introduction of some legislation on
the subject.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-This is an im-
portant matter and does not affect Ottawa
alone, because when a calamity like the
present one overtakes a city, it becomes a
matter of national and Imperial Interest.
Of course, the pillng grounds In the very
heart of the city are and must ever be a
menace to the whole of the property In the
city of Ottawa, and the city itself onght
certainly to be disposed and impelled to
make some regulations to prevent the piling
of lumber within such dangerous proximity
to the dwelling-houses. It must have struck
every one who witnessed the calamity of
yesterday that one particular cause of the
rapid spread of the fire was the fact that
nearly every building in the city is roofed
with wooden shingles. As soon as the fire
touched the roof, the shingles ignited and
the upward draft of the fire carried them
in all directions. I myself vas wirmFs to
the fact that the conflagrati-yn leaped from
Huil over to the Ottawa side, passing over
to the island across the full wrdi!i of tli
river, and that there were lumber piles or
this side of the river ignited long before the
piles on the opposite took fire. Not only
that, but any one who saw the conflagration
going on must bave seen that urion poits,
all In the line and direction of the wind,
were burning at the same nmment, not
directly connected with zae conflagration.
but ignited by the flying 'uruing material
such as the shingles. In the "'ty of Mont-
real the erection of wooden buildings is
prohibited by the city, and the roofing wrth
wooden shingles Is also prohibited. I thiuk
It is the direct business of the governient
to endeavour to arrange tnat the piling
grounds shall not be in such dangerous
prcximity to the city. It is the duty of the
city of Ottawa, by nun'epal regulations,
or otherwIse, to prohib:t, If they can. the
roofing of buildings with wooden shingles,

Hon. Mr. ALLAN.

It ,ilght be a very serious business. Of
course it is well to count the cost before-
hand, but I do say that if nothing is done,
i' the old state of things is allowel to be re-
peated the city of Ottawa will forfeit to
a large extent the claim which It now pos-
sesses, and which I think will be responded
to by the whole Dominion, and not only by
the Dominion but by England as well, and
I commend it most seriously to the attention
of the government and the municipal au-
thoritles.

lHon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELr-I do
not intend to pursue the debate upon the
line indioated by the hon. gentlemen who
have spoken. What they have said has been
ample to cali the attention of the govern-
ment and the municipal authorities to the
necessity of taking some precautionary mea-
sures. While I know it is not ln the pro-
vince of the Senate to act, it may be in
the province of the Senate to suggest-and
[am sure it would meet the approval of the
whole Dominion under the circumstances-
were the government to make an ap-
propriation, and it could be done without
waiting for the assembling of the House on
Tuesday next, because I am sure all would
approve of an appropriation in aid of
the poor people who have been thrown out
of their homes. Thousands have lost their
all, scarcely knowing where to get their
breakfast, or where to sleep last night.
Any one who went into that portion of the
city which w-us destroyed by fire, and saw
the hundreds of women and children of the
poorer classes, dependent, no doubt, upon
their daily earnings for their living, thrown
upon the world without a sixpence, would,
I am sure, approve of the appropriation, and
the whole Dominion would approve if it
were made of fifty or one hundred thousand
dollars in order to aid these people until they
could obtain employment and secure homes
for themselves, I offer this suggestion with
some diffidence, because I know we have no
authority to make It, but whIle we have no
authority we have the rlght to suggest and
throw out a hint as to what we deem the
duty of the government in such a calamitous
case as this.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am very glad to hear
the opinion expressed by the hon. leader of
the opposition ln reference to the course
that the government ought to take in the
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contribution towards alleviating, in some
degree, the sufif ering of those who have been
burnt out. The government placed ten
thousand dollars at the disposal of the com-
mittee for the immediate relief of these
people, and on the assembling of the House
of Commons on Tuesday it is proposed to
submit for the approval of that Chamber-
and I am quite sure it will be approved of
by this House-a vote of one hundred thou-
sand dollars towards the fund. In refer-
ence to the larger question to which atten-
tion has been called, and which periodically
bas come to the minds of thoughtful men
who have considered the subject during the
last thirty odd years--because ever since the
erection of those buildings in 1866 the pres-
ence of the lumber piles bas been a menace
-we have ail appreciated the fact that the
day would come when some terrible cala-
mity would overtake us owing to the piling
of lumber within the precinets of the cities
of Ottawa and Hull. Several calamities
have occurred In the last twenty-five years.
Hull bas been bitrnt out on two different
occasions. The mills at the Chaudière have
been burned out. The lumber piles have
been burnt out. Fortunately, the occasions
when the fire arose In the past were when
the wind was not blowing a gale like it was
yesterday, when -the great velocity, created
largely by the vacuum owing to the ascent
of the flames tended to carry the fire long
distances beyond what one ordinarily ob-
serves on occasions even of great calamities.
Some of the burning embers from the piles of
lumber were carried a distance of a quarter
of a mile to other piles and ignited them.
go that it was absolutely impossible for the
firemen-even when reinforced, by a consi-
derable number, to cope with the calamity,
and we all recognize how important it is
that the suggestion of my hon. friends w b
have spoken, and should receive ifttention
and be reinforced on the present occasion
if It is at all possible. Whether this parlia-
ment cean do it, I am not nt all prepared to
say. My hon. friend blames the government
for allowing the boards to be piled where
they were. The boards were piled on pri-
vate property.

Hon. M. CLEMOW-No, government pro-
perty.

Hon. Mr SCOTT-Then the lots are held
under long leases.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Tbey can be can-
celled at a moment's notice.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know that.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I know that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The piles of boards,
which are the principal danger, are behind
the Perley Home for Incurables. Unfortun-
ately, in erecting these buildings wooden
tops were put on. The attics of the eastern
block and the main building are a mass of
wood. In the near future I hope copper
tops will be constructed in lieu of the dan-
gerous roofs that cover the public build-
ings. Hon. gentlemen will remember how

1 hopeless it was, when the western block
took fire, with all the firemen concentrated
here, to subdue the fire from the Mackenzie
portion of the block round the front on Wel-
lington street and up the side facing the
square. It was just like one mass of wood.
Since that time, it has been constructed of
metal and covered with copper, and is now
safe, but the eastern block is in the same
condition in which it was when erected
thirty-four years ago. I do not know so
much about the parliament building, al-
though I presume the roofs are In very much
the same condition. But the question of
parliamentary interference with the piling
of lumber within the eity limits is a very
important one. There is but a small por-
tion of the ground that is leased from the
Crown, and that portion bas been held for
the last twenty-five years under lease. My
bon. friend says we could cancel the lease.
One does not like to cancel leases.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Why not?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think my hon.
friend called attention to it ten years ago
when bMs friends were in power.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I did.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am glad to hear that,
but I am sorry his voice was not heard. A
menace of that kind sbould be removed,
but piling lumber on private grounds is a
matter within the control of the owner, un-
less municipal regulations prevent it. The
onIy way we could interfere with it-end I
presume it would be one of the methods we
would have to resort to if it was continued-
would be to make it a misdemealour to pile
within a certain distance of those buildings
or within a given distance of the capital of
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the country. It is a very easy matter to do
that. We could stop It ln that way, but that
la the only way In whlch it could be done,
as far as I can see. The city of Ottawa
could stop It under the authority of the mu-
nicipal regulations. I do not know what the
powers of the city of Hull are, and I do not
know whether they could stop it or not,
but hon. gentlemen know that the influence
of men who have such vast sums lnvested in
property of that kind is always an obstacle
to municipal bodies lnterfering. The time
bas come when prompt action should be
taken, and the piling of lumber In the fu-
ture within a certain distance of these build-
ings should be stopped, even if it is neces-
sary to make it a criminal offence. The fa-
cilities which now exist, owing to the elec-
trict power here and the character of fhe
country round Hull and Ottawa. render it
very easy to run the piling grounds out a
distance. That can be done as it is in other
localities. At one time Ottawa depended on
the lumber trade for its industry. There
was no other industry here, and the prac-
tice of piling boards round here grew from
that fact, and men were given bonuses to
build mills and no restraint put upon them
about throwing sawdust in the water or pil-
Ing lumber in the immediate vicinity of their
mills. Any one witnessing the fire yester-
day must have felt that it was sImply the
dårection In which the wind was blowing
that prevented the fire sweeping over the
city of Ottawa. It was absolutely idle to
attempt to cope with a fire which carried
embers a quarter or half a mile, and started
fires at remote distances. I have no doubt
observers at the time thought that it was
not possible that such buildings could be
reached. Take the gap between Hull and
Ottawa. Who would have dreamt of the fire
crossing the river ? The mills of Lord &
Hurdman, on the other side, were burned,
but Booth's mll on this side was not burned.

Hon. Sir MACKENZlE BOWELL-Be-
cause they had lots of water.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The wdnd cut a swathe,
ln a particular lne, but certainly It would
not have crossed the Ottawa River if the em.
bers had not been carried from the lumber
piles on the other side. I shall be very glad
indeed to call the attention of my colleague
to the observations made by hon. gentlemen
with the hope that the subject will receive

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

due consideration, and if possible, that some
proposal will be made which will render it
impossible for a similar catastrophe to hap-
peu In the future.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-This Is a very oppor-
tune time for public opinion to he fully ex-
pressed upon this very Important subject. I
do not think it is desirable to make any ex-
tended remarks after what has been said
by different hon. gentlemen, and I am only
sorry that the hon. gentleman from Ottawn
has not embodied the sentiments lie has
expressed, and which I am sure are enter-
tained by all members of the House, lai a
resolution. I believe it would pass unani-
mously in this House. It would have the
effect of every member of the House giving
his assent to the proposition, and this Is the
most opportune time to bring such a pres-
sure upon the government, so that they may
come to a prompt decision on this matter.
We know they have to contend agalnst pow-
erful Influences. Money has great influence
in this Dominion of ours and all over tlie
world, and those men who are storing their
lumber near these buildings are men of very
great influence and wealth, as the bon. gen-
tleihan wlo hias been fighting the sawdust
question for a number of years without suc-
eess knows. I think at the present time
we could bring such influence to bear upon
the goverunment that they could act wlth a
flrm band and pass legislation necessary
to protect this city and the parliament build-
ings in connection with It.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I agree with the hon,
gentleman from Murray Harbour that it is
a good time for speaking out. I quite concur
lu what has been said with respect to the
calamity of yesterday. No doubt the lum-
ber piles very considerably increase the
danger, and as suggested by the hon. Secre-
tary of State, It is barely possible that par-
liament might be able to deal with the ques-
tion of the lumber piled in these places by
making it a criminal offence to pile lumber
within a certain distance of these buildings.
but we must all realize that If there had not
been a lumber pile ln Ottawa or Hull
the number of persons rendered homeless by
yesterday's fire would have been just about
the sarme.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Oh, no.
Hon. Mr. POWER-Calamites of the samte

kind happened in Hull on, I think, three dif-
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ferent occasions previously. The city of
Hull has been nearly destroyed by fire on
two occasions wlthin my memory, and when
one asks why are not regulations made by
the municipality of Hull to prevent the
erection of inflammable wooden shanties
there, he is told that the people are too
poor to build in brick or stone ; but I
think that as a rule the people who
own those wooden buildings are not the
poor people who live in them, but compara-
tively wealthy people who lease the houses
to tenants. That is the case on the Ottawa
side of the river at any rate, The munici-
pality of Hull may not be willing to act,
and I do not think that there la ln this par-
liament any power to compel them to act,
but that is not altogether the case with the
city of Ottawa. The governiment have un-
dertaken to do certain things for the city of
Ottawa. They are making a large annual
ipayment to the city; and it occurred to me,
while this discussion was golg on, that in
order that the lesson of this fire may be
made useful, the payment of this hundred
thousand dollars for the relief of the distress
in the city of Ottawa might be made condi-
tional on the city council passing regulations
to prevent the erection of wooden structures
in the city.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)-And Hull
also.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There would be the
same opportunity to act there. It may seem
a heartless proceeding; but it la kinder, ln
the long run, to insist that those wretched
tinder boxes shall not be re-erected. If the
town of Hull had been build of brick the
conflagration of yesterday would not have
taken place, nor the two former conflagra-
tions. As a matter of justice, not only to
Hull and Ottawa, but to the countrY gen-
erally, and with a view to preserving this
and other public buildings, the government
Should insist that the city council of Ottawa
and the city council of Hull shall pass such
regulations as will provide for the construc-
tion of less inflammable buildings lu the
two cities.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-My experience of fire
has been similar to this which occurred
Yesterday, and while I have listened with a
great deal of pleasure to the views express'ed
by several hon. gentlemen, I think a good
deal of blame has been laid upon parties

who, in my opinion, after all are not so
much to be blamed for what has taken
place. In 1877 the city of St. John, had one
of the greatest fires that ever occurred on
this continent. By that fire we lost solid
buildings covering an area of two hundred
acres. It is well known at that time we had no
lumber piles lin the neiglibourhood. The fire
originated in a wooden barn and extended
to other wooden houses along the course of
that fire. It has been said by some hon.
gentlemen who preceded me that sparks
were known to float from this fire across the
river and ignite houses on the other side.
At St. John, where there was no river
for the sparks to float over, I have known
sparks to fly a distance of nearly a mile
from where the fire originated. I was myself
helping with other gentlemen to extinguish
the sparks that floated through the air and
fell on the roofs of buildings, and while I
was there I observed a small spark about
the size of a honey-bee movIng through the
air. It lit upon the side of a building and
in an instant it broke into a flame as
large as a sunflower, and from that spark
the fire spread in that locality. From
the experience we have had ln St. John,
where there were no lumber piles, but
simply a continuation of wooden buildings,
it is necessary to pass a law to prohibit the
erection of wooden buildings. As far as I
am aware. no authority in Ontario has the
pow er to do that, except the local legisla-
ture. I do not think the municipality of
Ottawa has such power, unless they got it
in the past through the local legislature.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Municipal Act gives the municipalities ln
Ontario power to pass by-laws.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is hardly fair to
expect the general government to in-
terfere in a matter such as this, because
it la not in their province; but the munici-
pality of Ottawa should make application
te the legislature of Ontario for power to
enable them to prevent the piling of lumber
within the city limits, and also preventing
the building of wooden buildings within the
city boundarles. But when we take into
account the effect on poor people, what are
they going to do-they cannet re-erect brick
buildings.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Brick Is cheaper now
than wood.
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Hon. Mr. DEVER-I doubt that.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I do not doubt It; I
know it.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-We passed a similar
law in New Brunswick, and there are sec-
tions of our city now in which we cannot
bulld anything but brick covered with slate
or gravel. As far as the slates are con-
cerned I think they are a great protec-
tion againet fire, but gravel roofing, in my
opinion, Is very little better than shingles.
In fact, in the great fire in St. John in 1877,
expensive buildings covered with gravel
rooflng ignited just as rapidly as if they
had been covered with shingles, and the
consequence was there was nothing left of
them after the tire but piles of ashse. The
subject is one worthy of a good deal of
consideration. Nothing eau be done until it
is worked out by some commission which
will study the question fairly, and bring
home to the proper authorities such views
as will induce them to adopt laws that will
meet the necessities of the case without
oppressing the poor. I am very mucli
pleased to hear that the government Is
about to act ln supplylng immediate relief
for the suffering which must prevail in
Hull and Ottawa at present. In St. John
when we had that great fire we were very
much gratified to receive help from the
world. Our fire caused such suffering then
that no local aid that we coulli render was
sufficient to supply the wants of those who
had been completely denuded of everything
they possessed in the world.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-What was the loss
in St. John?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-With a population off
4 l1 il h Af

wants of the. destitute people, but a very
large amount, in my opinion, will be required
to be of any adequate service, for the large
population deprived )f their homes and
means of living.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tbere
Is another point to whicl. I should like to
call the attention of the Secretary of State.
I do not vouch for the truth of it, but I
.-eard it mentioned thaý the supply of water
in connection with this building is so small
that there would n't have been enough
yesterday had It been necessary to litilize
the hose which was placed across the lawn
in order to put out any ie vhicb m:Vght
take place amongst the flebris o'ý the slope
of the hil' I am informed that ail the
appliance or supplylng water in large
quantitie. ave been removed, and that we
are dependent altogether upon electric
power to secure the quantity of water that
would be necessary in case of a fire either
in the building or on the grounds. The
breaking of a wire or the burning down of
a pole, of course. would render all the ap-
pliances for fighting the fire useless, if
they are dependent on electrie power gen-
erated at the falls. Whether that is correct
or not, I cannot say, but it has been so
statea on the street and in the press, and If
suci be the case it Is the duty of the gov-
ernment to adopt such means as will pre-
vent us from being at the mercy of the cut-
ting the wires which supply the power to
work the fire appliances. There should be,
in addition to that, some other power, I
saw some men pouring water down the slope
yesterday, and I was told that it came from
a tank, but that it would be of no use in
case of a large confiagration. I thought it
my duty to call the attention of the Se-

0,VV Vv uc, .4ivvvv ilL & CUL e, cretary of State to what is said on the street
we had only $7,000,000 insurance, and the and in the press, and if any defects of that
balance of the twenty-seven millions was kind exist they should de remedied.
lost by the people of the city. The loss by
fire here will not amount to so large a sum, Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My hon. friend Is mis-
stil it is so general, from what I have informed. When the western block was
observed from parliament hill, the desola- destroyed it was found that the supply of
tion is so extensive that I think it behooves water was wholly inadequate.
the government to act promptly and se Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Was
that no hardship from hunger and exposure it not because the hydrants were frozen up?
shall be permitted. I am very much
pleased to learn from the remarks oflte Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, it was because the
hon. Secretary of State, that the govern- pipes were too small.

ment have already advanced a small amount Hon. Sir MACKENZj BOWELL-It was
whdch will perhaps meet the immediate so stated.

Hon. Mr. DEVERl
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The chief difficulty was
that the pipe on the north side of Welling-
ton street was entirely too small. An ar-
rangement was made with the eity in con-
sideration of the money we are paying them,
that a large pipe should be put in exclu-
sively for the use of these buildings, and
that has been done, but up to the time of
the fire in the western block there was -no
direct supply. The water was pumped into
tanks above. Those tanks were wholly in-
adequate when the supply was needed, so a
direct pressure was obtained from the power
house. It is not electric but water pres-
sure, and is not at all dependent on the
wires or the poles that hold the wires.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Sup-
plied by the water works of the city?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, through a large
pipe. Ordinarily there is a very good pres-
sure, but yesterday all the hydrants In the
neighbourhood of the fire were open. and
everybody had opened the faucets who had
a faucet to open. Eve.n in lower town, be-
lieving the water works might be destroyed,
they accumulated a body of water for fear
they might need it, and that reduced the
pressure considerably, and it would explain
why there was no pressure In the hose which
the hon. gentleman noticed. Ordinarily we
have very good pressure. and the pipe le
large-twelve inches I believe, and supplies
the buildings from the power house Itself.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (111> ' An Act respecting he St. Clair
and Erie Ship Canal Company.',-Hlon. Mr.
Clemow.)

Bill (122) 'An Act respeeting the Lake
Erie and Detroit River Railway ComnPZyf.'
-(Lon. Mr. Power.)

Bill (117) 'An Act respecting the National
Sanitarium Association.-(Hon. Mr. Scott, In
the absence of Hon. Mr. Mills.)

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (72) ' An Act respecting the Merchants
Bank of Halifax, and to change its name te
" The Royal Bank of Canada,"' as amended.
-(Hon. Mr. Power.)

Bill (82) ' An Act to incorporate the Crown
Life Insurance Company,' as amended.-
(Hon. Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (M) •An Act for the relief of Gertrude
Bessie Patterson.'-(lon. Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (N) 'An Act for the relief of Gustavus
Adolphus Kobold.'--(Hon. Mr. CIemow.)

CANADIAN LOAN AND INVESTMENT
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (76 'An Act to incorporate
the Canadian Loan and Investment Cor-
pany.'

He said : I believe there is some objection
to this Bill by some hon. gentlemen, but they
have corne to an understanding with the
promoters that they will state their objec-
tion before the Committee on Banking and
Commerce.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I imagine there will
be some objection raised to the name, be-
cause it is borne by other companies. That
can be remedied in committee.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)-Th4s is a
very important Bill. It transforms a ter-
minating company into a permanent stock
company and the stockholders of the ter-
minating company should be properly pro-
tected in the permanent company to be
created by this Bill. All that I am interest-
ed In is that the rights and interests of the
stockholders of the terminating company
should be thorougbly protected In this Bil.
I think the period of the existence of the
terminable company was limlted to fifty
years. Ten years of that time has elkpsed,
and any reserve funds or money matters in
connection with the old company that the
stockholders would be entitled te from now
to the end of the term should be secured to
the stockholders in the new company. The
solicitor of the company Is willing te make
a concession on this point, but not alto-
gether to the extent that I vould wish. I am
willing that the Bill should go to the CoM-
mittee on Banking and Commerce and be
discussed there. I have no doubt that the
committee will amend the Bill so as te make
it satisfactory.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There are some other
feotures about this Bill beside that te which
the hon. gentleman from Cape Breton bas
referred, whieh deserve the attention Of
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the Coinmittee on Banking and Commerce
The fourth clause of the Bill provides:

Ninety thousand shares of permanent prefer-
ence stock, which shall be entitled to such cum-
ulative dividend, not exceeding six per cent per
annum, as shall from time to time be declared
by the directors, and shall be provided for out
of the net earnings of the company before any
dividends are paid upon the ordinary permanent
stock of the company, but the said permanent
preference stock shall not be entitled to parti-
cipation in any further profits of the company.

As I read the Bill, that accumulated pre-
ference dividend to all the holders of pre-
ference stock-there are ninety thousand
shares-takes precedence of the payments
to the present holders of the terminating
stock of the old company. That is mani-
festly unjust. The fifth clause of the Bill
provides that the terminating stock-that
is the stock held by the present members
of the company-shall be entitled te such
dividends as shall be declared from time
to time by the directors. Under fhe original
Act these stockholders were entitled to the
whole of the dividends-to all the net pro-
fits, and under this fifth clause of the Bill
they will be only entitled to such dividends
as shall be declared from time to time by
the directors, out of the net earnings. and
they will be postponed to the payment of the
6 per cent accumulated preference dividend
on the ninety thousand preference shares.
It is clear that that is a very unfair proceed-
ing. Then the seventh clause says:

The shareholders of the old company holding
shares of terminating stock therein are hereby
declared to -be the holderj respectively of shares
of the terminating stock of the company to the
same extent and with the same amount
pald up thereon as they are holders respectively
of such shares in the old company.

But there Is no protection te the rights of
these terminating shareholders which have
already accrued. They are left to be dealt
with by the directors. The fourteenth clause
of the Bilil provides a thing which I think is
objectionable, that the company may len'd
upon Its terminating stock. I think the gen-
eral Act prohibits a company from lending on
its own stock. I particularly direct the at-
tention of the chairman of the committee to
the fitteenth clause. The Loan Companies
Act has put wlse restrictions on the powers
of corporations to lend money. The fff-
teenth clause of thils Bill undertakes to
Ignore these restrictions. In addition to the
securities on which they are allowed to
lend by the Loan Act of last year, this clause

Hon. Mr. POWER.

empowers the directors to lend to &nY body
corporate, or to any municipal or other
authority, or to any board or body of
trustees or commissioners, upon such terms
as to the direetors seem satisfactory. There
is practically no restriction on the lending
powers of the company. There are other
clauses, the sixteenth for instance, which
are objectionable ; but I do not wish to
take up the time of the House. I simply
wish to eiphasize the necessity of cou-
aidering the Bill with even more than the
usual care and attention which the com-
mittee bestows upon the Bille brought be-
fore it.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The promoters of the
Bill, and also those who are opposed to the
Bill will no doubt be present, and the hon.
gentleman's suggestion w1ll be carefully
considered.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If the objection of the
hon. gentleman from Cape Breton is re-
moved, he naturally does not trouble him-
self about other things; and very often ob-
jectionable provisions escape the attention
of the committee if they are net directed to
IL I am not a member of the committee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Act of last year gives power to loan on the
stock of a company on certain conditions.
This provides for loaning on 80 per cent of
stock. The restriction. In other companies
Is, I think, much less. It is also provided
that It must be on paid-up stock and net
on the full amount of the stock held.

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

AN ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hon. gentlemen will
notice that the Minister of Justice is absent
from his place to-day. He was slightly in-
disposed and called In a physician, who ad-
vised hlm to lay up for a day or two. As
we shal have very little on the Order paper
for Monday, I would suggest that when the
louse adjourns to-day ;t stand adjourned

til Tuesday. Yesterday the House of Com-
mons adjourned till Tuesday. If this meets
with the approval of hon. gentlemen I move
that wheu this House adjourns to-day it
stands adjourned till Tuesday at 8 o'clock
in the evening.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It has
been suggested by a number of hon. gentle-
man around me that it would be much more
convenient for them if we could adjourn
untIl Wednesday, as the Commons has ad-
journed until Tuesday. It would give hon,
gentlemen an opportunty to reach their
homes and transaet any business they re-
quire to transact. The chances are we will
be here pretty late in the summer. If I
thought it would Interfere with the business
I would not suggest it, but looking at ihe
paper before us we have little to do. and
consldering the probabilities of the debate
continuing in the lower House for some time
to come. I throw out the suggestion to meet
the convenience of hon. gentlemen.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Make It three o'clock.

Several hon. MEMBERS--Elght o'clock.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I think It will suit the
convenience of the majority of the House If
we ajourn until Wednesday at eight o'clock.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If we
have to meet at three o'clock on Wednesday
it necessitates a night journey to get here,
unless we come the day before, and we are
ail getting so old and feeble we do not want
to travel at night.

The motion was amended and agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, May 2, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Elght
O'clock p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (S) ' An Act to secure propor'tional re-
presentation to Shareholders on Boards of
Directors of Corporations.'-(Ho1n Mr.

Lougheed.)
Bill (T) ' An Act respeeting Uusury.'-

(Hon. Mr. Dandurand.)

THE CASE OF LIEUT.-COL. WHITE.

MOTION ALLOWED TO STAND.
The order of the Day being called:

By the Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell, K.C.M.G.
That an humble address be presented to Hi.

Excellency the Governor General, praying that

His Excellency wili cause to be laid before the
Senate ail correspondence between the Minister
of Militia and Defence, Major General Hutton,
Lieut.-Col. Foster, chief staff officer; Lieut.-Col.
Holmes, D. O. C. Military District No. 1; the
Deputy Minister of Militia or any other officiai
of the Department of Militia and Defence, and
Lieut.-Col. W. W. White, of Guelph, Ont., re-
lating to or in any way connected with the selec-
tion of and subsequent removal of the said
Lieut.-Col. White's name from the list of officers
of the Canadian militia to undergo a course of
instruction in the duties of general staff officers
at the Military College, Kingston.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is my
hon. friend the Secreatry of State ready to
consider this question?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I wrote to Dr. Borden
the day that my hon. friend mentioned this
matter before, and received the following
reply :

The General did not reply direct to the Deputy
Minister, so far as I remember. Any com-
munication which he may have made was con-
fidential to myself, and is not on the files of
the department. In reference to Lieut.-Coi.
Holmes, I do not think there is any such letter,
probably a simple memorandum on the letter
to White. I will, however, make further in-
quiries.

The motion was allowed to stand.

DREDGING AT ST. MICHEL WHARF.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired of the gov-
ernment :

1. Did the government cause to be made, dur-
ing -the years 1898 and 1899, any works in the
River St. Lawrence, in the neighbourhood of
St. Michel wharf, in the county of Bellechasse?

2. To what amount in each year?
3. What is the name of the dredge employed

for these purposes?
4. Who had the direction of these works, and

what was his share in the amount disbursed?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The answers to the hon.
gentieman's questions are : 1. Yes. 2. In
1897-8, $591.92 ; 1898-9, $5,873.86. 3. In 1897-
8, the dredge St. Louis and the Twin, stone-
lifter ; ln 1898-9, the dredge Nithadale and
stonellfter No. 1. 4. The work was under
the general superintendence of Mr. Jas.
Howden and the special supervision of the
captain of the dredge-they eacli received
their regular salaries.

PENITENTIARY BINDER TWINE.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER inquIred
What quality of hemp, sisal or other material

bas been purchased by the government since
the 1st day of July, 1899, for the purpose Of
manufacturing binder twine in the penitentiaries
of the Dominion, the price paid therefor, and
the names of the parties from whom said ma-
terials were purchased?
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The answer sent to me
by the Department of Justice is as follows :

It is deeme4 prejudicial to the interests of
the department and unfair to purchasers to give
information regarding the cost of materials or
the prices at which the twine Is sold until the
output of the yeir has been marketed. This
principle has been adhered to since the in-
ception of the industry.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
there is a mistake in the wording of this
motion, and the word ' quality' should be
*quautlty.'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is ' quality ' in my
copy. I have sent the question down to Mr.
Stewart who has charge of it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
answer is not pertinent to the question. My
hon. friend asks what quantity of material
has been purchased. There is nothing in
the answer relating to the question.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-lTt refers
to quality.

lon. Mr. SaOTT-There are various qua-
lities.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I want
Io point out that the question asked by the
lon. gentleman for Brandon has no refer-
ence whatever to the price at which the gov-
ernment has sold it to the parties who are
speculating in it. It is simply asking how
much raw material has been purchased and
the price pald for it and the parties from
whom it is purchased.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The question is as to
quality, and the answer relates to the ques-
tion.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I will amend
the question, and substitute the word 'quan-
tIlty' for 'quality.'

Hon. MP. SCOTT-The same objection
would apply as to the price of the article.
It 1s now on the market and It would not
be qulte fair that the price pald for the ar-
ticle itself should be announced.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.-My
hon. friend misapprehends the question.
The question Is as to the quantity of raw
materlal out of which binder twIne is manu-
factured and the price paid for it, and the
parties from whom It was purchased.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then my hon. frIend
must change his question.

Hon. Mr. KIROHHOFFER.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I will alter
the question and make it read in the way
suggested.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then I will send it to
the department.

.The inquiry was allowed to stand.

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION.

INQUIRY

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
Whether, since the commencement of the pre-

sent parliament, the government, or any one
of the members of the present administration,
ln the name or for the government, has recelved
from the government of Manitoba, or from the
Catholic minority of tbat province, or from the
episcopate of any of the provinces or any mem-
ber thereof, any communication whatsoever, ln
the form of a denand, of a claim, of a protest,
or otherwise, on the subject of the Manitoba
school question?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think not, as far as I
have been able to find out.

lon. Mr. LANDRY-How far ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-All the inquiry I could
make from those who would have the in-
formation-from members of the govern-
ment.

MONTMAGNY POST OFFICE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
1. Is the building acquired by the government

from the Seminary of Quebec for the use of the
post office in the town of Montmagny, by con-
sent of the government simultaneously employed
for other uses?

2. To wbat other uses does the building serve
in which the post office of Montmagny is held?

3. Who is the guardian of such building?
4. What is the salary of this guardian?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-To inqulry No. 1, the
answer is, yes. 2. Occupied by town and
parish council, a bank and is used as a pub-
lie hall 3. John Lespérance. 4. The rents
derived from the above leased rooms go to
pay the caretaker's salary and minor ex-
penses, &c. The department pays no regu-
lar salary.

CONSTRUCTION OF THE
MINTO

STEAMER

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
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His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate:

1. Copies of specifications used in making con-
tracts for the construction of the steamer
'Minto.'

2. Copies of all notices calling for tenders
for offers to build said steamer.

3. Copies of all tenders received for the same.
4. Statement showing actual cost of said steam-

er, contract price and extras being stated sepa-
rateiy.

5. Statement of extras, showing their nature
in detail.

The motion was agreed to.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I should like to ask
the Secretary of State whetlier he is pre-
pared to submit the papers moved for some
time ago with regard to the supply of oil
to the Intercolonial Railway.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have heard nothing
more of them. The Minister of Justice
wrote to the department about them, and,
I think, saw the minister several times.
They have not been sent over to me.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Will my hon.
friend inquire when they will be brought
down ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I shall.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I should like to know
If the hon. gentleman is prepared to submit
to the House the return to the address that
I moved for on the 23rd March, relating to
the deeds passed by the government and the
seminary of Québec for the purc:hase of the
site on which the post office is built at
Montmagny, and which was promised.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I shall make inquiry.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Whfle
the hon. gentleman's mind Is being refresh-
ed, I would call his attention to the fact
that some returns moved for last session
have not been brought down. I should like
to call his attention to the promise he made
lest session that these returns should be
brought down before the next election. I
suppose If they do not come down this ses-
sion there will not be an election until after
another session. If we are to have an elec-
tion before another session, I sbould like
to have them this session.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I thought the return
Was brought down ; I know some supple-
mentary ones have been brought down. I

make appeals to my colleagues for them,
and use every effort I can to obtain them.
Will my hon. friend mention what particu-
lar ones are still missing ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Railways and Canals.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think I brought that
down.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No. not
complete.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think the hon.
Secretary of State should join this side of
the House in voting want of c~onfidence in
his colleagues.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If the papers were
under my control they would be brought
down, certainly.

COMOX AND CAPE SCOTT RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN, in the absence
of Hon. Mr. Reid, moved the second reading
of Bill (35) 'An Act to incorporate the Co-
mox and Cape Scott Railway Company.'
le said: The hon. gentleman from Caribou
(Hon. Mr. Reid) has left for home, and will
not return this session, and he has requested
me in his absence to move the second read-
ing of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to and the Ell1
was read the second time.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (88) 'An Act to Incorporate the St.
Mary's River Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Lougheed.)

Bill (R) 'An Act to incorporate the St.
Lawrence Terminal and Steamshlp Com-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière.)

Bill (111) 'An Act respecting the St. Clair
and Erie Ship Canal Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Clemow.)

Bill (122) 'An Act respecting the Lake
Erie and Detroit River Railway Company.'-
(Hon. Mr. Power.)

NATIONAL SANITARIUM ASSOCIATION

BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (117) ' An Act respecting the Na-
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tional Sanitarium Association.' He said:
This Bill consista of two clauses only.
Clause one authorizes the company to bor-
row moneys, and clause two provides for the
appointment of trustees. I find that the
association w-as incorporated in 1896. Mr.
Massey, of Toronto, Lord Stratheona, Mr.
Gage, of Toronto, Senator Cox and otlier
gentlemen were its promoters. It is for a
very excellent purpose.

The motion was agreed to,
was read the second time.

and the Bill

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, May 3, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at 3 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE OASE OF LIEUT.-COL. WHITE.

The Order of the Day being called :

By the Honourable Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
K.C.M.G. :-

That an humble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate, all correspondence between the Minister
of Militia and Defence, Major-General Hutton,
Lieut.-Col. Foster, Chief Staff Officer, Lieut.-
Col. Holmes, D. O. C. Military District No. 1,
the Deputy Minister of Militia or any other offi-
cial of the Department of Militia and Defence,
and Lieut.-Col. W. W. White, of Guelph, On-
tario, relating to or in any way connected with
the selection of, and subsequent removal of, the
said Lieut.-Col. White's name from the list of
oficers of the Canadian Militia to undergo a
course of Instruction ln the duties of General
Staff Officers at the Military College, Kingston.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Hon. Secretary of State said yesterday, in
the memo. which he read, that the Minister
of Militia and Defence would make further
inquiry as to the existence of a letter from
Lieut.-COI. Holmes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He has not given me
further information.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
I shall let this motion stand until Monday.

The notice was allowed to stand.
Hon. Mr. SOOTT.

OTTAWA-HULL FIRE RELIEF BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill (147) 'An Act for grant-
ing to Her Majesty certain sums of money
required for defraying certain expenses of
the Public Service for the financial year
ending 30th of June, 1900.

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-This Bill bas been in-
troduced for the purpose of giving effect to
the proposai of the government to contribute
one hundred thousand dollars to the Ottawa-
Hull Fire Relief Fund and also the sum of
twenty thousand dollars for the erection of a
post office in Hull, and twenty-one thousand
dollars on account of the Iron bridges over
the slides, which the government will have
to re-construct. With the consent of the
House I move that the Bill be read the
second time at length presently, suspending
Rule 45.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill was
read the second and third times and passed.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (121) 'An Act respecting the Ontario
Power Company of Niagara Falls.'-(Hon.
Mr. McCallum.)

NOVA SCOTIA STEEL OOMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. McKAY moved the second read-
ing of Bill (24) ' An Act respecting the Nova
Scotia Steel Company.' He said: This Bill
is to empower the Nova Scotia Steel Com-
pany to dispose of their entire business and
also to give them power to sel it, either by
accepting stock in another company, or to
sell for cash. It also gives them power to
wind up the old company without resorting
to the Winding Up Act, but lt does not go
into force until sanctioned by a two-thlrds
majority of the shareholders. I am told
there are some serlous objections to the Bill.
It accidentally feil into my hands one even-
ing, and I have no instructions about it
whatever. The objections I presume can
be better laid before the committee than
anywhere else, and for that reason I pro-
pose to send it to the Committee on Banking
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and Commerce, where all persons Interested
can have due notice of it.

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

Hon. Mr. SOT1T-I understand my hon.
friend from Cumberland (Mr. 'Dickey) had
some objection to the Bill, particularly to a
clause that he thought gave the company
very wide powers of amalgamation. I have
not myself looked Into the Bil, and am not
ln a position to make any comments on it.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I had a conversation
with the hon. gentleman from Amherst this
morning, and he decided that whatever ob-
jections are to be made to the Bill shall be
made in committee. I therefore move that
the Bill be referred to the CommIttee on
Banking and Commerce.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The Committee on
PrIvate Bils.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-It la an Important Bill,
and I think It would be better te send It to
the Banking and Commerce Committee.

The motion was agreed to.

LOAN OOMPANIES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (Q) ' An Act to amend the Loa.n
Companies Act, Canada, 1899.' He said : It
Wll be within the recollection of hon. mem-
bers that last session an Act waa passed
respecting loan companies whicl gave
provincial companies power to take out
chartern under this Act. Under sec. 6 the
application may be for power to acquIre the
franchise and assets, &c. It haa been found,
&U the working of the Act, that a company
which has a charter from the province has
no authority to transfer the franchise. It
can tranefer Its assets, but not its fran-
Chise. The object of this Bill ls simply
to strike out the word ' franchise' where It
occurs In the several sections of the Act.
The attentlon of the Department of Justice

80

was drawn to It by Mr. Luh, who was em-
ployed to secure an incorporation under the
Act, and It was found that Provincial Loan
Companies had not power to transfer fran-
chises, and were unaible to secure the bene-
fit of the Act. •

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-I would
Cali attention to the second clause which
substitutes the words 'assets, rights, credits,
effects and property' for the word 'fran-
chises.'

Hon. Mr. OOTT-In the Bill it reada
'franchises and assets.' I presume asets
would cover everything. I regard the words
in the second clause as only surplusage. I
presume whoever drafted this Bill thought
he was going to make it more fuli by adding
those words, but 'assets' Includes every-
thing, ln my judgment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
would not Include credits and rights.

Hon. Mr. SCOTP-Yes, I think it wou.M.

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

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the House ad-
journs I should like to Inquire of the Hon.
Secretary of State if any progrese has been
made ln the preparation of that return
which I asked for a month ago.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-What return does the
hon. gentleman refer to?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Respectlng the deeds
and titles of property ln connection with the
purchase of the Montmagny Poet Offee by
the government.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I Wll make Inquiry.

Hon. Mr. LANORY-The hon. minister
took a note of it yesterday.

Hon. Mr. OOTT-Yes, I hawre It In my
notes in my room and will make inquiry.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, May 4, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

COMOX AND CAPE SCOTT RAILWAY
BILL.

REFERRED BACK TO COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, report-
ed Bill (35) 'An Act respecting the Comox
and Cape Scott Railway Company,' without
amendment. He said: Being apprised of a
mistake in the passage of the Bill, I abstain
from moving the adoption of the report,
leaving the parties interested to take such
action as they deem best on the presenta-
tion of the report to the House.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I move that the
report be not now received, but that it be
referred back to the committee. I might
say that the reason of this is that in the
passage of the Bill this morning, an amend-
ment which the promoters desired to incor-
porate in the Bill was omitted, and this
mistake can be rectified by sending it back
to the committee.

The motion was agreed to.

COLONIAL LOAN AND INVESTMENT
OOMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee of
Banking and Commerce, reported Bill (76),
'An Act to Incorporate the Colonial Loan and
Investment Company,' with amendments.
He said: The first amendment is a change
in the name of the company. The House
will remember that the Bill, as orIgInally
Introduced in the House, was entitled ' An
Act to incorporate the Canadian Loan affd
Investment Company,' and this was objected
to by a good many other companies wbose
names are almost similar. The result has
been that the committee and the promoters
of the Bill have altered the name to ' The
Colonial Loan and Investment Company,'
so that there may be no confusion as to
names. The next amendment Is the clause
relating to dlvldends. The words 'on the
ordinary shares' were struck out. Two

clauses have been added after clause 7. Then
the clause which made the by-laws and re-
gulations of the old company subject to re-
peal is struck out. The clause relating to
the agency association Is also amended.
The Bill, after being discussed ln the com-
mittee, was referred to a special sub-com-
mittee and carefully considered by them, and
then submitted to the full commIttee, ap-
proved of by them and concurred ln by
the promoters, and by those who had been
opposing the Bill on several points. Per-
haps the House will allow me to move con-
currence in the amendments now.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I think we had better
have the amendments prInted and consider
them on Monday.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (Cape Breton)-
This is an Important Bill, and the amend-
ments are important, and I think the House
would like to have the Bill printed as amend-
ed before finally passing It.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I move that the amend-
ments be taken Into consideration on Mon-
Iay next.

The motion was agreed to.

HOLINESS MOVEMENT CHURCH
CORPORATION BILL.

IN-

THIRD READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called,

Third reading Bill (51) ' An Act to inoorporate
tl e Holiness Movement Church in Canada.'-
(Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I wish to call the at-
tention of the hon. gentleman who las
charge of this Bill, to some Of its provisions.
I am not objecting to the Act of incorpora-
tion. I think these people are entitled to
their Act of incorporation if they desire it,
but there are some provisions In the measure
which my hon. friend, I think, las not care-
f ully examined. First, with regard to the
holding of real estate of a certain value, of
course we can clothe a corporation with
capacity, but where they acquire real estate
the terms upon which they hold it will be
determined by the policy of the local authori-
ties. I would call the attention of the pro-
moters of the Bill also to clause seven, which
reads :

All conveyances and instruments of the cor-
poration shall be executed by afaxing the cor-
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porate seal of the Movement and the signatures
of the bishop, secretary and treasurer for the
time being of the Movement.

I suppose those parties are entitled t6 say
what particular members of the society shall
be authorized to make conveyances, but we
could not decide what the form of the con-
veyance should be, except in the Territorles.
That would be for the legislature of the
province, where the property is situated, to
decide.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-This does not
deal with the form of the convey~ance. It
only deals with the execution.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And with regard to some
of the provisions of clause five, I think
there would be objection. Of course the
parties are entitled to take the Bill for what
it is worth, but it seems to me that these
provisions relating to real estate, only clothe
the body with the power to take, but the
province is the source from which that
power is to be obtained.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEE>D-I am quite willing
that the Bill should stand, to permit hon.
gentlemen to examine its provisions ; still
I cannot appreciate the force of the con-
tention that this parliament cannot legis-
late as to the particular manner in
which corporations shall execute a deed of
conveyance. It is not seeking to legislate
with regard to the from of conveyance, but
the manner ln which the property shall be
conveyed. It simply designates the parti-
cular officers of the corporation who shall
execute the deed of conveyance. It seems
to me it is simply a precaution take-n by
parliament to dispense with any promiscuous
way of alienating property.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not going to press
the objection.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I have no fixed
opinion on the subject, because I have not
looked Into it. If my hon. friend desires
it should stand-

Hon.
that it
tention

Mr. MILLS-No, 1 am not asking
shall stand, I am simply calling at-
to the matter.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This Bill will come
1efore the Minister of Justice for his report
by and by, after it becomes law, and it is
possible that then the views which the Minis-
tèr of Justice has expressed here might pre-

30j

vail, and that would be awkward for the
corporation. I make that suggestion to the
hon. gentleman from Calgary.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
might depend on who the Minister of Justice
was.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It does not matter
who is Minister of Justice. I think it la
better In the interest Of the promoters of
the Bill, that any doubt as to the con-
stitutionality of their action should be re-
moved.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I am quite wilng
that the Bill should stand until Monday or
Tuesday, and I shall direct the attention
of the Ottawa solilcitors who have charge
of the Bill, to the suggestion made by the
hon. Minister of Justice. I niove that the
Order of the Day be discharged and placed
on the Orders for Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READING.

Bill (77) 'An Act to incorporate the Oon-
gregation of the Most Hloly Redeemer.'-
(Hon. Mr. Bernier.)

BILL INTRODUCID.

Bii (U) 'An Act to Incorporate the Bri-
tish American Pulp and Paper Company.
(Hon. Mr. Landry.)

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the House
adjourns, I should like to inquire of the
hon. Secretary of State If he has sent the
note, which he took yesterday, to the proper
officer to ascertain If any progress has been
made in the preparation of the return that
I called for?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, I have made the
inquiry.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Has any progress
been made ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-These returns are made
up tn another department. I am dependent
entirely on the deputy minister for getting
the information.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIEM BOWELL-I call
the hon. gentleman's attention to the fact
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that I moved, on the 2nd of April last, for a
return of the number and names of all per-
sons to whom commissions had been given
In the Mounted Police. Io there any pro-
bability of getting it ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will inquire at
and give the Information on Monday.

once

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, May 7, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE CASE OF LIEUT.-COL. WHITE.

MOTION WITHDRAWN.

The notices of anotion being called.

,By the Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEILL:

That an humble address be presented to Hi.
Excellency the Qovernor General, praying thht
His Excellency will cause to be lald before the
Senate aIl crrespondence between the Minister
o! Militia and Defence, Major-General Hutton,
Liut.-Col. Foster, chief staff officer, IAeut,-Col.
Holmes, D. O. C. Military District No. 1; the
Deputy Minister of Militia, or any other offioial
of the Department of Militia and Defence, and
Lieut.-Col. W. W. White, of Guelph, Ont., re-
lating to or In any way connected with the
selection of, and subeequent removal of, the
ead IAeut.-Col. White's name from the list of
omfcers of the Canadian mnilitia to undergo a
course of instruotiçn in the duties of generaI
staff ofileera at the Military College, Kingston.

Hon. 8ir MAOC!ENZIE BOWELL, said:-
The question involved ln this notice has been
so thoroughly discussed in the Lower House
that I do not think It necessary to proceed
with it. I merely take this opportunity of
saying that I thipk If the communication
which took place between the Minister of
Militia and the Major General was made
public, the Major General would not be can-
sidered as guilty as thos who have oppQsed
him, have lead the publie to believe. It wll
be notieed in the papers laid before parlia-
wient thg the letter of the Major General
writtçeg og4 te 2nd February, giving hae

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

reasons for the course which he had pursued,
had not becu made public when my motion
was placed upon the paper, and in that
letter. it will be olbserved, he states dis-
tiuctly that he approves of the course sug-
gested by the Minister of Militia in remov-
ing-I an not sure that is the word he uses,
but I have the letter under my hand-the
name of Col. White from the list of offi-
cers whom he had suggested to take the
course at the Military College at Kingston,
owing to the fact that they had taken an
active part in politics. The redeeming
feature, to my mind, in connection with the
General le, that he must have had com-
munication from some one that a conversa-
tion had taken place between the Minister
of Militia and Col. Poster, or that the reason
given for the removal of the names of Cols.
White and Vince from the list of those who
were to take a coure at the Military
School ln Kingston was a pure in-
vention on the part of the General
himself. The latter supposition I do
not think it possible for any one to con-
celve or belleve. It will be noticed, how-
ever, that the Minister of Justice stated,
in defence of the Minister of Militia, when
this question was under discussion a short
time &go in this Houae, that he ventured the
assertion that no conversation had taken
place between Col. Poster and the Minister
of Militia leading to anything like a sup-
position that polities was the reason for the
removal of these nanes from the Bat. The
impression left upon my mind, and the Im-
pression that must be left upon the mind
of any one who reads the remarks of the
Minister of Justice on that occasion, Is that
no communication took place between Col.
Foster and the Minister of Militiig upon the
question. If hon. gentlemen refer to the
letter written on the 3rd of February, by the
Deputy Minister of Militia, they will find
that he states distinetly that there was a
communication between the Minister of
MilItia and Col. Foster. The Deputy Minis-
ter statea: You were Inforrped of the pur-
port Of the conve4agtion that took place
between the Minister of Militia and Col.
Foster, and therefore the Minister ls at a
loss to know how you came to the conclusion
t4at these gentlemen were removed for
political purposes. Any one reading the
papers piust come to but one conclusion,
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and that ls, that there was a conversation
between Col. Foster and the MinIster of
Militta in which the question of polites was
diWcussed. If you want evidence of that,
read the speech of the Minister of Militia
himself, ln which he produces to the House
of Commons extracts from different papers
that had taken exception to the alleged re-
marks of Col. Foster at certain public gather-
Ings. which by the by, Col. Foster denles
that he ever uttered. That shows this be-
yond a peradventure, that they did discuss
the question of polities, because the minister
bad ln his possession extracts from La
Patrie and other papers abusing Col. White
for the course that he was supposed to
have taken on a political question. Then
take in connection with that the fact that
Col. Foster and Col. Aylmer both wrote
letters to the Minister informing hîni that
Major General Hutton had intructed tb',in
'o inform him of any conversation that
might take place between them upon politi-
cal matters durIng his absence from the city.
Now the inference ls clear that Col. Foster,
acting on these Instructions, reported to the
Major General at Halifax what had taken
place between the MinIster and himself.
Baaed on that, the Major General wrote the
letter of the 2nd.

It ls intimated to me that His Excellency
ls walting to sanction some Bills, and I shall
defer any further remarks for the present.

BILLS ASSENTED TO.

His Honour the Speaker informed the
Senate that he had been notified by the
Secretary of Hils Excellency the Governor
General that His Excellency the Governor
General would proceed to the Senate Cham-
ber this day at 3.30 o'clock P.M., for the
Purpose of giving assent to several Bills
Passed by the Senate and House of Com-
mecns during the present session.

The House adjourned during pleasure.

After some time the House resumed.

Fils Excellency the Right Honourable Sir
Gilbert John 1lliot, Earl of Minto and
Viscount Melgund of MeIgund, County Of
Forfar, In the Peerage of the United King-
dom, Baron Minto of Minto, County of Rox-
burgh, in the Peerage of' Gteat Britain,
Baronet of Nova Scotia, Knight Grand Cross

of the Most Distingulshed Order of Saint
Michael and Saint George, &c., &c., Gover-
nor General of Canada, being seated on the
Throne,

The Honourable the Speaker commanded
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to
proceed to the House of Commons and ac-
quaint that House,-'It (s His Excellency's
pleasure they attend hlm immedlately ln
this House.'

Who, being come with their Speaker,

The Clerk of the Crown In Chancery read
the Titles of the Bills to be pasaed, as foi-
low :-

An Act respecting the Kaslo and Lardo-Duncan
Railway Company.

An Act respecting the 'British Columbia South-
ern Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Montreal and Ottawa
Railway Company.

An Act to amend the Dominion Lande Act.
An Act respecting the Canada and Michigan

Bridge and Tunnel Company.
An Act respecting the Canadian Pacifie Rail-

way Company.
An Act respecting the Hereford Railway Com-

pany.
An Act respecting the Niagara Grand Island

Bridge Company.
An Act respecting the River St. Clair Railway

Bridge and Tunnel Company.
An Act respecting the Canada Southern :Bridge

Company.
An Act respecting the Pontiac Pacifie Junction

Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Port Dover, Brant-

ford, Berlin and Goderich Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Supreme Court of the

North-west Territories.
An Act to incorporate the Canadian Steel

Company.

An Act respecting the Members of the North-
west Mounted Police Force on Active Service
in South Africa.

An Act respecting La Banque Jacques Cartier
and to change its name to La Banque Provin-
ciale du Canada.

An Act respecting the Ontario and Rainy
River Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Montreal, Ottawa and
Georgian Bay Canal Company.

An Act to amend the Act to provide for the
Coliditional Liberation of Penitentiary Con-
victs.
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To theee Bills the Royal Assent was pro-

nounced by the Clerk of the Senate in the
words followIng :-

In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the
Governor General doth assent to these Bills.

Then the Honourable the Speaker of the
House of Commons addressed His Excel-
lency the Governor General as follows

May it please Your Excellency : -
The Commons of Canada have voted certain

supplies required to enable the government to
defray the expenses of the pubiic service.

In the name of the Commons I present to
Your Excellency the followIng Bill -

An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain
sums of money required for defraying certain
expenses of the public service, for the financial
year ending the 30th June, 1900.

To this Bill the Clerk of the Senate, by
His Excellency's command, did thereupon
say :-

In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the
Governor General thanks Her loyal subjects,
accepts their benovelence, and assents to this
Bill.

After which His Excelency the Governor
General was pleased to retire, and the
House of Commons withdrew.

THE CASE OF LIEUT. COL. WHITE.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-When
interrupted I was calling attention to what
I considered an important point in con-
nection with the action of the Minister of
Militla and also et the Major General. I will
read now from the official paper that was
laid upon the table of this House. The
Major General wrote, on February 2, 1900,
as follows -

In accordance with the wishes of the hon.
minister, Ieut.-Cols. White and Vance were
removed from the list of officers selected by
me for the staff course In consequence of their
havIng taken a prominent part in party polities.
I fully concur in the objection raised by the
minister on this score, that officers who take
a preminent part in polities should not be
selected for the staff course, or for prominent
positions on the Canadian General Staff, except
wben unadvoldable, or when it ls advisable in
the public Intereet. The two officers in question
have been informed accordingly.

If bon. gentlemen wIll refer to the letter
of the Deputy Minister of Militia, written
to the Major General the day after the re-
ceipt of the General's letter, they will find
he uses this language :

I am further instructed to Inform you that
the reason assigned in his letter for the minis-

ter's action is entirely erroneous and mislead-
ing.

The party referred to le Col. Foster:
And as the minister understands that Col.

Foster reported to you what actually did take
place when the minister struck off Lleut.-Col.
White's name, he cannot understand why you
stould have attrilbuted to him the reasons you
assigned.
Then he adds:

The minister then told Col. Foster that he
struck off Lieut.-Col. White's name because he
was obviously unfit for such appointment, having
only recently been retired from the Lieut.-Col.
of the 30th Battalion on account of his length
of service, being too old and maimed.

In the first place, he had not been' removed.
Hie time had been extended. In the second
place, he had not reached the age when
It would be necessary to retire hlm,
being unfit for the position, and In the
next place he le not maimed any further
than the loss of one or two fingers, and
the loss of those fingers occurred some
years ago. During the whole time that he
had been serving as lieutenant-colonel,
this so-called incapacity exlsted. I know
nothIng of it beyond what I have been told
by lieutenant-colonels of battalions with
whom he served In brigade camps a number
of years, and he le represented to be most
active and energetic, and one of the best
colonels there Is in the country, but apart
from that, it wll be seen there was a con-
versation between Lieut.-Col. Foster and the
Minister of Militia upon the question of the
removal of this gentleman from the list to
take the course at the milltary school. So
that the statement made by my hon. friend
opposite, that he dId not believe there had
been anything of that kind-or rather that
he had been so informed-was not correct.
I repeat, the fact that the minister had
extracts from different newspapers, call-
Ing attention to the fact of Lieut.-Col's.
White's speech, le an intimation that a con-
versation did take place, and that politics
was one of the reasons why he was to be re-
moved. What does the Minister of Militia
say In bis defence ? When asked If he gave
any Instructions upon the question, he re-
peated two or three times very emphatically
in the House that he had given no ' official'
Instructions to have these names struck
from the list for the reason given by Col.
Foster. You can only draw the inference
from that declaration that though there may
have been a conversation, and though that
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reason may have been discussed by Colonel
Foster and the Minister of Militia, he gave
no 'official' instructions to have such a let-
ter written. But the fact remains that
Colonel Foster reported to Major Hutton
the purport of the conversation which he
had had with the Minister of Militia under
the circumstances to which I have already
alluded, acting under Instructions he had
had from the Major General some time
before the conversation that had taken place.
The Minister of Militia, through the Deputy,
says distinctly that there was no such
reason given, but he does not deny that there
was any conversation of that kind which
led the General to take the position that
he did. Then if hon. gentlemen look at the
answer which the hon. Secretary of State read
the other day, in reply to a question which I
put to him, they will observe that even in
that there is not that frankness which should
characterize an answer given by a minister.
The answer cannot but lead any one to the
conclusion that there are reasons for with-
holding the statement made by the Major
General in reply to the Deputy Minister's
letter, and that those reasons are such as
would bring the Major General and the
Minister of Militia into direct antagonism.
The minister places in the hands. of the
Secretary of State a reply which he read
on the 2nd May. It appears at page 191 of
the unrevised edition of the Senate Debate.
It must have been prepared by the minister
himself, or under bis instruction. The
minister says :

The General dl not reply direct to the deputy
minister so far as I can remember.

Now, is it possible that a minister, the
hea.d of a department, was not ln a position
to say distinctly and positively that there
had not been any communication ? All he
had to do was to touch the bell, call in the
deputy minister and put the question clearly
to him : Did Major Hutton ever reply to
Your letter of the 3rd ? The answer would
have been, yes or no. It appears to me the
answer given by the minister is evasive.
The Major General did not reply direct to
the deputy minister, so far as I remember,
so says the minister. I can only repeat he
could easily have jogged his memory by
sending for the deputy or bis private sec-
retary. He adds :

Any communication which he may have made
was confidential to myself, and le not on the
files of the department.

We can easily understand that If there was
nothing further than a conversation between
these two gentlemen, it would not be on
file, but it Is due, I think, to General Hutton
that the character of that conversation
should be madq known. I cannot conceive
it possible that the Major General, under
the circumstances, would desire to conceal
any conversation which he might have
with the Minister of Militia, deallng with
a letter that had been written to him by
the deputY minister saylng that he had
given instructions to write certain letters to
these Lieutenant-Colonels upon a false basis.
If you look at the correspondence laid before
parliaanent in reference to Colonel Hughes,
and the Major General, you will find that
Colonel Hughes's private and confidential
letters, written not to the department here,
but to the commanders at Kingston, are pub-
iished. Why ? Because these letters would
lead the public tb form, probably, an erron-
eous and unfavourable opinion of the action
of the Major General. But these letters are
published, and if they could be published
and sent broadcast throughout the country,
though marked private and confidential, why
should a conversation between the head of
the Militia Department and the Major Gene-
rai. acting under him, be considered so con-
fidential that it cannot be made public ?
The reply read by the Secretary of State
goes on to say :

In reference to Lieut.-Col. Holmes, I do not
think there is any such letter, probably a simple
memorandum on the letter to White. I will,
however, make further inquiry.

Now, when he was furnishing my hon. friend
opposite with this information he could have
ascertained in five minutes whether any such
letter was on file ln the department. I
think I Intimated, when I called attention
to the omission of this letter from the
correspondence, that Colonel Holmes's let-
ter might not be on file in the department
because it was written from London, and it
Is based upon a letter written by Colonel
Foster, informIng Colonel White that he had
been removed on account of his political pro-
clivities and the action he bad taken at
certain meetings. Taking that whole answer,
I do not hesitate to say, without desiring to
be offensive, that it Is evasive in character

from beginning to end, and that It Is not of
that frank nature which should characterize
an answer given on such an important ques-
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tion. Ai that the Minister of Militia had
to say, if such were the faet, was, there i
no such letter In defence of the action of the
Major General written by himself, and there
la no letter from Colonel Holmes, or there la
such a letter. I saw the letter, not ln the
official record, but It was given by Colonel
White ln the correspondence which he pub-
lshed, and has been made public ln the
manner I have indicated. Colonel White,
ln the letter, repeats what Colonel Foster
says, that he was removed for political
reasons. I do not propose to pursue this
st.bject any further. It Is only to this
point I desire to call the attention of the
Senate. I hope that ln the future we shall
not be called upon to discuss questions of
this kind, affecting the militia, the volunteer
force or the regular force. Notwlthstand-
ing the accusation made by the senior mem-
ber from Halifax, that I have been actuated
by political motives ln the course I have
taken, I am utterly opposed to the intro-
duction of politics ln any way, directly or In-
directly, Into any matter affecting the militia
force of this country. It would be ruinous
to the force Itself. Every man, Liberal or
Conservative, no matter what he may be,
If a loyal subject, should be treated in pre-
cisely the same way under any policy of the
government, where the defence of the coun-
try Is at stake. This whole discussion, to
my mInd, is exceedingly unfortunate. I
know, from what I have heard among the
volunteer force that it is likely to do a very
great deal of harm. I trust sincerely that
we shall never have occasion again, no mat-
ter who may be In power, to find fault with
the head of the Militia Department, or that
any such reason should be given for the
removal of an officer from the position he
holds. We all know what takIng the
course of Instruction suggested means.
It is not for active service. It Is
more to give advice In case of trouble.
Lieut.-Col. White Is one of the most
active volunteer colonels we have in
Ontario. He has devoted his time and
money to the maintenance of the force, and
when you look at the gentlemen who are
on the staff now in South Africa, I do not
think you will come to the conclusion that,
becausé a man happens to be fifty-five or
sixty years of age, he should be thereby dis-
qualified from taking a course which would

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

enable him to give Information and advice
in time of need. When yoU look at the ages
of the gentlemen who are serving ln South
Africa at the present moment, hon. gen-
tlemen will ee that age adds at least to
their experience, and experlence in giving
advice to younger men to perform their
duties is of equal importance to their fight-
Ing capacity, General Buller Is sIxty-one ;
Gatacre Is fifty-seven, Methuen ls fifty-ive
(the age of Lieut.-Colonel White), Cleary ls
slxty-two; Kelly-Kenny, sixty ; Warren,
sixty ; White, sixty-five, and Lord Rob-
erts has reached the mature age of sixty-
eight, yet he la consIdered not only suffi-
ciently intellectual and vigorous for his
position, but is one of the best generals
In the British army, and he ls placed In the
important position of Commander-in-chief
of the whole South African force. I say
the whole course pursued by the Mlnis-
ter of Militia ln this case-the evasive an-
swers he has given-and I use that word
with the full responsibility of Its meaning,
taking the facts as they exist, Is not such
as to redound to the credit either of the
minister or those who have taken an active
part In this matter. Having said this much,
I desire to withdraw the motion, for the
'eason that the correspondence has already
been laid before both Houses of parliament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend has one
advantage over me-he has read the corres-
pondence, and I have not seen the corres-
pondence to whIch my hon. friend has made
allusion-but there are certain thlngs that
are patent upon the face of this correspon-
dence. The hon. gentleman has stated that
the Minister of Militia has refused to permit
Colonel White to attend the course of special
instruction at Kingston, because he was
a political partisan-that this had been
stated ln a communication which had been
made to him. The Minister of Militia has
denied that statement, and he denied It as
soon as the fact was brought to his notice
that It had been made. That statement was
denied through the Deputy Minister of
Militia. It was stated by hlm that that
was not the reason given by the minister for
objecting to Colonel White taking this
special course of instruction. The minister
himself stated the reason, that he considered
Colonel White too old, and that he was
maimed. Those were the reasons that were
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assigned. The minister also says that he
was on the retired list. My hon. friend says
Colonel White ls not too old, that there are
men in the British army engaged on active
service in South Africa, some of whom are
quite the age of Colonel White' and some
older than Colonel White. I do not know
how that may be, but my bon. friend knows
that regulations were made-I believe at the
time he was a minister of the Crown, re-
sponsible for the' advice be gave-which
fixed the age for retirement at what It now
le.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
bon. frIend 1s astray as to the age at which
an officer may take the course of Instruction
suggested by General Hutton.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-1 know myself that poli-
tical considerations did not govern gentlemen
in my office. One of the clerks, a man who
bas always taken a great interest ln military
matters, holding the rank of lieutenant-
colonel was recommended by the Major
General to take this course of instruction
at Kingston, but he bas some fifteen years
of life before him, before he reaches the
age of sixty, and It le supposed that he could
be of some service, I endeavoured to make
some arrangements, and did, that the other
officers ln my department should undertake
his work during the four or five months that
he would be away in order that he might
attend this special course of instruction. He
Is a Conservative. I did not make any ob-
jection to him on that ground. On the
contrary, I endeavoured to facilitate his at-
tendance, because I knew that he would
like very much to attend, and I believed that
he was a good officer and took an interest
lin the profession. I am quite satisfied that
political considerations have never Influenced
the present minister with a view of doing,
an injustice to those who are Conservatives.
There bas been, I know, an anxiety on his
Part that men who are of the same political
opinion as he is himself should have fair
consideration, and I have yet to learn that
because a man ls a Reformer, and because
4 Reform administration is in power, that
therefore he ought to be regarded as dis-
qualified from receiving milltary employ-
ment or Instruction. I believe that the
present minister bas
anxious, that men of

been anxious, most
both political parties

should have a fair show ln ail matters of
promotion, and ln all matters of employ-
ment. What bas happened is the best
possible evidence of that, and the prompt
denial on the part of the deputy minister of
the reasons that had been assigned by
Colonel Foster for the refusai to permit
Colonel White to attend the school ls an
evidence that that was not the reason as-
signed by the minister. Further than that,
I know my hon. friend opposite well, and
when he and his colleagues dismissed large
numbers of Liberals from office they never
assigned as a reason that they were political
opponents. They had more sense than to
give any such reason. They stated that
such officiais were not required ln the public
service. I might instance scores of cases
where that answer was given. I say that
it ls, on the face of it, an absurd statement
that the Minister of Militia should assign
as a reason for not permitting Colonel White
to be on the list of those who attended the
Military College of Kingston to take a special
course of instruction, that he was a Conser-
vative. I say the reason itself la preposter-
ous. No minister, if he were to act on that
rule, would be disposed to put it prominent-
ly forward as a special reason. I say that
the reason given by the minister ls, I have
no doubt whatever, the real reason that
actuated him. My bon. friend says the
matter must have been mentioned that he
was a strong political partisan. It may
have been. I do not know, I cannot say
whether it was or was not, but what I do
say le that it was not stated as a reason on
the part of the minister for the course that
was adopted.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Not an
official reason.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My bon friend alludes
to what was said in the papers and to the
speeches that Colonel White delivered in
which he attacked with a good deal of
violence the present administration, and it
would not be a matter of surprise If he were
regarded as objectionable, after taking the
very strong course that he did, and making

the very violent speeches which he did make.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
my bon. friend say lie dId make those

speeches ?
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say It Is so reported in nothing. All he says is, I am instructed by
the papers. the Minister of Militia to do so and so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWErLL-He
denles it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-One of the papers which
gives the report is a paper of the same poli-
tical complexion as Colonel White himself.
It is rather an extraordinary thing that a
speech should be put into the mouth of a
man in two newspapers that are on opposite
sides politically, both of which should make
the same statement. But I do not care
how that may be. It is, in my opinion, a
matter of no consequence, so long as it was
not the reason which actuated the minister
and the reason which the minister himself
assigned. I am not going into a discussion
of General Hutton's position, or any com-
munication he may have made. I do not
know that he made any at all. I have no
information upon that subject, further than
that he corrected the misstatement upon the
communication of the deputy minister. I
understand that General Hutton corrected
the statement that Mr. White had been re-
fused permission to attend on account of
lis politics.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is nothing on the record to justify that state-
ment, and, more than that, If my hon. friend
will excuse me, the Minister of Militia states
distinctly that he knows of no communica-
tion of that kind, but that there was a pri-
vate conversation the purport of which he
refused to give.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not followed the
correspondence or have not looked at any
communication since this matter was up
for discussion some time ago, but I under-
stand there was a communication made that
Colonel White was informed that that was
not the reason for the course that was taken.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-On the
contrary, he is told that that was the reason,
both by Colonels Holmes and Foster.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But the correction was
made, so far as the deputy minister was
concerned, by a communication to Colonel
Hutton.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
evident my hon. friend has not read the
correspondence. The deputy minister denies

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly. That is all
he need say. He is not entitled to say
anything except under instruction from the
iminister, and that instruction is explicit
that that was not the reason assigned by
the minister for the refusal to put Colonel
White upon the list of those who were to
attend the Kingston rMilitgry College. That
I think is perfectly clear. I need not enter
into a discussion of any differences that
arose between the Minister of Militia and
Major General. Of course they are a com-
mon occurrence. My hon. friend has been
acting Minister of Militia, and I do not
think he got on any more smoothly with
the Major General at the time than my hon.
friend who Io now Minister of Militia. There
has not yet been a Major General sent out
from the War Offlice for the purpose of
appointment here as Major General of the
Canadian militia who has got on smoothly
with the Minister of Militia.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There was one, General
Selby Smith.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend re-
minds me that General Selby Smith was an
exception. That may have been.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-As to
wliat-?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He had no difficulties
or differences with the Minister of Militia.
I say that there has been no other Major
General who has got on smoothly with the
Minister of Militia. Difficulties and differ-
ences are matters of common occurrence. If
there should be one who would get on
smoothly it would be an exception to the
general rule. It always has so happened
in this country that the party who is selected
must have a certain milltary rank in the
Imperial army before he is eligible, and,
being selected, lie seems to be under the
impression that he is here as a military
officer and not as a Canadian officer re-
sponsible to the Minister of Militia, who
is responsible to parliament for everythlng
that is done by the Major General in his
official capacity. I say then, that this is
not an unusual occurrence. But we have
parliamentary government in this country,
and where you have parliamentary govern-
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ment you have some minist
every act done by every
whether a military or civ
that being so, a minister c
sponsible for the conduet
less that officer is subord
matter of authority.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
body denies it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My ho
ence all points in the oppo
therefore, I say, my hon.
other member of the Hou
great care and not to crit
unfairly the conduet of
Militia, because he requlr
every hon. gentleman in
is anxious to uphold a
principles of parliament
A minister must be resl
efficient discharge of his
it is his duty to listen to
the Major General may sa
the organization of the
cornes to action, when it b
to make appointments, v
necessary to approve or
particular course, le mus
to everything that is said
officers, be prepared to as
sibility of deciding how far
by their advice. He is th
parliament will hold res
must decide whether, in hi
proper advice to follow or
so, I think that my hon. f
unduly a case against the
lf my hon. friend can sho
out Colonel White, other p
ed who were less compete
seniors in years and less
the course which was su
taken at Kingston, he wou
a case, but to say that C
qualified, that he was not
injury which he had rec
did not unfit him for the
cient. It is necessary
parties who were selected
parties to take that course
less quallfied to do so thai

Hon. Si MACKENZIE
discussed the question of
of the minister at ail.
attempted to discuss was

er responsible for officer was refused a right that was granted
public officer, to others, on account of his politics. My

il ofilcer. And hon. friend and I will not differ to any
annot be held re- very great extent upon the question of
of the officer un- ministerial responsibility, but that bas noth-
inate to him ln ing whatever to do wlth the question we are

discussing. It la Simply a question as to
BOWELL-No- whether Major General Hutton deliberately

concocted a scheme by which he would tell

nl. friend's experi- a deliberate falsehood and attribute it to the

site direction and minister, or whether the minister made any

friend and every statement of the character attributed to

se ought to take him. The minister does not deny that

icize unduly and he had a conversation with Colonel Foster

the Minister of in connection with the polities of this

s the support of gentleman, and I have given instances

this country who to show that the probabilities are that

id inaintain the lie had, from the fact of lis producing

ary government. extracts from the newspapers. Then his

ponsible for the denial of the occurrence, that he ever

duties, and still gave any official instructions cannot but

everything that leave the impression upon the mind of every

y with regard to one that le did discuss the question of poli-
force. When it tics when he and Colonel Foster were dis-

Fecomes necessary cussing the question when be ordered the

lhen It becomes name removed. Do not understand that I

disapprove of a concur with the Major General ln lis ap-

t, after listening proval of the conduct of the minister. I

by bis military say a volunteer officer of this country, who

sume the respon- spends his own money, gives bis own time

he will be gulded in learnlng a science which may be re-

e authority whoM quired in defence of bis country, has a right

ponsible, and he to express his opinion of any ministry who

s estimation, it is may be controlling the affairs of this coun-

not. That being try at the time, without being removed from

riend bas pressed the position ln whlch le received not one

Minister of Militia. single cent from the government for the

w that by leaving services which le rendered. I would claim

arties were select- the right for myself, when I held that po-
nt, who were his sition, to express just what opinions I

qualified to take liked, and I did ln the House and In

ggested should be the journals I controlled at the time,
Ild have made out and on the stump, and ln the admin-
olonel White was istration of the affairs of the country, and I

too old, that the hold that no matter what the volunteer

eived in bis hand officer may be, he has a right to do that.

work, is not suffi- Perhaps It would not be expedient for au

to show that the oileer holding a position ln the pernanenit

as fit and proper force to do It, but a volunteer officer wh
were less fit and gives bis time and spends his money-and I

n Colonel White. know what It requlres to do it-shguld not
be ostraclsed because lie dares to give ex-

BOWELL-I never pression to bis views upon politicai ques-
the responsibility tions.
The only point I
whether a certain The notice of motion Was withdrawn.
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THE MANUFACUTURE
TWINE.

BINDER

INQUIRY POSTPONID.

The Order of the Day being called:

By the Honourable Mr. KIRCHHOFFER:
That he will inquire of the Minister of Justice,

what quantity of hemp, sisal, or other materlal
has been pur.chased by the governnient àdne.
the lt day of July, 1899, for the purpose of
n-anufacturing binder twine ln the penitentiarles
of the Dominton, the price paid therefor, and
the names of the parties from whom said ma-
terals were purchased.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELLr-The
hon. gentleman from Brandon, asked me to
make this inquiry for him to-day. It will
be remembered that when the question was
put before, the word quality was substitu-
ted for quantity. The only Information
sought le as to the quantity, price pald, and
from whom purchased.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say that there
la some information ln connection with this
which I have not yet got.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I would
rather have It all together, so the notice
might be allowed to stand.

Hon. Mr. 'MILLS-Yes. We cannot give
the price at which we purchased until after
the hemp is manufactured into twine and
disposed of. It bas always been contrary
to the policy of the department to make
such an announcement for reasons that are
very obvious, and which would govern the
case of private parties. The difficulty we
may have ln getting the information for
which the hon. gentleman asks, as to the
quantity, ls that sometimes the hemp that
la purchased ln one year le not manufactured
until atter the beginning of July of the
year following.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
would not affect the quantity purchased
since the first of July.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, but the quantity
purchased dince the first of July might not
show the quantlty of hemp manufactured
and disposed of since.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
not ask that question. I sImply want the
quantity purchased and price paid and from
whom purchased.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We do not give the price
until atfter the year's manufacture le dis-
posed of. There Is very great variation In
the price, and bas been In the past twelve
or fifteen months. At the present time we
are unable to purchase sisal for less than
13J cents, the very lowest figures quoted to
us. Other varieties are less, but some that
we purchased before may bave been pur-
chased at a lower rate, and It would be
obviously against the Interests of the in-
stitution to give at the present moment the
prices at whlch we purehased. We may
be obliged to sell at even a lower rate than
the price we pald for the raw material, but
we do not want to do so if we eau help it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I wish
to express my very great surprise at the
position taken by the hon. Minister of
Justice. He says it has been the policy in
the past. I never knew it to be the pollcy
ln the past to refuse information as to what
an article cost that was purchased by the
government, and there can be no reason why
the people ln this country should not know
what the government pays for the raw
material, what it costs to manufacture and
the price at whieh it was sold, unless there
Is a combination between the government
and the purchasers to enable them to ex-
tort from the consumer a larger sum than
he should pay. Those are the only
conclusions at which any one can arrive,
and there is a clause in the Customs Act
providing for punishing monopolists by
placing articles on the free lst if there is a
monopoly or combination of that kInd. It
was only this morning I was reading a
case lu a work published by Sir Henry
Wrixon, probably my hou. friend has had
a copy sent to him, on socialism, as a result
of his visit to Canada and the United States,
in which, he gives a case in the latter part
of the last century in which a judge in the
Superlor Court ln England severely punished
and sent a man to jail for entering into a
combinatiou to raise prices at the expense
of the consumer. W.hat reason ls there why
Mr. Hobbs, or any other purchaser, should
bave the fact kept trom the public that he
la making 100 or 150 per cent profit upon
bis purchase ? I cannot see any reason for
the course adopted. It le Inexpedient and
impolltlc, and cannot do the government any
good to keep this Information from the peo-
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ple. I might alseo point out to my hon.
friend that all I would have to do would be
to investigate the market reports ln the PJii-
lippine Islands, or wherever the manila or
sisal eomes froin, and ascertain what the
price was at the time. That would take some
time, and I thought it much easier to get
the information by asking the government
how much did you pay for it ? The trade
returns and trade circulars that are issued
by boards of trade and by stock exchanges
in New York would give me all that in-
formation. My hon. friend may say why
did you not look there for It ? As I have
already explained to the House, I thought
it easier to ask the government what they
paid for It. That le all I asked them, I did
not ask what they sold it at. The country
has a right to know what they paid for It
and at what price they sold It to the f ar-
mers. That ls a responsilbility, of course,
that they have assumed and it is their busi-
ness.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We assume exactly the
same responsibility as the hon. gentleman's
government did, and the government which
preceded It, and that ls to give the price
when the article is marketed and not before.
We give the price of the raw material and
the price at which we have sold It It ls given
every year. My hon. friend knows it would
be putting the department in a very false
position to publish the price at which we
purchased the hemp. If we were always able
to say, the raw materlal has coet us so much,
the labour la worth so much and the
machinery ls worth so much, and there ought
to be such an allowance for wear and tear
of machinery and therefore the article has
cost ln its production a certain sum and we
Wi-l sell it at that-if we could do that
absolutely, there might be some propriety
lu what the bon. geutlemau suggesta. But
'we cannot do that. We muet sell at the
market price, and that price may be even
less than we pay for the raw material. The
government have never made anything in
the manufacture o hemp.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-It was
never intended that they should.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That may be. What
we ought to do would be te have the same
advantage as any other manufactuser, and
prevent Its beeoming a burden and a less

on the public treasury. We are seeking to
give employment to the criminal classes and
seeking to do so ln such a way pe not to
add further to the burdens of the com-
munity, and iu order to do that, we must
have the same right of protecting ourselves
that any other manufacturer iiay have. To-
day we may pay a very high price for raw
materia!l, and to-morrow the manufactured
article may fall ln price, so that we will get
for the manufactured produce no more than
the raw material cost us. When that la
the case we are manufacturing at a loss.
But when the prices are rising and the manu-
factured article ls high, we are enabled to
compensate ourselves and to protect the
public against the lose that may have been
sustained on former sales. We are in the
manufacture endeavouring to do the best
we .can ln the public intereet, and in order
to do that, we must be at lberty to with-
hold the etatement as to the price at which
we purchased the raw material until the
manufactured product le disposed of, and
then the public have both the price of the
raw material and of the manufactured pro-
duct.

The Inquiry was allowed to stand.

RAiILWAY BRIDGE OVER
CANAL.

LACHINE

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE moved:
That an humble address be preeented te Hie

Excellency the Governor General, praylng that
lits Excellency w'lli cause to be laid before the
Senate a copy of the communication of J. L. P.
O'Hanly, C.E., to the Governor in Counell on
the dangerou etate of the railroad bridge over
the Lachine Canai at Wellington Street, Mont-
real.

The motion was agreed to.

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY, rose to

0all the attention of this Houae to the follow-
ing tacts :

1. On the 2nd day of May, the following ques-
tion was put by the Hon. Mr. T n4'y to the
government:

' Whether aince the commencement of the pre-
sent parliament, the government, or any one of
the membera of the present,>dntration ln
the name or for the government, ha received
trom the government of Man4toba, or from the
COtbolc m4tority of that province, or from the
episcopate of any of the provincS or any mem-
ber thereof, any communication whatoever, la
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the fora of a demand, of a claim, of a protest, the councl In the ordmary way. I have
or otherwise, on the subject of the Manitoba n natt of this kind, letters
school question?'

2. On t4 sanie day the following answer was which are semi-officiai are addressed to in-
given by the Hon. Mr. Scott, as reported by divîdual members, are fot put on the Me.
the Debates of the Senate, May 2, 1900:

' Hon. Mr. Scott-I think not, as far as I have However, I shail bave a careful Iuquiry
been able to find out. nade as to ail communications received on

'Hon. Mr. Landry-How far?
' Hon. M'r. Scott-All the inquiry I could make the subjeet.

from those who would have the information-
from members of the government?'

And moved- ask if the communication is from the hier-
1. That such an answer does not settle the

question, as it gives only what the hon. Sec-
retary of State thinks, and that not further than Manitaba?
what he could make out himself from those who
would have the proper information, leaving open Hon. 1r. SCORT-Not the government. 1
to further inquiry what may be the limit of the think there were letters from the hlerarchy,
searching poxera of the hon Secretary of State.

2. That It is an easy matter to ascertain if or probably individuals, and perhaps sehool
the document.s asked for do not exist, are or bodies.
are not in the possession of the government, and
that the only proper way to give a proper answer Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
is to say 80.

3. That unless the government deciare that reason I asked the question whether any
they are not ln possession of any documents of mmncation has been received from the
tbe kind, an humble address be presented to His
Excellency the G.vernor General, praying that government of Mantoba was, 1 saw ln the
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the proceedlngs of the Manitoba legisature that
Senate a copy of all cemmunications whatsoever s
recelved by the government since the commence-
ment of the present parliament on the subject for correspondence-It was somewhat of an
of the Manitoba school question, from the gov- unusuai character I admit-between the
ernment of Manitoba, or from the Cathollc mi-
nority of that province or from the episcopate )resent Premier of Manitoba and Sir Charles
of any of the proirinees or any member thereof. 'upper and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, as Ia-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have to be rather dividuais, upon the question. Ail I have to
guarded In making statements absolutely in say is I have not the siightest objection that
this chamber. The department over which any communications wlth which 1 have
I preside Is the ordinary channel through been connected should be brouglt down, but
whlch communications of that kind should It Is rather unusual to move for a return of
be sent to the govermment. There are not correspondence that ias taken place between
communications of the klnd In the depart- gentlemen who are not acting sn an officiai
ment of the Secretary of State. I asked one icapacty. W iat the Premier will do in
minister, who miglit possblby know sorne- Manitoba I do ot know. Ail I know, from
thing about it, and lie sad lie knew nothing reading the proceedng , o that he consent-
about It. Since my hon. frlend bas re- ed to the pasage of the motion, whiech
ferred to the subject again, I have made presume would lead to brngng down the
further Inquiry, and I find that a communi- correspondence, If lie lies any. I mig t Sti l
cation las been sent to the Governor General furtler remark, ln expcanation of the re-
whci sliould come to the PrIvy Councls, or marks the hon. gentleman bas made, It very
bas core to the Privy Joundil, aud I have 'of ten occurs that upon Important questions
asked the Olerk of the Prlvy (Jounul u to look of this cnd the parties write direct to the
It udv. I ihall druna p It lswn unp aqs Premier

any further papers I find on the subject.
Many of these communications are sent to
the ministers individually. Really they are
not official papers. They are not put on
file. They are not papers which are avail-
able to some other member of the govern-
ment Where papers come through the offi-
cial channel they are regularly filed. A
paper coming to the Sectretary of State and
Intended for any member of the government,
or His Excellency In Council, would go to

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear !

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWDLIr-From
experience I know that to be the case, and
I presume It might be continued in this case,
the parties not knowing that the official
channel by which to reach the Governor
General is the Secretary of State. As a
rule parties writing on a subject of this kind
write direct to the head of the government.
My hon. friend might ask the Premier if he
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has the information sought by the hon. gen-
tleman? I

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I shall make further
Inquiries.

TRAVELLING ALLOWANCES
JUDGES IN BRITISH

COLUMBIA.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is why I asked b nquMre D O
for copies of communications with the gov-
ernment or any member of the administra- ejudges of tise Supreme Court of Britishs Coium-
tion, because parties might, as the hon. gen- wlhheld for severai months on the caprice
tieman has said, address themselves direct of the AuditorGeneral, have been pald? If not,
to the Prime Minister. In that case I think in at t on othoement t o brlng
it might be considered official correspon- beyond the ufleCSSlry Interference of any aub-
deWce. ordinate officiai?

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
ought to be.

The motion was agreed to.

THE POST OFFICE AT MONTMAGNY.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY, rose to inquire:

1. What amount has the government collected
from the rental of Montmagny post office build-
ings, year by year, up to date, since the acquisi-
tion of said buildings?

2. From that amount, how much was pald to
the caretaker of said building?

3. How ruch for the minor expenses pointed
out in the answer given by the hon. the Secre-
tary of State on the 2nd of May, and what are
those minor expenses?

4. How much for the ' et coBtera, given in the
same answer, and what are those ' et cietera?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Will my hon. friend let
that notice stand ? I sent twice to the
department and they have sent Me a volume
of papers which I am not In a position to
examine. The categorical questions mligt
be answered by the department.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Perhaps the papers
sent are an answer to the return I asked for
a month ago.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think I answered that
the other day.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The minister said he
would inquire.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This return Is not In a
form to present to the House. I will present
It to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I shall let my motion
stand.

The motion was allowed to stand.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The allowances were
pald on the 6th and 7th of April, 1900, the
Treasury Board having decided against the
contention of the Auditor General.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (British Colum-
bia)-I arn very glad to hear it. That la
satisfactory.

FREIGHT ON THE INTERCOLONIAL
RAILWAY.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. WOOD moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate:

1. A return showing the number of cars that
had arrived at Halifax and St. John respectively,
previous to April 10 last, and which had not
been unloaded at that date.

2. The dates upon which such cars arrived.
3. The names of the consignees of such cars.
4. The stations where such cars were loaded.
5. The names of the shippers.
6. The dates of shipment.

He said: I may say that my reason for
making this motion is, as hon. gentlemen
know, there have been a great many com-
plaints during the last few months by ship-
pers on the Intercolonial Railway regarding
cars. They have found it impossible some-
times for weeks to obtain cars necessary for
their shipments. I am Informed, whetber tIe
Information is correct or not, that the prac-
,tice has prevailed of late of allowing per-
sons to load cars and forward them to their
destination, and that they are allowed

there to stand without being unioaded for

several days. I am told that in some cases
they -are allowed to stand weeks and even

months before they are uniOded If such

practice* prevails on the road it lg not sur-

prising that there ls a scarcity of cars. It

would be impossible for aY railway com-
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pany under sueh conditions to provide suffi-
ient rolling stock to accommodate its pa-

trons. My objeet ln moving this motion is
to ascertain the truth of these assertions. I
may say that the complaints do not relate
entirely to St. John and Halifax, but to
other places along the road. I have only
mentioned St. John and Halifax ln order to
get the return more quickly. I notice that I
have omftted the words on the Intercolonial
Railway. I do not know whether that le
understood.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It le understood.

Hon. 'Mr. MILLS-There can be no objec-
tion to the motion which the hon. gentleman
has made. I am rather surprised at the
statement that a car should stand for weeks
and months without being unloaded. Cer-
tainly the Intercolonial Railway adopt the
same rule that le adopted by other railways,
and charge demurrage, and I would not
think it would pay any party to allow a
car to remain without unloading it where he
was compelled to pay for detention, so I
thlnk my hon. friend must have been mis-
informed on the subject. There has been a
wide extension of the commercial business
of the country, and aIl the railway corpora-
tions of Canada have felt it necessary to
increase their rolling stock ln consequence.
It le not at all surprising that the Inter-
colonial Railway should have such an ex-
tension of business as to be unable to meet
the requirements with the roming stock
which it at present possesses. I wIll ob-
tain for the hon. gentleman the information
whieh he desires.

The motion was agreed to.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before
the Orders of the Day are proceeded with, I
would call the attention of the Minister of
Justice to the tact that I moved on the 2nd
of April last for a returu showbug the number
of Bills of provincial legislatures that have
been disallowed, and also correSpondence
in connection therewith.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-rI am aware of that,
and I have inquired lately. I do not know
whether the returns have been prepared or
not

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I wish to call atten-

Hon. Mr. WOOD.

tion. also, to the motion I made on the 26th
of April, for a return of all the correspon-
dence that took place between the govern-
ment and other parties in connection with
the subsidies to the railways In Gaspé. I
would ask the government to hasten that
return, because we shall need It when we
come to discuss the question of the Gaspé
short Une.

Hon Mr. SCOTT-1 shall make lnquiry
about it and try and get it.

THIRD READINGS.
Bill (O) 'An Act respecting the Western

Alberta Railway Company, as amended.'-
(Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (52) 'An Act to incorporate the Morris
and Portage Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (65) 'An Act to incorporate the Quebec
and New Brunswick Railway Company.'-
(Hon. Mr. Iandry In the absence of Hon.
Mr. Baker.)

Bill (66) 'An Act respecting the Cowlchan
Valley Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Mac-
donald, British Columbia.)

BIU (74) 'An Act respecting the Northern
Commerciil Telegraph Company, Llmlted.'-
(Hon. Mr. Macdonald, British Coumbla.)

Bill (104) ' An Act respecting the Montfort
and Gatineau Colonization Railway Com-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (96) ' An Act respecting the Quebec
Bridge Company,' as aanended.-(Hon. Mr.
Landry ln the absence of Hon. Mr. Fiset.)

Bill (86) ' An Act respecting the Thouand
Islands Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
McMIlan.)

Bill (84) 'An Act respecting the Bay of
Quinté Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
MeMillan in absence of Hon. Mr. Kerr.)

Bill (91 'An Act respecting the Oshawa
Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. McMillan in
the absence of Hon. Mr. Kerr.)

Bill (88) 'An Act to incorporate the St.
Mary's River Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Lougheed.)

Bill (111) 'An Act respecting the St. Clair
and EMle Ship Canal Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Casgrain, Windsor.)

Bill (122) 'An Act respecting the Lake
Erle and Detroit River Railway Company.'
-(Hon. Mr. Casgrain, Windsor.)
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Bill 117) ' An Act respecting the National
Sanitarium Association .'-(Hon. Mr. Allan,
in the absence of Hon. Mr. Cox.)

Bill (2) 'An Act to amend the Loan Com-
panies Act, 1899.'-(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

Bill (76) 'An Act to incorporate the Can-
adian Loan and Investment Company.'-
(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

ONTARIO POWER COMPANY'S BILL.

SEOOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the .Day havIng been called
Second reading Bill (121) 'An Act respecting

the Ontario Power Company of Niagara Falls.'
-(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM said :-When I
mioved the other day that this Bill be put
on the Order Paper, it was an orphan in
this House, and I wanted to advance it a
stage; but on looking at the matter, I wanted
to ascertain, as it was an orphan, whether
It was a legitimate one or not. I found
that It was not altogether straight. The
Bill originated In the House of Commons.
It does not call for anything, so far as I can
see, except an extension of time. In 1887,
the company was incorporated and got three
Years to go on with the work. They came
last year before this House and got the
time further extended for two years from
July next before the charter runs out. Now,
they are making an application to parlia-
ment for a four years' extension. They
want six years now. It may be all right,
but it needs an explanation. There was no
petition presented to the House for the Bill.
I do not want, at this stage, to take all the
objections I have against the extension of
time. It is very desirable that we should
Utilize Lake Erie as a mill pond and Niagara
River as a race to develop electrical power
in Canada. We know there Is great jeal-
Ousy in New York State agalnst any Can-
adian company doing work on this aide, and
now if we are going to give these parties
the extension of time that they seek, the
people on the other side can afford to deal
very liberally with them. They can pay
ther a large amount of money to block this
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Canadian enterprise for six years longer.
That is my warning. If they want an ex-
tension of time (they have two years to run
yet) let them come here, and I am sure the
House of Commons and the Senate of Can-
ada will give them what time is reasonable
and right in order to do the work. There-
fore as the Bill is not legitimately before
this House, I move :

That the order for the second reading of this
Bill be discharged from the Orders of the Day,
and that the Bill be referred to the Committee
on Standing Orders in accordance with the 59th
rule of this Senate.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This is
another illustration of hon. gentlemen
being too courteous and extending too much
consideration to Bills that come from the
ower House without the parties Interested
askIng senators to take charge of them. A
session or two ago I called attention to this,
and suggested that when a Bill comes from
the lower House, either of a public or a
private character, when those who are in-
terested in it have not taken the trouble
to extend the ordinary courtesy to a senator
to ask him to take charge of it or explain
it, it should be allowed to drop. It would
teach those who desire to have Bills passed a
lesson that probably they would not forget.
The motion now made by my hon. friend
from Monck, I think is a correct one. He has
found out, since he took charge of the Bill,
that the parties have not complied with the
rules enabling them to come before parlia-
ment, and he has taken the proper course
in sending the Bill back to committee, and
elther have the Bill dropped, for the reasons
he bas already given, or have the rules sus-
pended to enable hlm to go on with it. I
am very much inclined to agree with
him that there is something more be-
hlnd this Bill than appears on the face of
it. If the company have two years now
to begin work, why should they ask for
four years more? I am glad my hon.
friend had sufflicent Industry to look into
this Bill, and I liope that we will treat all
Bills in future as I have suggested.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SINATE.

Ottawa, May 8,

The Speaker took the Chair at
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

1900.

Three

Bill (51) 'An Act to Incorporate the Holi-
ness Movement Church In Canada.'-(Hon.
Mr. Lougheed.)

RENTAL OF MONTMAGNY POST
OFFICE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
1. What amount has the government collected

from the rental of Montmagny post office build-
Iings, year by year, up to date since the ac-
quisition of said buildings ?

2. From that amount how much was paid to
the caretaker of said building?

3. How much for the minor expenses pointed
out in the answer given by the hon. the Secre-
tary of State on May 2, and what are those minor
expenses?

4. How much for the ' et coetra,' given in the
same answer, and what are those ' et cotera'?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The amount of rental
is not collected by the department, It ls re-
celved by the caretaker as a salary for the
caretaking of the post office. The minor
expenses referred to are petty repairs and
supplies in connection with that part of
the buliding which is rented. As this de-
partment does not pay for the above repairs
and supplies, we have no records showing
amount exvended.

A CORRECTION.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the House ad-
journs I should like to call attention to the
minutes of the proceedings of the Senate of
yesterday.· I made a motion yesterday
which was carried and notice of it appears
in the minutes to-day. I move, therefore,
that an entry be made ln the minutes of
proceedings of the Senate of Canada of
Monday, 7th May, 1900, of the following
motion, which was regularly moved in thie
House on the said date and carried, and
that such entry be in'the following words :

The Hon. Mr. Landry calied the attention of
the Senate to the following facts :

1. On the 2nd day of May the following ques-
tion was put by the Hon. Mr. Landry to the
government:

' Whether since the commencement of the pres-
ent parliament the government, or any one of
the members of the present administration in
the name or for the government, has received
from the government of Manitoba or from the
Catholic minority of that province, or from the
episcopate of any of the provinces or aay mem-
ber thereof, any communication whatsoever, in
the form of a demand, of a claim, of a protest,
or otherwise, on the subject of the Manitoba
school question?'

2. On the same day the following answer was
given by the Hon. Mr. Scott, as reported by the
Debates of the Senate, May 2, 1900:

' Hon. Mr. Scott-I think not, as far as I
have been able to find out.

'Hon. Mr. Landry-How far?

' Hon. Mr. Scott-All the inquiry I could make
from those who would have the Information-
from members of the government.'

And that he will move-
1. That such an answer does not settle the

question, as it gives only what the hon. Sec-
retary of State.thinks, and that not further than
what he could make out for himself from those
who would have the proper information, leaving
open to further inquiry what may be the limit
of the searching powers of the hon. Secretary
of State.

2. That It Is an easy matter to ascertain if
the documents asked for do or do not exist, are
or are not in the possession of the government,
and that the only proper way to give a proper
answer is to say so.

3. That unless the government declare that
they are not in possession of any documents
of the kind, an humble address be presented
to His Excellency the Governor General, pray-
ing that His Excellency will -cause to be laid
before the Senate a copy of ail communications
whatsoever received by the government since
the commencment of the present parliament on
the subject of the Manitoba school question,
from the government of Manitoba, or from the
Catholic minority of that province, or from the
épiscopate of any of the provinces or any mem-
ber thereof.

The question of concurrence being put thereon,
the same was resolved in the affirmative.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (V) ' An Act for the relief of Wil-

liam Henry Featherstonhaugh.'-(Hon. Mr.
Clemow.)

Bill (W) 'An Act respecting the Red Deer
Valley Rallway Company of Canada.'-(Hon.
Mr. Watson.)

THE COMMITTEE ON BANI•ING AND
COMMERCE.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. MILLS. moved that the Hon.

Senator Power be appointed a member of
the Committee on Banking and Commerce
in place of Hon. Mr. Lewin deceased.

The motion was agreed to.
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DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I would ask the hon.
Secretary of State If there is any news of
that report relating to the post office of
Montmagny.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am not aware that I
have not brought down all the reports about
the Montmagny post office.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. minister
yesterday received the report, but I think
he wanted to put it ln proper form. If It
takes less than a fortnight to put it In form,
I might get it to-day ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It was sent here partial-
ly prepared and I will bring it In to-morrow.

- THE USURY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND, moved the second
reading of Bill (T) 'An Act respecting
Usury.' He said: Last year this House
passed a Bill limiting the rate of interest
upon loans to 20 per cent. I remember that
when we first discussed this question,-some
hon. gentlemen were frightened at the high
rate which the Bill would sanction. I ex-
plained at the time that to restrict money-
lenders to 20 per cent was still doing some
extraordinary work in the right direction,
because to-day they are lending money at
frightful rates, as high as three hundred or
four hundred per cent per annum. Some
persons were considerably disturbed at the
Idea that we were laying our bands on their
business. Fortunately for them, they got
twelve months respite, and have been able
to continue to prey on the population and
lend money at average rates of fron sixty
to a hundred per cent per annum. Cases
have come to light every week during the
last twelve months In the large cities where

such extortionate rates have been charged.
In moving the second reading of this Bil,
whlch is word for word the one passed by
this chamber last session, I have the hope
that, as the Criminal Code Bill is now be-
fore the House of Commons, the penal
clause of this Bill will -be .incorporated
In that measure. If this Bill should share
the fate of last year's Bill, and fail to pass
through both Houses, we will have the
satisfaction of knowing that we will be able
to reach usurers through the criminal law.

I bave every hope of seeing the penal clause
of the present Bill incorporated In the
Criminal Code amendments. Then we would
have of course, to consider those criminal
law amendments again In this chamber. I
need not dilate upon the details of this Bill.
We may examine them anew when we go
into committee. I will only say that after
three years of arduous labour on the part of
a select committee ln the House of Lords ln
England, a Bill, on sirilar lines to thie
one, was passed by that House and is to-day
before the British House of Commons, and
I find the rate of interest Is there limited
as folows : it is in sterling ln the Bill, I
shall mention the amount in dollars. On
ail sums below ten dollars a rate of twenty-
five per cent Is allowed. On all suims be-
tween ten dollars and fifty dollars, a rate
of twenty per cent, Is allowed, and on all
sums above fIfty dollars fifteen per cent.
I have struck the medlum rate of
twenty per cent on all transactions. I
know that it is an extortionate rate for
large sums, but the people we want to pro-
tect are the needy ones who have no mort-
gage to offer, nor very solvent names to give,
and these people generally need sumas below
two or three hundred dollars. I think If we
limit the lenders to twenty per cent, that It
is not an excessive rate on small loans.
Twenty per cent on fifty dollars for a few
days does not Involve a large amount. I
would have no objection to even a higher
rate if the lender would content himself
with charging that large rate of discount,
and not exact at each renewal the same rate.
I have found that when a man presents
himself for a loan of fifty or a hundred
dollars and is asked a large discount, the
immorallty of the act is not very great, be-
cause the lender not only charges interest
upon the same loan, but charges for the risk
incurred by him in dispossessing himself
of bis money; but where the immoral act
comes in, is when he continues to charge
at every renewal which may take place,
every thirty days, besides interest, the same
premium for the risk which he has aIready
incurred and which has not changed. It 1
our duty to limit the lender to a certain
rate. I find by fixing twenty per cent we
will still be far above the rate fixed in very
many countries upon such contracts. But
this ls a new country, with natural resources
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undeveloped, with people seeking money in
mining districts and ready to pay a high
rate, and I think that twenty per cent is
not too much.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-What will
prevent the lender from giving a receipt
and taking a new loan ? Then you will
have literest on the interest which is not
paid.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The hon. gentle--
men will dnd, on reading the Bill, that we
compute the yearly interest upon not only
the note which is in existence, but upon
the renewal of the original note, in order
to find what Interest is charged.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I do not
think that meets the case. Suppose a man
lends one hundred dollars and takes a note
for it. When the note falls due the
debtor cannot pay. He says, I cannot allow
you to go on, because I will lose that interest.
I shall give you a receipt for a hundred
dollars, but give me a new note for the
principal and interest, and I will renew the
inan.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The lawyers in
this House, and the Minister of Justice 1im-
self, will admit that the provisions of this
Bill cover the two transactions and mnie
them but one, so that we could re-open t em.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I understand the hon.
gentleman to say that a similar Bill had
passed in the English parliament or was
under consideration there at the present
time ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I said a Bill on
the same lines had passed the House of
Lords and had not yet passed both Housos,
because it had not time, but that it was at
present before the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Was that the same Pill
that was before the House of Lords waen
this Bill was under consideration here ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-It is pretty much
the same Bill. I have not examined it.
I have just glanced over the Bil, which I
obtained through the kindness of the Minis-
ter of Justice this morning, and I find it is
generally on the same lines. The great
difference between the Bill passed by :he
House of Lords 'and this one is that theie
the whole systeni is organized for the re-

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

gistration of the money lender. I do not
know if the conditions there as to the trade
carried on by the people are different, but
I do not see the necessity of forcing the
money lender to register himself. Our money
lender is well known. I think we describe
him sufficiently. and forcing him to register
would simply give us a right to accuse him
of a second offence-the offence of not hav-
ing registered-in addition to the charge of
having violated the law. We have described
the money lender in a sufficiently clear way
to reach him if lie breaks the law. The
present Bill reads :

The expression 'money-lender' in this Act
shall include any person who carries on the busi-
ness of money-lending, or advertises, or an-
nounces himself, or holds hlmself out in any
way, as carrying on that business, and who
makes a practice of lending money at a higher
rate than 10 per cent per annum.

So we only reach one class of people--the
professional money lenders.

Hon. Sir. MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not think the hon. gentleman answered the
question put by my hon. friend from Montar-
ville. His question was, does the Bill pro-
vide for renewal notes by which the man
who lends could secure compound interest ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I have inswered
in the affirmative.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELLr-Or, in
other words, if a man took a note bearing 20
per cent for six months, and at the end of
the six months the borrower was unable to
pay, could he not give a note for $110 ? That
would be interest which would have ac-
crued, payable in another six months, and at
the end of the six months the interest would
be concluded on $110 for six months, and
that would be added to the original note ned
continue renewing in that way. I do not
think there is any Possible way of reaching
a case of that kind. Under the present law,
we know that mortgages are given with
a provision in them that in case the interest
be not paid at the time of maturity, then the
interest due is to draw the same rate of
interest that the principal draws until it is
paid. That would be the case, I fancy,
under the law even If this Bill were placed
on the statute-book. Might I ask, in ad-
dition to that, what is the rate of interesc
which a man may charge, or .loes this re-
strict the rate, providing the amount is
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over $500 ? From a cursory glance at the
Bill it does not seem to me that it does---
you could take any interest you pleased.
Apart from that, the provision placed on
the statute-book legalizing 20 per cent upon
a loan of $100, or $500, is-I would not say
an absurdity-is like turning legislation into
ridicule. If we are to have a usury law
under which the usurer is to be prevented
from taking an exorbitant interest, we had
better place it at something like a reason-
able sum, I think that 20 per cent Is an un-
reasonable sum and would turn the legis-
lation into ridicule, rather than in the direc-
tion that my hon. friend desires it to take.
I commend him for the course he Is pur-
suing, but I certainly would not sanction a
higher rate than ten per cent. If upon a
small loan, or any loan under five hundred
dollars, a money lender can obtain ten per
cent he is doing well. You can get money
at four and five per cent on gilt-edged loans.
It is only the class to which the hon. gentle-
man refers, that exists in large cities, parti-
cularly la Montreal. in this eity and in others,
where impecunious clerks and others, who
allow themselves to be led into borrowing
money at three hundred and four hundred
and five bundred per cent, as I have had
brought under my notice. These are ques-
tions, however, that we can discuss before
the Banking and Commerce Committee.
I should be very glad to see a restriction
to prevent this species of robbery which Is
carried on throughout the whole country,
and if It could go further, as suggested by
the hon. gentleman who introduced this
Bill, and be made a penal offence In the
code now before the Lower House, I should
be better pleased. I have always been of
this opinion, although free-traders say that
money is the same as any other commodity ;
that is a theory in political economY that
I have never been able to accept, because
to my mind it occupies altogether a differ-
ent position, even as a commodity, from
wheat, flour, or other articles that we buy
and sell, for reasons which it Is quite un-
necessary to enter into a discussion of at
the present time; but I would rather have
the law as it is than to see a limitation of
20 per cent placed upon the statute-book,
for the reasons that I have suggested.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-4My hon friend the
leader of the opposition misapprehends the

object and scope of this measure. -It ls
precisely the same in its object and scope
as the Bill introduced in the House of
Lords in Engband, after very full Inquiry
and full consideration of the subject. This
is not an attempt to deal with ordinary
money transactions. There is no inten-
tion of interfering with the liberty of con-
tract. If men choose to borrow money at a
high rate of interest in ordinary transac-
tions of a commercial character, this
measure does not interfere with them. This
Bill is intended to give a certain amount
of protection to parties whose financial cir-
cumstances are such that they are unable
to protect themselves. It also recognizes
the fact that loans to such parties are, to
some extent at least, of a desperate character,
and those who make the loans are obliged
nlot only to take the ordinary rate of in-
erest, but also that amount of interest which

will insure the principal, so that there Is in-
terest and insurance practically charged
upon the oan whlch is made. The hon. gen-
tleman says that 20 per cent Is a very
high rate of interest-a preposterously high
rate. So it would be ln ordinary transac-
tions, but a man, for Instance, who requires
to make a loan for a fortnight is quite ready
to pay a higher rate of interest than he
would pay upon a transaction where the
money was borrowed for a period of twelve
months. It is a matter of accommodation
to him. It may be a matter of very con-
siderable consequence that he should obtain
the money for that short period of time.
It may prevent him sacrificing property
which he would otherwise be compelled to
sacrifice ln order to meet the transactions
for which he bas borrowed the money. But
my hon. friend by this Bill aims mainly
at meeting the case of parties who are bor-
rowing money under very needy cIrcum-
stances at a very high rate of interest from
parties who do not scruple to charge enor-
mous rates. It ls with a view of protectilng
the men who otherwise are unable to pro-
tect themselves, and so he proposes that
the rate of interest which the partiesi ob-
tain shall not exceed the rate o 20 per
cent per annum. That rate, I apprehend,
covers the rate of Interest added to the
face of the transaction. At ail 'events, If
that Is not perfectly clear it can be easily
made clear, so that the rate of interest
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charged by these professional lenders to risk ought to be continued at the same rate.
persons who are needy shall not exceed the For that reason 1 wiil take exception to this
rate of 20 per cent per annum. I be- Bil, whon it goes bofore the coiumittee
lieve my hon. friend gave last year a num- and suggest the propriety of havlng a limited
ber of Instances where very high rates, time for a limited amount, if you are to
amounting to over three and four hundred aliow the excessive rate of twenty per cent,
per cent a year, were charged in the city I look upon twenty per cent as very high,
of Montreal in transactions of this sort, and and I repeat. it makes a great difference
the evidence taken before the House of when you consider the length of time for
Lords in England shows that equally high which the money is loaned. If it is loaned
rates of interest had been charged by the for a short time, it does not amount to much,
ordinary professionai money lender there, but if it is loaned for a long period, it makes
and the object there Is not to interfere with a serious difference. For that reason I
ordinary transactions, but to regulate tran- would limit the length of time.
sactions of that sort and to give protection
to those whose pecuniary circumstances have T
become such that they are no longer able
te protect themselves. Hon. Mr. DANDJRAND-Last year the

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-It appears to me Bil went before the Committeo on Bank-
that It will be necessary to mention the i
period, and that the rate of interest ought
to change with the period of time as well Bih was reported to the fouse, in committee
as with the amount. If five hundred dollars
Is borrowed for five or ten days, it does not to 20 per cent. The matter was examined
mean much at twenty per cent. This Bill minutely before that committee hast year,
does not provide any limit, and twenty per d
cent can be charged for three months, which te
means a great deal.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is twenty per cent Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It would be very
per annum. much better to pursue the same course that

wýas adopted last year. There wihi be a
Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Still that means a g

great deal. It may be continued for a year think te poin ormhion wihi be a b
at that rate. My hon. friend mentionedat tat ate Myhon.frind entene tested by going bef ore the Committee on
that it would be wrong to charge the same Banking and Commerce. It might after-
rate at the end of the prod If the moneyc t th

Bilwhn os bf or t committee h

was not paid, because the risk, according
to his idea, would be lessened. I do not
think so.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-It is the same
risk. You insured the risk at the beginning
and you should not charge again for that
same risk.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-But I have taken
that rIsk for three months. At the end
of the three months you want me to leave
the money with you at the same rate of
interest for the next three months. I am
running the same risk for the second three
months as for the first, and for that reason
I cannot see that the risk is lessened. For
Instance, a man Insures his bouse for one
year. The insurance runs out. The risk
Is not less at the end of the year than It
was at the beginning. If it Is continued the

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Whole House, but It sbould go to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce first. I
hope the hon. gentleman who has charge of
the measure will accept my suggestion. I
would have made some observations on the
second reading if I had thought the Bill was
not going to the Committee on Banking and
Commerce.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-After the ex-
perience I had last year of the useless work
we did in the CommIttee on Banklng and
Commerce, I prefer to send it to a committee
of the Whole House. Last year we came
back to this chamber with a changed jury,
or a changed committee, a number of gentle-
men we had in the Committee of Banking
and Commerce being absent, and we altered
completely the measure. We can discuss
and sift the measure thoroughly here, now
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that It has already passed the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, and beeu considered
by a sub-committee of that committee, and
I think that we should keep the measure in
this chamber.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-For my
part, I do not object to its going to a com-
mittee of the whole. Could the hon. gentle-
man bring before us the English Bill?
Very few of us have seen it. If we had
that Bill it would not take long to read It,
and we could see any difference there is
between the two. They have studied the
question more deeply in England than we
have studied it here.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I shall have that
English Bill here to-morrow if we go into
committee of the whole. It is a Bill of
only two pages.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I sympathize with what
the promoter of this Bill has said with re-
gard to sending It to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Commerce. He has reminded us
that the Bill was before the committee last
year, and I was on the sub-committee which
tried to get this Bill into a shape which
would be acceptable to this House. I con-
fess I was one of the members of that
committee who had very grave doubts as to
the utility of legislation of this kind, but if
we are to have legislation of the kind at all,
the provisions of this Bill corne about as
near to what would be useful in this regard
as any Bill we ean propose. I can hardly
conceive that anything very new can be
brought before the committee on the sub-
ject. It Is a very old subject-one that
bas been discussed before a great many dif-

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, May 9, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I should like to Inquire
of the government If they have the return I
moved for concerning the petitions, docu-
ments, and ail correspondence relating to the
Baie des Chaleurs Short Line Railway ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not recelved
anything in relation to that motion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have received nothing.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The motion was
adopted on the 26th of April.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will make inquiry.

THIRD READING.

Bill (25) 'An Act respecting the Brandon
and South-western Railway Company.'-
(Hon. Mr. KIrchhoffer.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (U) 'An Act to incorporate the British
American Pulp and Paper Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. Landry.)

THE MANUFACTURE
TWINE.

OF BINDER

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman op-
posite (Sir Mackenzie Bowell), asked me for

ferent assemblies. I do think, however, that Information wlth regard to the quantlty of
to consider this Bill to-morrow would be materlal Purchased for binder twine between
hastening it a little too much. I for one the first of JuIy, and the 3lst of December.
would like to bave a little more time than I may say there was purchased of sisal In
that to consider the measure and particul- October, 1899, 53,049 pounds, and In October,
arly to look into the discussions that may 1899, of New Zealand hemp, 55,198 pounds,
have taken place in the House of Lords and 0f course there was a considerable quantltY
to get a better knowledge of what is being of raw material on band at the tLme the
done there. The Bill might be taken up on year began. That Is fot inchuded In this
Friday. quantity, because it was purchased prior to

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I would prefer the first of July, 1599. I have given here
Thursday. what was purchased betweeZ the first of

It was ordered that the Bill be referred Juhy and the 3lst of Decemner.
to a committee of the Whole House on Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
Thursday next. Information Is satisfactOrY as far as it goes.

The Senate adjourned. The quetion wa rot woat quanttlty was on
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hand at the beginning of the year. It was
simply the quantities that had been pur-
chased since the first of July, which the
hon. gentleman bas given, but he bas not
given the price paid for it, nor has he given
the name of the party or parties from whom
it was purchased, nor the market from
which it came.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
the information which the hon. gentleman
lias given is of very little value so far as
the object we had in view in asking the
question, is concerned. The Auditor General's
Report gives the Information which the hon.
gentleman refers to-that is, the quantity
purchased prior to the first of July, and
the price pald for it. What we wanted to
know, ani what the country would like
to know. is from whiom sisal and manila
have been purchased since the first of July,
and the p, ice paid for it. That Information
I underste )d the bon. gentleman to say the
other day, when r aferring to this question,
it was inexpedient to give for fear the
world would know what they paid for It,
and the price at which they sold it, as it
would interfere with the market price which
the parties who purchased would demand
from the consumer. Agalnst that doctrine
I have already, so far as I am concerned,
entered rmy protest. I think the farmers
of this country who consume binder twine,
and the people of this country who have to
pay the expenses connected with Its manu-
facture are entitled to full Information.
However, the government have taken the
other ground, and we have no means of
compelling them to deviate from the policy
they laid down. I can only enter my pro-
test against a pollcy of that kind.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We have laid down no
new principle. The rule was adopted In
1894, when the manufacture of twine was
begun, and has been continued ever since,
and It is in the public Interest that it should
be the rule. * The men who are, above all
others. interested in obtainIng information
of this sort are the manufacturers who
are engaged practically In conducting rival
establishments. While we have no desire
to injure them, we have no desire to injure
a government department by discloslng In-
formation of this sort. On the contrary,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

we. purchase our raw material at varlous
prices. Sometimes we get enough at a
very low rate, a lot perhaps that bas been
on hand for some time. We again pur-
chase at a very much higher rate, and people
would at once begin to see what you could
afford to put the article on the market for.
Now, the result is the average for the year,
and when we manufacture and market the
product there is no objection whatever to
giving the prices, both of the manufactured
article and the raw material, but I say that
no establishment could be conducted, and
escape bankruptcy, on the line which the
hon. gentleman suggests, and as long as the
government are engaged li the manufactur-
ing business, they have to pay the same re-
gard to those principles which every other
manufacturing establishment in the coun-
try must regard. As I said before, we are
not entering on the business of manufactur-
ing to help any particular class in the com-
munIty.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh yes,
you are.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The only way we could
do that would be to probibit others from en-
gaging in rival production and undertake
to manufacture for the entire community.
If we were manufacturIng for the whole
community, then we could fix the price, and
we could fix that price wlth reference to
the raw material. We could charge accord-
ingly, but we cannot do that at the present
time. My impression Is that there may
be a considerable reduction in price before
the harvest season arrives, and we may be
obliged to sell binder twine at less than the
actual value of the article. So that lu the
manufacture we have to pay some regard,
not to what this particular quantity cost us
in October, or some other period, but what
bas been the general cost for the year. At
the present time the value of manila is 13#
cents. That is the lowest price quoted to
us. We are offering the manufactured
article at fourteen cents retail in small
quantities to farmers, and it is certain that
unless we purchased a portion of the mater-
ial at less than we are obliged to pay at
the present time, we could not offer it at
that figure without sustaining a very serious
loss, and so the fair way, in the interest
of the public-because the public are inter-
ested in the conduct of this business-is to
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sell on terms which, while not affording to
the government an exorbitant profit, will,
at ail events, protect the department against
actual loss. There is no class of the com-
munity that constitute a charitable institu-
tion : ail of them may fairly be called upon
to pay what is a fair price for the article
whicb they expect to purchase, and we bave
no intention, and It is no part of our duty,
to undertake to put our products on the
market at a rate that would be ruinous to
other manufacturers. Hon. gentlemen who
have adopted the principle of protection,
and who have sought to secure a hlgh market
price for manufactured products, can hardly
consistently ask us to engage In competition
with other manufacturers and produce an
article and put it upon the market for less
than It bas actually cost us. I am perfectly
satisfied that If the result of the conduct
of our business for a sertes of years went
to show that we were manufacturing at a
loss, the department would be blamed for
bad management. I wish to escape tbat
censure, and while not charging more than
a fair price, considering what the article
cost us, I wish that we should by pro-
tected against actual loss, and I also think
that the public get ail the Information whicil
they may fairly claim when the article is
marketed, when we give the price of the
raw material for the year and the price for
the manufactured product.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-After
It Is sold.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, that is the right
time. My hon. friend knows that that Is
the principle upon which ail business Is con-
ducted, and the government must conform
to those rules which universal experience
shows to be necessary.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I sympathize
with the position which Is (aken by the
hon. leader of the House in not wishing,
at the present time, to disclose what the
prices are and thus making apparent to the
country the profit which is made between
the original buyer and price which Is paid
by the farmers, when this commodity comes
Into their bands. As the bon gentleman
has said very rightly, it la a question of the
time when this la to be disclosed, and there
may be many reasons which, from his own
point of view, it would be Inadvisable to

disclose it at the present time. For in-
stance, there might be a general election
coming on before the government dis-
closed the price, and it would be advisable
for the government not to disclose the price
paid by the parties who were the recipients
of great favours from the government,
and the price pald by the farmers, because
that ls the flost important, as far as we
are concerned. At the saine time I would
point out that there is a part of this question
which' might be answered, and I cannot
see that the country at large would be
hurt by our being informed as to It-that la,
the names of the parties by whom the mater-
lals were purchased, that should be furnish-
ed us. There Is no disclosure of any secret
in giving the names of any of the parties,
and I think the hon minister might perhaps
give me those names.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Whlle I regard
with a. certain degree of reverence the pre-
cedent estabtlshed by the late government,
I cannot fully appreciate the prece-
dent already referred to, that there should
be no disclosure of the cost of the raw
material for the manufacture of binder
twine until after the product la marketed
and sold. It seems to me that if the gov-
ernment had belonged to the binder twine
combination they could not pursue a course
more in harmony with the course usually
pursued by trusts and combinations than
upon the present occasion. I certainly can-
not appreclate the logic of the position taken
by my bon. friend, and apparèntly by the
late government, ln reference to not re-
vealing the cost of the raw material parti-
cularly when we take lnto consideration that
the cost of this material is obtainable from
a dozen sources. It does not require to be
extracted from a Star Chamber institution.
One could go to the market, I apprehend,
and readily ascertain its cost. But when
niy hon. friend suggests that there posàlblY
may be a loss by the government in the
manufacture of this twine and that the
giving of the information might disclose
a loss on the part of the governmenlt, it
certainly, to me, la an astounding revelation,
when one takes into consideratOn the fact

that the labour practically costs them noth-

lng for the manufacture of this twine, and
I apprehend that labour la the costlilest com-
modity that entera into the manufacture
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of this product. This leads us, therefore, to impossible to keep from those people the
sympathize very deeply with other binder position which the government would occupy
twine Industries, and I have been endeav- with respect to the purchase of this or any
ouring to reconcile that statement with the other article. We know that every man
statement that has recently been made In the who is engaged in a certain trade makes
public press and through several channels, himself conversant with every detail and
that the Brantford manufactory announced, knows exactly the price paid, and puts him-
and also paid, a dividend of 100 per cent on self ln a position to cope with it, and makes
Its recent operations. If, therefore, a private arrangements accordingly.
Institution, like the Brantford company. can The government, I presume, take the op-
pay 100 per cent dividend, and pay the going portunity of finding out the probable cost
prices for labour in the manufacture of the of this raw material either at the present
product, what then must be the adminis- time or some future time, and are governed
tration of the government in the manufactur- by the circumstances of the case. If they
Ing of this product, If on the manufacture of find that the prices are likely to be lower
the product itself there Is not a profit made, in the future, of course they will naturally
or that the raw material costs more than the say we will abstain from buying at the pre-
manufactured article. It seems to me that sent time; but we know in some cases the
the government can only have two objects government have not acted in that way. We
In entering into the manufacture of binder know at the time of the purchase of steel
twine ! One is to keep employed the prison rails by the Mackenzie government somme
labour, and the other is to sell to the farmers years ago, the government purchased when
a manufactured product at a very 10w pro- the figures were highest and afterwards
fit. If that be the case, it seems to me there prices were greatly reduced. At that time
is no necessity for showing the deep solici- we were engaged In constructing water-
tude which seems to be shown on this oc- works ln this city, and had to pay high prices
casion, and by previous governments, with for the pipes that we required immediately,
regard to other corporations, or other but with our later information we governed
individuals, who have entered on the manu- ourselves accordingly, and did not buy more
facture of binder twine. Why this deep than was absolutely necessary. WT at was
solicitude ? Why should the Interests of a the resuit? Instead of paying sixty dollars
combination, or trust, be consulted with re- a ton for the pipe required, long before the
ference to an article which enters into the work was completed we bought the same
life and the industry of the agricultural'class of pipe at thirty dollars a ton, where-
community ? It seems to me that unneces- as the government at that tme bouglt the
sary solicitude lias been shown by this gov- whole quantity of rails required at an ex-
ernment and previous governments with re- cessive price.
gard to this question, and, certainly, so far stand why the goverument should think they
as the present government is conçerned, I are doing a benefit to themselves or the
see no reason why it should hesitate for country by abstaining from -ivin- this ln-
one moment to take, not quly parliament, formation, because ln reality it is fot with-
but the public into its confidence with re- holding information from the parties con-
gard to the cost of the raw material, and cerned. Everybody interested in buying
the profits and the losses which are oc- sisal or manila knows the prices, and as
casioned in the manufacture of the pro- prudent men they goveru themselves accord-
duet. ingly. It might be as well for the gover -

Jon. Mr. CLEkOW-I must confess that ment to say we have bought a certain
I coulr pever understand the reason why the quantity of materlal, up to the present time,

goverument should refuse to gîve us this thinkin g It woud not increase in value, or
Information. Parties who are engaged we have bought sufficient to meet our pre-
in this brandi of trade, and other branches sent requirements, trustiiig to a great re-
of trade, are perfectly well conversant with ducton n the price in the future. That
the prices of the raw waterial and the Is a business cike view that a business man
finlshed product, and ail circumstances at- would take of It, and I cannot understand
tending the manufacture, and it is utterly why the goverlment shoud, on ail occasions,

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.
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refuse to give Information of this nature. As
a business man, I say that is a principle
which should govern business men in tran-
sactions of this nature. The hon. gentle-
man says that the same principle was acted
on by the Conservative government. We
always thought that this government was
so opposed to the preceding government that
they would take a different course when
they found that their predecessors had taken
an erroneous one. Those who are engaged
in agricultural pursuits are entitled to In-
formation in a matter of vital importance
to their interest ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not pretend to say
that whatever a Conservative government
did was right. I am of opinion that a good
many things were done by Conservative
governments which were not right, but I
have not said that everything that was doue
by a Conservative government was wrong.
My hon. friend (Mr. Clemow), kept quiet a
good many years with reference to this
policy, while it was pursued by the Con-
servative government, and it is a rather
suspicious circumstance that he complains
now.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I never heard of it
before.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend is mis-
taken with regard to this matter. We
adopt the same rule that business establish-
ments adopt throughout the whole country
ln the conduct of their business.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I do not think It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I ask the hon. gentle-
man to say what manufacturing establish-
ment in this country has given the price at
which It purchases its raw material ? We
have no agents going through the country
for the purpose of selling our binder twine.
Do we want the agents who are engaged in
disposing of the products of varlous estab-
lishments in the country to know the price
at which the government purchased the raw
materlal, and say it is an inferior article,
you cannot make good twIne out of such
material ? All sorts of misrepresentation
may be made to the disadvantage Of the
penitentiary.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Is It not really to
the disadvantage of manufacturers ln the

United States ? We have no such thing
as manufacturers of binder twine in this
country, except at Brantford.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend is mis-
taken. We have.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Where ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-At Central Prison.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-The others were
closed by the abolition of the duty on binder
twine.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is to the advantage of
our establishment that we should conduct
it on precisely the same lines on which It
has been conducted up to the present time.
My hon. friend has said that it might be
of advantage in the elections If they had
more information. I have no doubt my
hon. friend would use any statement I
might make, as to the price paid, agalnst
the administration, If by any possibility
such could be done. My hon. friend has
spoken of there being combinations. There
is no possible combination on this subject.
I have pointed in a small blue-book which
I have submitted to parliament, to this
fact, that the binder twine of last year was
put upon the market at about six cents a
pound ail over the country. Now, if that
were so,-if there had been any combination
at that time It would not be amongst the
wholesale dealers or manufacturers, whether
in Canada or abroad. It could only be
amongst the retail dealers throughout the
country, and I do not think any hon. gentle-
man will undertake seriously to argue that
therehas been a combination amongst the
retail dealers to put up the price on the
farmer. The truth is this, that while we
have offered the article to the farmers,
they seldom buy from us. They wait
until the harvest season comes on,
and then they buy from some retail
dealer in their own neighbourhood. That
is the way they make their purchases,
and the retail dealers everywhere through-
out the country purchased the binder twine
ln the year 1898, as hon. gentlemen will see
f rom the report submitted, at about six cents
a pound on the average. That Is a very
moderate rate, so that it is quite obvious
there is no such thing as a combination
amongst wholesale dealers. The retail
dealers purchase it at a moderate rate, and
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sell It at the best prices they can get for It. facture profited on the transaction just as
If the article is scarce, they ask more for it the hon. gentleman does in any business he
and make a profit on it. If the article is is engaged in.
abundant, they take the risk of carrying Hon. Mr. McMVILLAN-What put the
over to the next year a portion of what they price up, last year ?
purchased on speculations. That is precisely
what Is done, and will be doue, as long as Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He told
the business is conducted as it is at the us last session. Now he is combating the
present time. The only way we could put the reasons then given.
an end to that would be by undertaking to Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-It is the combine
manufacture ail that was required in the in Canada.

uni Y. e u noP e£ l

penitentiary. We do not command a suffi-
cdent amount of labour for that purpose. At
the present time we manufacture about five
hundred tons a year, and there are at least
five thousand tons a year consumed in
Canada, so hon. gentlemen will see that,
even if we offered the article at half its
cost, there would be but a very small frac-
tion of the farming population of Canada
that would be benefited by an off er of that
sort. It is true we might seriously affect
the value of the article produced by private
,Dardles.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-There are no pri-
vate manufactories.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is the Brantford
establishment. Does the hon. gentleman
Bay It ls any part of our duty to make war
on them ? The hon. gentleman favours the
principle of protection.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I do not want to
favour United States manufacturers and
combines and have them raise the price
here, the government assisting them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The government have
not assisted them. The repealing of the
duties bas not lncreased the price. The hon.
gentleman puts a duty on for the purpose
of increasing the price. That is what he
has contended for. All the advocates of the
national polley have maintained that doc-
trine. The bon. gentleman talks about the
Increased price, but the price of the manu-
factured article bas reference to the price
of the raw material.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-Not when
make a hundred per cent profit.

Hon.
stood.
portion
chased,

they

Mr. MILLS-That is easily under-
If the price went up after a large

of the raw material had been pur-
the parties engaged in the manu-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say there Is no com-
bine ln Canada. The fact is there are at
least three United States establishments
selling their goods in Canada, and I took
the trouble of going over the list. There
is the McCormick Company, the Plymouth
Manufacturing oCmpany, and the Deering
Company. All those companies, and the

i Canadian company at Brantford, sold their
twine at about the same price. Our aver-
age price was about six cents a pound. The
lower grades sold at about five and a quarter
and the highest at seven and a quarter.
We got the full -market price for what we
sold as compared with the prie at which all
these establishments that I have mentioned
sold their products ln Canada. It is as
clear as noonday that there could be no com-
bine, and was no combine. But the fact
is this, you cannot buy manila at the
present time under thirteen cents, 13J cents
is the lowest price at whlch it bas been
offered to us, and, that being so, does any
hon. gentleman In his senses suppose that
the manufactured product could be put upon

I the Canadian market at the same price at
which it was sold on the Canadian market
when the raw materlal was four and a
quarter cents a pound ? Is there common
sense ln malintaining that the present price
lis the result of a combination when every
man must see, by looking at the price at
which the raw material is purchased, that it
is three times as high to-day as it was ln the
spring of 1898 ? That being so, the price
of the manufactured product ls hlgher, and
whetber it comes froni United States, or
whether It ls manufactured ln Canada, the
price must be hlgher. It seems to me the
pettiest klnd of politics, wholly unsuited to
this Chamber, to undertake to represent the
present prices of twine as the result of the
repeal of the duties upon the manufactured
article. It is not the result of anything
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of the sort. It la the result of the very
high price and the scarcity of the raw
material. . The war in the Phillipine Islande,
makes it impossible to get the raw material
out on the same terms, and with the usual
facilities. There is much less of it got out,
and the result Is the article le scarcer and
the prices are higher, and that being so,
the publlc who require it are compelled to
pay more than they would pay under other
circumstances.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
have had a very good lesson as to business
transactions in reference to binder twine,
which bas very little to do with the question
put on the paper. The hon. gentleman has
stated on every occasion, when attention
bas been called in this House to the question
of binder twine, that he Is pursulng the same
policy that was pursued by the late gov-
erument.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not say that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-You
did not say that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
what was the reference made by the bon.
gentleman ? What I understood the hon.
gentleman to say was this, that ln refusing
to give the informatlon which was asked
for, he was pursuing the same policy as the
late government.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I ask
the hon. gentleman to give this House proof
of the statement. Can he point to any
order in his department which governs
the output of the penitentiary to the effect
that he mentioned ln this House Can he
point to any instance in the House of Com-
mous or this Chamber where such Informa-
tion as this was asked of the late government
and refused ? If he can, I will accept the
statement, but not until then. I kept toler-
ably weHl posted ln the policy pursued by the
late government-at least while I had any-
thing to do with It-and I here state that I
have no recollection of any such policy hav-
ing been discussed or laid down, or 'of any
instance in whicb information was refused
when asked for in either House. I make
this statement in justice to the late

government, more particularly as the hon.
gentleman from Calgary (Mr. Lougbeed),
and the hon. gentleman from Rideau (Mr.
Clemow), seem to bave accepted the state-
ment of the Minister of Justice. I put my
statement against his, and I do so on the
ground that I have no recollection of the
question ever having been discussed, or in-
formation sought as we have endeavoured
to obtain it in this House or in the House
of Commons. AIl the information that we
ask for is, how much did you buy ? Where
did you buy it, and how much did you pay
ror it ? With that information before us,
we can draw our own inferences, if there are
any to be drawn, as to the policy pursued ln
sellIng the binder twine. The hon. gentle-
man has told us a good deal about combina-
tions that exist, or do not exist. J say no
cIrcumstances ever existed, while the late
government was in power, that would justify
any one in taking the position that we have
taken in reference to this question at the
present time, and consequently the same
statements would not apply to the action
of the late government that apply to the
actions of the present governmént. I am
not going to enter upon the question of
free trade or protection in this discussion.
I take Issue, however, with the hon. gentle-
man when he says that in all cases the Im-
position of a duty increases prices. He
asked this question-to my mind a very
childish one-of the hon. gentleman from
Glengarry : If the hon. gentleman thinks
that removing the duty increases the price,
why does he not favour free trade ? The
object of impOsing duties is not to increase
the price of a manufactured article so as
to mulet the people who consume it out of
a large amount of money. The object of
protection, and of protectionists, In imposlng
duties, ls to encourage the production of an
article in the country by our own artizans,
instead of importing It from other coun-
tries. We go further, and say that after
these industries have been established,
experience shows that the price goes down
iower than before the Imposition of the
duties. I go further, and say that taking the
duties off and admitting the importations
free into a country like this, may increase
prices because it enables the United States
producer to control the market. If the
United States producers are sufficiently
wealthy and their output ls gafficiently great
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to crush out the industries in a smaller
country like Canada, they can put the prices
at what they please. They can combine
with the manufacturers in this country, and
the admission of their products into this
country free puts them in precisely the same
position in our market that they would oc-
cupy in a state of the neighbouring Union.
The only difference in the price would be the
addition of the freight in carrying the article
from the manufacturing centre ln the United
States into Canada. I do not care anything
about your theories; you may talk of poli-
tical economy and the theories of political
-economists as long as you please, but one
solid tact which we know to exist will coun-
terbalance all the theorles you could preach
till doomsday. I have no doubt that sit-
ting dlown at a table and arguing the

:general prtnciple, the hon. gentleman might
be able to show that free trade is best for
the world, but we have not free trade all
over the world, and practice has established
the position that I take on this question,
namely, that the imposition of a duty does
not necessarily enhance the price of an
article. Situated as we are, in many In-
stances prices are Increased by taking off
the duty. However, I do not Intend to
further discuss this question on the present
occasion. What I want is evidence of the
statement which the hon. minister bas made,
that the late goverument pursued any such
pollcy in reference to this question when
asked for information as to the value of an
article that they may have purchased for
any purpose whatever, that they withheld
it from either the Senate or the House of
Commons. I deny that the late government
-ever refused such information.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (79) 'An Act to amend the General
Inspection Act so as to provide a grade for
Flax Seed.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Bill (78) An Act to amend the Gas Inspec-
tion Act.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Bill (98) 'An Act respecting the Yarmouth
Steamship Company Limited.'-(Hon. Mr.
Lovltt.)

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I may point out
to my hon. frlend the Secretary of State

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

that there are two motions for papers, the
returns for which have not yet been pro-
duced. I refer to the motion for a state-
ment of the earnings of the winter boats
on the Prince Edward Island service cover-
ing a period of many years. Then there is
the question of the supply of oils to the
Intercolonial Railway. My hon. friend will,
I hope, make a note of both of these, and
endeavour to have them brought down as
soon as possible.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, May 10, 1900.

The
o'clock.

Speaker took the Chair at Three

Prayers and routine proceedings.

LETTERS SENT TO EUROPE.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired.
Out of the number of 150,375,000 letters de-

posited in the post offices of Canada during the
year 1898-9, as given at page xv of the officiai
report, what Is the figure representing the num-
ber of letters sent to Europe during the same
period?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The answer I have re-
ceived from the department Is that ln the
enumeration on which the estimate of 150,-
375,000, as the total number of letters posted
in Canada during the year ended 30th June,
1899, was based, no distinction was made
between letters addressed to places in Can-
ada and letters addressed to other countries,
and the department is unable, therefore, to
supply information as to the proportion
of letters sent to Europe, included in that
total.

RE-OPENING OF TRADE ON SOUTH
EASTERN RAILWAY.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquIred :

Has the government or any of the members
of the present administration recelved, at any
time from July 1, 1896, to this date, any peti-
tions or communications whatsoever on the part
of boards of trade, of municipal corporations or
of any private Individuals coming from the elty
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of Sorel, or from the municipalities of St. Michel Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I might
d'Yamaska, de Yamaska, de St. David d'Ya- call the attention of the hon. Secretary of
maska, de St. Guillaume d'Upton, de St. Pie de
Deguire, de St. Bonaventure d'Upton, de St. Ger- State to the fact that this inquiry is as
main de Grantham and Drummondville, in rela- to whether any member or members of the
tion to the re-opening the trade of that part . .
of the South-Eastern Railway which united Sorel present admmistration have received such
to Drummondville and which seems to have been documents. What the hon. Secretary of
abandoned and not worked since April, 1892? State says is quite correct, as to a changeIf in the affirmative, in whose name have these
communications been sent? of policy, but that can only be upon the

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Communications of the recommendation of the head of the depart-

nature described in the hon. gentleman's ment to which the policy would refer.

question would necessarily have been in- The Minister of Railways might have re-

tended for the government. None have ceived communications and not have made

come to the department of the Secretary of any report to the Privy Council, nor would

State, nor have any come to the Privy he do so until he had come to some decision

Council office. Without further information as to the policy which he would recommend

I ar unable to give my hon. friend anyhe government to take. It seems to me
I aviceon te subject I in. nire of that al the hon. gentleman bas to do is
advice ont subject. I will inquire of simply to refer the question to the Minister
the Department of atilwayt and Canals. of Railways and Canals, and let hlm sayThat ws the only other department, I sup- whether these communications have taken
pose, that would have any other communica- place or not. I know that was the old
tion. There may be letters to the Individual
ministers, but of course communications of practice.
that kind on questions of policy would be Hon. Mr. MILLS-That has been done.
by the minister transferred to the Privy Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We will get the answer
Council office. An exhaustive search has to morrow.
been made there and no communication of
the kind has been found. If the hon.
gentleman could give me any clue to the In-
quiry It would help me.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-As I understand,
there is only the Department of Railways
and Canals-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think that Is the only
department that a communication of that
kind would go to, and I have not their an-
swer, but communications of that kind,
which Involve questions of policy, would
even If sent direct to the minister, be for-
warded to the Privy Council. An exhaustive
search In the Privy Councli shows that no
communication of the kind desoribed in the
hon. gentleman's question had been filed
there, nor had any come to the department
of the Secretary of State.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. minister will
Inquire ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will Inquire of the
Department of Railways and Canals. That
Is the only department to where there would
be any use In making a reference.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In the future I should
like If the hon. minister would Inquire be-
fore giving an answer.

thought the hon. gentleman said he had
referred to the department and got no an-
swer.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I understand the
answer bas not been given yet.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-We will let the
motion stand.

The motion was allowed to stand.

THE OYSTER BEDS IN SHEDIAC BAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER inquired:
On what dates did the government cause ors-

ters to be sown in the Shediac Bay in New
Brunswick?

How much money have these experiments cost
in all?

What bas been the result of! them?
Has the Minister of Marine and Fisheries

caused these oysters to be flshed for, or does
he propose to do it?

What systeam of fishing does he intend to
adopt?

Have other similar experiments been made la
Canada, since 1892, elsewhere than at Shediac?

How much money have they cost?

He said: It Is with some appreheiislon that
I rise to put this question, remembering my
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experience on the last occasion on which I
put a question to the government. On that
occasion, I had the honour to find out that
the hon. minister had not taken the trouble
to read my question, and when he con-
descended to read it, he found out that it
was irregular, that it was stating tacts,
while I had simply' asked a question. He
went further and once more undertook to
look into it closely and I finally got his an-
swer. The matter was in reference to some
remarks made by the hon. Minister of Public
Works in Toronto, remarks which were
rather silly in their nature, but intended to
throw discredit on the Senate. I simply
asked whether the minister had made those
remarks or not. Ttie hon. leader of the
government answered that he was not in
Toronto. I expect this time as the
question is about oysters, that he will an-
swer that he is not in the oysters. How-
ever, it is a question of serious import-
ance, and I venture to put it, and I
hope that the hon. minister will give
me some reply, and, if he condescends to do
so, that it will be a proper, a parliamen-
tary and a decent one. The oyster
trade la a very important one In the
maritime provinces. A very consider-
able amount of money has been spent
in the maritime provinces to cultivate
oysters in the same manner as in the old
country, France and Belgium, and also In
the United States. In the Bay of Shediac,
on the coast of which I happen to live, a
considerable amount of money has been
spent for the purpose of testing whether we
could cultivate oysters and replenish the
beds. I know personally that experienced
men sent by the government worked there
for two or three summers. I know that
oysters were planted there, but I have not
been able to ascertain, after going to
the department several times myself, what
the government intends to do with those
oysters. As a matter of fact, those oysters
are matured, and have been matured for
several years, and nothing whatever has
been done with them. My question Is to
ascertain if the government have any Idea
of the result of those experiments, and, if
they have not, what they intend to do. I
repeat, it is a question of some importance
to us, as it means the revival of an Industry
which has fallen into decay and which is,

Hon. Mr. POIRIER.

I believe, susceptible of being made a pay-
ing one of great importance to the maritime
vrovinces.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The answers of the
department are as follows :

1. During the seasons of 1893 and 1894.
2. Several beds were in course of prepara-
tion at the same time; and owing to the
destruction of the detalled accounts by fire,
it is impossible to now give the cost of pre-
paring each bed. The total amount ex-
pended for oyster culture In 1893, was $5,-
010.00, and in 1894, $6,136.00. 3. Experiment
very successful; but good results much in-
terfered ;with by poachers, owing to ne-
glect or inability of guardians to properly
protect the oyster beds. 4. No; but it is
proposed to allow them to be fished for.
5. It has been declded to adopt the system
which has worked admirably in North River,
Prince Edward Island, and to allow licensed
oyster fishermen to fish for a certain number
of days each season, under the supervision
of a fishery officer. 6. Yes. 7. Answered
by No. 2.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to say they propose to
adopt the system of fishing in the Harbour
of Shediac that l8 described in the reply from
the department ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-To what particular
question does my hon. friend refer ? There
are seven questions on this paper. First,
as to the season, next the cost of the ex-
periment, then the result, then has the
Minister of Marine caused the oysters to be
fished for, what system does he propose to
adopt ? Is that the one ?

Hon. Mr. WOOD-That and the next one.

Hon Mr. SCOTT-The 'answer placed In
my hands is as follows :

It has been decided to adopt the system which
has worked admirably in the North River, P.E.I.,
and to allow licensed oyster fishermen to fish
for a certain number of days each season, under
the supervision of a fishery officer.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Do I understand from
that answer that they Intend to adopt that
system in Shediac ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am not able to give
the hon. gentleman the answer. I am not
at all famillar with the question. The hon.
gentleman knows far more than I do about
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it. The answers are given categorically on
the supposition that the hon. gentleman who
puts the questions, understands them.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I understand they all
refer to oyster beds in Shedlac Habour. My
reason for pressing this point is this : I took
a good deal of interest ln the Shediac oyster
beds, and in this experiment te restock them.
I had the honour of representing the county
at the time the oyster beds were planted,
and I followed the reports of Mr. Kemp,
who was in charge of the oyster beds,
very closely. During the first two or
three years the reports were very favour-
able. The experiment promised te be a
very great success. The oysters grew very
rapidly, and the report of 1897, that is, cover-
ing the season of 1896, reported that the first
oysters that had been planted had grown to
maturity and were in fine condition and fit
for market. In the report of 1898, this
same condition of things continued, but he
adds that he bas discovered a good deal of
poaching on the beds. In the report of
1899. I find no reference to the beds in
Shediac at all. It is currently rumoured down
there, and there is good foundation for the
rumour, that the officers in charge have en-
tirely neglected their duties with regard
to the oversight of these beds, and they
are really being deetroyed by poachers,
and that the amount of labour and money
that has been expended there, which, if
followed up might have been a great success,
bas been an entire failure.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The answer to ques-
tion No. 3, is quite in accord with what
the hon. gentleman bas said 'Experiment
very successful, but good resuit much ln-
terfered with by poachers, owing te neg-
lect or inability of guardians to properly
protect the oyster beds.' Then the answer
te question No. 5, states that it bas been
decided te adopt the system which bas
worked admirably in North River, Prince
Edward Island, and to allow licensed oyster
fishermen te fish for a certain number of
days each season, under the supervision of
a fishery officer.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I would remark
that the case of North River, Prince Edward
Island, le not altogether on ail fours with
that of Shediac. They were natural oyster
beds that had been depleted by fishing.

82

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-So they are ln
Shediac.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Are the Shediac
beds also natural beds ?

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It Is only restock-
ing them ?

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I can bear out
what my hon. friend says about North
River, Prince Edward Island. The measures
adopted there have resulted in reviving the
fertility of the oyster In that river, so that
excellent results are now being obtained.

Hon. iMr. POIRIER-It is gratifying to
me, and I am sure will be to the people of
the maritime provinces, to hear from the
hon. minister that the government intend
te do something to regulate the oyster
fisheries. Over eleven thousand dollare
have been spent ln restocking those natural
beds. As a matter of fact, those beds were
several years since susceptible of being
fished. The oysters were matured for the last
four years, and nothing had been done. They
had been simply left to poachers who
have fished them. It is not very
creditable to the department officers who
have allowed the results of those ex-
periments te be for the benefit of poachers,
when they simply nedded an offeer and some
permission to fish those beds regularly and
with profit. I understand that from the
actions of poachers which have net been
guarded against, those beds are again
depleted. As I said before, I went te the
department on several occasions and asked
them te do something, to adopt some scheme
to protect those beds, and net allow that
large amount of money and experience te
go for nothing, but could get no satis-
factory answer. Therefore, again I express
my gratification to hear that the govern-
ment Intend te do something, but I would
be better satisfied if the hon. minister had
told us wben the government lntend to apply
to the Shediae beds those regulations which
have been In existence in Prince Edward
Island. Let me hope that they will do
something this year, before the beds are

entirely destroyed. .
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Hon. Mr. DeBOUOHERVILLE-Does not

this oyster ground belong to the local gov-
ernment ?

Hon. Mr. MeSWEENEY-Are not the fish-
ery officers the same men that we had under
the late government ?

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-No. I have no charge
to make against the officers, It is against the
department. The officers have been changed,
but the former officens had no particular
commission to look after the beds, though
they liad the authority. When the oysters
became fit for market, they should have
been fished, but they were left to the
poac'hers. It mlght be as well to allow
poachers to fish them by night as to let
them rot. The government should have ap-
pointed an officer and adopted some re-
gulations, and allowed elther the public, or
individuals under license, as is now pro-
posed, to fish them, and see what the result
of those experiments, which have cost, as we
have heard, $11,000, has been. It Is not only
the money, but the result of a valuable ex-
periment, which Is lost to the country.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I shall have a copy of
the hon. gentleman's remarks sent to the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries for his
eonsideration ?

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL--No doubt those
beds at Shediac have been planted, but they
were only planted on a very small scale for
the large extent of coast suitable for oysters.
They should have been allowed to remalu.
If they are fished out when they came to
maturity, how are we going to replant the
beds ? I belleve we have too many in-
efficient officers on our coast. The remarks
which have been made apply not only to
Shediac, but to Buctouche and the whole of
the Mlramichi. The beds are being destroy-
ed by being over-fished. If the department
would appoint efficient officers and allow
the oysters to grow to maturity and restock
the whole of the bays, as they would do If
protected properly for a few years, then
they might be fished, but to let the oysters

-merely come to maturlty and then fish them
out before the beds are replanted is entirely
*wrong.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I might say, In reply
-to the remarks of the last speaker, a very
large area was stocked by the -government

Hon. Mr. POIRIER.

at Shediac. The first year there were up-
wards of two hundred barrels of young
oysters planted, each barrel containing some-
thing like 1,700 oysters. Next year upwards
of 300 barrels were planted, and Mr. Kemp's
report of 1897, states that the oysters he had
first planted were then ready for market
and ceould be fished. The mode of fishing,
which the Secretary of State says has been
established in North River, Prince Edward
Island. should have been adopted in Shediac
In 1897-98 and prevailed since; but instead
of that, apparently these beds have been
almost abandoned. A new officer has been
appointed, who certaInly had not taken any
interest In the matter, so far as I under-
stand. He himself keeps an oyster saloon
in Shediae and sells oysters. At alI events,
the report of Mr. Kemp for 1897-98, was
that up to that time he had discovered no
signs of poaching, but since then poaching
has been carried on, he presumes, during the
night season, and the beds have been de-
pleted by poaehing. In the report of 1899
there appears to be no reference to It.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-What the hon.
gentleman says is quite correct. He says
there were 300 barrels placed In the Shediac
Harbour one season and 200 another. When
I was young, Shediac Harbour was capable
of producing 500 barrels a day. If that
harbour was capable of producing that
amount per season what does 500 barrels
put lu now amount to ?

Hon. Mr. WOOD-The hon. gentleman
might take 500 barrels, and 1,700 oysters to
the barrel, and make the further calculation
that each female oyster produces something
like a million every year, and he could then
get the information. If he will exanilne
Kemp's report, be will find that oyters reaeh
maturity in three to four years from the
time they are planted. So that these oysters
reached maturity, the first in 1896, and the
last In 1897.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In the discussion of this
question hon. gentlemen overlook the point
made by the hon. gentleman from Montar-
ville, that the proprietary interest In these
oyster beds belongs to the ·local legislature.
The question was before the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, and there is
little room to doubt that oyster beds lu
harbours and oyster beds in bays aTe under
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the local jurisdiction. I am under the im-
pression that the local jurisdiction rests with
the territorial right of the province, and that
ail baye and harbours that may be regarded
as territorial waters, as lying wlthin the
limits of a province, so called, in the ter-
ritorial sense, are the property of the prov-
ince. Whether that could apply to a belt
of water which may be commanded by a
cannon shot from the shore, and which Is
held by force of arms, Is a matter of which
there may be a great deal of doubt. It Is
a question which ha-s yet to be determined,
whether the proprietary interest of the prov-
ince will extend beyond low water mark.
If the belt that surrounds our coast may be
regarded as territorial waters In the same
sense as a bay or harbour is territorial water,
then no doubt the proprietary right would
extend to those waters as weil as to,others,
but so far as the bays and harbours are
concerned, I think there can be no doubt of
the proprietary rlght of the province, and
while parliament bas, under the British
North America Act, the right to make re-
gulations for the government of the fisheries,
which I apprehend wouid apply also to oyster
beds. it has not any prooprietary Interest
in them, and so, until that question Is finally
determined, so far as the water belt Is con-
cerned, we are not supposed to have the
same interest In the matter as we had be-
fore the recent decision of the Privy Councll
was given. That decision makes it perfectly
clear that in ail the fresh waters, In the
harbours, the bays, and posslbly, in the
water belt around the shores, the fisheries
are the property of the province. Until that
question Is determined ultlmately, of course
we are not in a position to exercise that
jurisdiction which was assumed to belong
to) the Dominion of Canada for the first 30
years of our existence.

LOSS OF THE TU AMER 'PORTIA.'

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That en humble address be presented sto His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate a oopy of the report of Captain Smitb
in regard to the Ioss of the steamer ' Portia.' off
Sambro, Nova Scotia, on July -10, 1899; together
with the evidence taken at tbe invetition 8sub
aequently held regarding the loss of the said
steamer.

The motion was agreed to.
82J

BILLS INTRODUOCDD.

Bill (142) 'An Act respecting the inspection
of foreign graln.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Bill (31) 'An Act to amend the Land Titles
Act, 1894.'-(Hon. 'MT. Mi-s.)

Bill (107) 'An Act to make further pro-
vision respecting grants of land to members
of the militia force on active service In the
North-west.'--(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

Bill (71) ' An Act respecting the Dominion
Cotton Mille Company, Limited.'-(Hon. Mr.
O'Brien.)

Bill (92) 'An Act to ineorporate the Royal
Miarine Insurance Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Casgrain, de Lanaudière.)

Bill (54) ' An Act respecting the Ontario
Mutual Life Insurance Company, and to
change its name to the Mutual Life in-
surance of Canada.'-(Hon. Mr. Kerr.)

Bill (75) ' An Act to incorporate the Quebec
Southern Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Dandurand.)

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before
the Orders of the Day are called, I should
like to remind the hon. Secretary of State
of the fact that I moved for a return in
1898, asking for certain information In re-
eerence to dismissals and the cost of the
commissions. In the latter part of that ses-
sion, just about the close, I called the hon.
gentleman's attention to the delay In bring-
Ing down the return, and he said it was not
ready. Looking at the debates, I see that
my reply to the hon. gentleman was that
if he would have it prepared for the next
session-that would be the session of 1899-
I would be quite satisfied, providing the
dismissals and the expenses of the com-
missions and the investigations were
brought down wlth It up to date. We are
now in 1900 and the return Is not here yIt.
I might add that the hon. Secretary of State
did bring down a part of the report from the
Department of Railways audGCand-l, ging
certain information. When j oalld hie at-
tention -to the incomplete state Of'the return
laid before the Senate, the ;ihon. gentleman

agreed with me that it wasi not in -«eord-
ance with the motion pasedby-the 6enate,
and that ,he would eaH the attention of -the
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department to the tact and have It rectified.
Since that period we have bad no further
returns. If the officials of the Department
of Railways and Canals have made up
their minds that they will give no
further Information, and If the minister
of that department Is sustalned by his
colleagues In the course which has been
adopted, of course it Is impossible for
this House to compel him to do so.
If they decline to give any further Informa-
tion I would ask the hon. Secretary of State
to let us have the report as it was presented
In its Incomplete state.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-I understand ail the
reports, except the report from the Depart-
ment of Railways and Canals, were brought
down, and I quite recollect my hon. friend
handing the return back to me for the pur-
pose of getting full information. I gave it
to the Minister of Railways and Canals, and
I sent over for It this session, but it appears
they have mislald or lost it. They state that
It cannot be found. I told them that they
must have some copy and to prepare me a
copy of it. I shall do my best to obtain It.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Will
the hon. gentleman ask the department
whether they Intend to do it, because If I
recelve an answer that no further return
wIll be furnIshed, I shail not bother my hon.
friend about It any more.

THIRD REAiDING.

Bill (N) 'An Act for the relief of Gustavus
Adolphus Kobold.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

THE PATTERSON DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEiMOW, moved the third read-
lng of Bili (M) 'An Act for the relief of
Gertrude Bessie Patterson.' He aald: This
Bill and the report of the committee have
been before hon. gentlemen for some time,
and every one, no doubt, is familiar with the
facts.

Hon. Mr. MoMILLAN-I do not wish to
be placed in the position 'Of remainIng pass-
ively opposed to this Bill, as I did with
regard to the former one. As the hon. gen-
tleman who moved the Bill said, the evid-
ence has been In the hands of hon. gentle-
men for some days, and I have no doubt

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

they have read It carefully. With regard to
the first there cannot be any possible ob-
jection on the ground of not havIng
made out what would be considered a good
case, but I join issue with my hon. friend
as far as this Bill Is concerned, for I think
It is due to this House and due to society
generally, that we should not encourage such
legislation as this and pass it upon such
flimsy evidence as Is here produced.
The facts are that a young woman,
about 18 or 19 years of age, comes before
the hon. gentlemen who sat as a committee
in this case, and she gives evidence that is
damaging to herself, that will ruin her char-
acter and put her outside of society for all
her Ilfe. I have a little experience in this
House In matters of this kind. I have been
here sixteen years-short years I may say
when I look back. I have known females
to be brought here from houses of prostitu-
tion to give evidence, and It was
always with the greatest difficulty that
you could get them to acknowledge having
had criminal connection wlth the respond-
ent. What do we find in this case ? The
young woman, merely upon the advice of
the counsel for the petitioner, and upon
being served with a subpoena and conduct
money, travels all the way from Calgary to
give the evidence hon. gentlemen have
read, acknowledging criminal connection
with this man on several occasions, the first
having been an assault. It does not
stop there, on the advice of the counsel
for the plaintiff, she lodges informa-
tion before the police magistrate of Cal-
gary, three years after the act had taken
place. When she did that, according to the
evidence, this man Patterson was in Eng-
land. The evidence shows that the assault
was committed lin July, 1896, and on May 30Q,
1899, she lodges this information before the
police magistrate. In the month of June,
which may be perhaps a few days after that,
he returned from England and went to live
with the parents of this young girl, with
whom, she said she had had criminal con-
nection. She was asked, when giving her
evidence, If you wll remember, why the
defendant was not prosecuted after he re-
turned from England. She said that this
same counsel had told her that there was
no use following up the maitter; and when
pressed still further, she said she was told
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he had nothing and therefore there was noth-
ing to be gained by a prosecution. The
extraordinary feature of it beyond all Is
that this man went to live in the bouse of
her parents, remained there for a week,
slept there, took his meals there, was in
conversation with this girl and on terms of
Intimacy with the family, and yet no pro-
secution followed. What are we to con-
clude from all that ? We must conclude
that this young girl came here and gave evi-
dence which was entirely false in order to
make out a case against the respondent,
or that there was connivance and motive In
the matter. These are the facts as they
appear in evidence. I ask hou. gentle-
men if it is not their experience-I am sure
it is the experience of most people who
have watched cases of this kind-that it
la not characteristic of females to give
secrets of that kind away; on the contrary,
they are more discreet about it while, on the
other hand, as is shown lu the evidence,
men will often boast of such things and
brag of what they have accomplished in that
direction. Even women of loose habits
have to be pressed strongly before questions
of that kind are answered. That bas not
been the case wilth this girl. She came here
and gave lier evidence, without hesi-
tation or shyness. I am told that she
was a good-looking girl, and apparently re-
spectable ; that only confirms the view
that I take. If she la the presentable girl
that she is described, she would not, if she
is In ber right senses, give away ber charac-
ter as she did. For these reasons, and for the

sake of the Senate, I cannot allow this Bill
to pass. I am sure it will be challenged
In the other House, and it la our duty to
see that it is properly dealt with here, on
its merits, upon the evidence as produced by
the committee and submitted to the House.

I therefore move :

That this Bill be not now read the third time,
but that it be read this day six months.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I have listen-
ed with a good deal of regret to the speech
which the bon. member from Glengarry
has made to the House. He is a gentleman
whose opinions I value equally with those
of any bon. gentleman who sits in this
Senate. He bas put the matter before
the House in a manner not at ail to his own
credit. One would suppose, from the bon.

gentleman's strictures, that the Divorce Com-
mIttee was composed of gentlemen who are
either interested in passing divorce Bills
withoout proper evidence before them, or else
that their judgment la so poor that they
are unable to form a correct opinion on the
evidence submitted to then, The bon.
gentleman said, and I did not like the way
lie said it, that this divorce Bill was passed
by the committee and that the principal
witness for the petition was a good looking
girl. The inference is, that if a good-
lookIng girl comes before the committee they
will, on that account, grant a divorce when
they would net otherwise do it. That is
the only inference te be drawn from the
ion. gentleman's statement. With regard te
the remarks which be made on the evidence,
every member of the committee, and indeed
every member of this House, knows that
the evidence which la brought before us
does not always come from the very highest
class of society, and when lie speaks about a
respectable woman net wlshing to come into
court and give evidence to injure ber own
character, I say certainly a modest and
proper minded woman would object to do a
thing of the kind. But we are obliged, In
most cases, to go below the strata with
which the bon. gentleman apparently la
best acquaInted to get evidence. With re-
gard to the girl Ianson, whose evidence he
speaks of, and the course she adopted as
to pressing the charge against this man,
whether sbe was Induced to delay the charge
or withdraw it, la not a matter for us. The
question before us is, was the man hinself
guilty of the offence which we are obliged
to find lie was guilty of-that la, the evi-
dence of immorality ? While sorne hon.
gentlemen may criticise this evidence
and cast strictures upon us, the con-
mittee is one which takes the greatest care
and interest In sifting cases thoroughly and
establishing the fact which I necessary
for us before we recommend the Senate te
grant a Bill of the kind. I say, without
fear of contradiction, the members of that
conmittee were in a better position to judge
than bon. gentlemen who did not see and
hear the witness, and we gave a unanimousa
verdict on that case. We all believe the

evidence given by the girl Ianson with re-

gard te the important fact of her relations

with the respondent. But it was not alone

upon the evidence of that girl that the re-
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lief is granted. It is corroborated by other
evidence so entirely satisfactory to the com-
inittee that there was not one dissentient
voice with regard to what our report should
be. I think the attack on the report of the
committee and the motion to reject the
Bill on such an extraordinary statement as
the hon. gentleman has made is one which
.should not be encouraged in the House,
and I should certainly feel it was a very
serious blow to the committee if the House,
when called upon to adopt this motion. to
adopt the six months hoist, were to do so
and would not support the committee.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I desire, as a member of
the Divorce Committee, to emphasize, if
possible, the appropriate and very correct
remarks of the hon. Senator from Brandon.
As a member of that committee, I may say
that I approach every one of these cases
with a sense of very serlous responsibility,
and, I might say, with some reluctance. I
sympathize very largely with those hon.
gentlemen who have conscientious con-
victions against granting Bills of this kind.
At the same time, I am bound to say in
vindleation of the action of that committee,
that the case was thoroughly sifted, and
evidence fully and carefully examined, and
not only moral but legal guilt fully estab-
lished. I am only speaking so much
for myself now qs for the other
members of the committee. A little
circumstance occurred which caused my-
self, at least, personally to take a more
active and fuller part in the examination of
the witnesses than perhaps I otherwise
would, and I have no doubt whatever that
the committee came to a very wise and
proper conclusion, and I agree with the hon.
senator that the adoption of the amendment
would be attended with very serlous results
and would be practically a vote of want of
confidence in the legal acumen, and in the
fairness and justice of the action of that
committee. I hope, therefore, that the
amendment will not be pressed. I have
great respect for the bon. gentleman from
Glengarry, but I am satisfied had he been a
member of that committee, he would not
have moved this amenidment. The members
of the committee must be, while they are
entrusted with that responsibility, consider-
ed proper persons to discharge the duties
that are cast upon them. So far they have

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER.

proved themselves capable, and the same
conduct will characterize their course to the
end. They will take care that no divorce Bill
will be recommended by them unless they
conscientiously believe that the evidence
adduced before them leaves them no other
alternative.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-It is to be regretted
that the case should be put as it has been
put before the House by the members of
the committee who have spoken. If their
theory, that we should not question the
action or judgment of the committee, is
correct, then the action of no committee
could be questioned, and we would have
only to adopt the finding of any committee
of this House. I do not think that Is a
right view to take. The committee on
divorce is only an investigatIng committee.
The evidence Is prInted and placed in our
hands here. What for ? These gentlemen
have exercised thelr judgment. We have no
doubt as to their Integrity and impartiality,
but we also are called upon to exercise our
own judgment. Why these gentlemen
should take this opposition to their report
as a personal reflection on them, I cannot
understand. It is nothing of the kind. We
are simply exercising our own judgment on
evidence which the law obliges them to put
before the House. As to the merits of the
evidence, I have no hesitation In saying that,
as I read the report, it struck me that there
was connivance between all these people,
and, being of that opinion, why should we
be taxed with makIng reflections on bon.
gentlemen when we are sImply exercising
our own judgment ? Such an argument is
not justifled, and it 1s deeply to be re-
gretted that It bas been used here. We
are simply, I repeat, exercising our own
judgment on the evidence furnished us by
these hon. gentlemen. If the theory they
are advancing were to be adopted by this
House, we would have no right to take
action against the report of any committee.

Hon. Mr. AL10N-I perfectly agree with
what has just fallen from the hon. gentle-
man from St. Boniface. In voting on this
question we are not reflecting on the judg-
mient or ability of those gentlemen who In-
vestigated the case. The Divorce Com-
nIttee as now constituted, and Judge Gowan,
who is not here this session, deserves great
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credit for having brought it into such per-
fect organization-does its work thoroughly.
Its members are no longer appointed at
haphazard, but are selected to serve on the
committee because they are familiar with
the law, and however we may differ from
them, we must ail acknowledge that the
court, as constituted, is as well constituted
as it possibly can be. In this case there is
evidence from two witnesses against the
respondent. One witness repeats a conver-
sation lie had with the respondent in which
lie boasted of having had connection with a
woman lie met on a Pullman car. The
boast does not establish the fact, It only
proves that he was a blackguard. The
question is, do you believe hlm ? Then we
come to the evidence of this woman Ianson,
who swears that the respondent had con-
nection with her on several occasions. An
I to belleve a woman who acknowledges
that she was assaulted by this man and
afterwards had connection with him at
varlous times ? She had no regard for lier
own dharacter, or religion or anything else.
We should look wlth suspicion at lier evi-
dence, and when she swears she has had
improper relations wth the respondent, I
do not think lier evidence is worthy
of credence. I have the greatest con-
fidence lu the committee, but on this occa-
sion I shall vote for the amendment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend who
bas moved the amendment for the rejection
of this Bill does not do so upon the state-
ments contained in' the evidence, but on' the
,round that lie does not accept the state-
inents contained In the evidence. My hon.
friend opposite (Mr. Bernier) says that this
is no reflection on the committee. Hon.
gentlemen will bear lu mind this rule, that
with regard to the evidence taken, with
regard to the credibility of the witness, you
always attach the utmost importance to the
opinion of the judge In the first instance
who has thad an opportunity of observing the
witness and hearing the evidence. A court
of appeal very seldom undertakes to ques-
tion the conclusion that the court In the first
Instance have arrived at upon a question of
fact. In this case the parties who heard
the witnesses and had an opportunity of
observing the demeanour of the witnesses,
and of forming an opinion with regard to
the crediblity of the witnesses from their

demeanour and conduct, are the members
of the commIttee who took this evIdence
and what my hon. friend (Mr. McMillan)
proposes is to set aside the conclusion of
the committee and substitute lis own judg-
ment upon the evidence without having
heard or seen the witnesses. My hon. friend
says here Is a girl who has come forward
and borne testimony to lier own misconduct
-to her own improper relations with the
party who Is accused In this case, and that,
therefore, she ls not to be credited. I do
not draw that conclusion. The girl, was
still immature, still a child under fourteen-

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-She ls nineteen.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-She was thirteen, ac-
cording to testimony when she was assaulted
by the respondent. A girl's mind was im-
mature, she was under the protection of the
Criminal Law, and it is not strange that
when she arrived at maturity and formed au
opinion of the Improper conduct of the man
who mIsled lier, and realized the tnfamy of
lits conduct, she comes forward and bears
testimony to the fact which happened when
she was still a child. These are the facts,
if you are to believe the witness.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-She swore to having
comniitted adultery with this man long
after that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That woman, Ianson,
swore to having had improper Intercourse
with this man. Where is he ? Is he living
with lis wife ? Is lie taking care of lis
family ? Is not lis present relation in
harmony with the testimony that is given ?

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-We do not know
that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The evidence so declares.
He is living away from lits wife; he is not
caring for lis family, and all the circum-
stances go to point out that If lie ever had
affection for the woman whom he pledged
to protect, that affection ls gone, lis at-
tachments are elsewhere, and the evidence
is In harmony with the conduct of the man.
I think everything goes to show that the
committee arrived, on the evidence given,
at a proper conclusion. Holding that view,
entertaining the view that the committee
formed a proper judgment-ald, further
than that, I would say they had oppor-
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tunities better than I have of determining
the credibility of the witnesses-I am in-
clined to stand by the report which the
committee bas made to this House.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM--In this case the
woman lanson was assaulted before she
knew the nature of the crime. Oan I be-
lieve that she came here, ail this way, to
perjure herself ? Is there anything to show
that this woman is not a credible witness ?
Members talk here about her good looks. I
have not seen her and do not know what
she looked like, but I believe ber evidence.
I do not care for the report of the committee.
I have read the evidence and have come to
my own conclusion. We are asked why
she did not prosecute this man. She was
merely a child at the time he assaulted ber,
and could not do so. Her parents should
have doue it for ber. I do not belleve that
this woman was brought into this action to
perjure her soul by giving false evidence.

Hon. Mr. Mc3MILLAN-She was not obliged
to come.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-She was sub-
poenaed. and it was ber duty to come here,
iff she possibly could. and help to punisli
this mon.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-She was com-
pelled to come.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-And you say you
do not believe 'er! I cannot helieve that
she perjured herself. I have read thç evi-
dence for myself and I shall vote to sustain
the report of the committee.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I regret that the hon.
chairman of the committee and another
member of the committee should have felt
that the motion of the bon. gentleman from
Glengarry was to be looked upon as in any
sense a reflection on the committee. These
bon. gentlemen are comparatively new mem-
bers of the Senate. If they had been here
some years ago, they would have known that
very often we had long discussions and
divisions on reports of the Divorce Com-
mittee. In the Campbell Divorce Case, the
committee reported lu favour of granting
the divorce to the husband and, If my
memory serves me right, the House took the
matter In hand and turned the case round
about and reported a Bill compelling the
man to give alimony to bis wife and re-

Hon. Mr. MILLS

fusing his petition for divorce. Within the
last ten years we have had important dis-
eussions, mainly on legal questions It is
true.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Two years ago a re-
port of the committee was reversed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I hope the chairman of
the committee will disabuse his mind of the
Impression that seems to be on It that if a
member of the House diff ers f rom the re-
port of the committee that difference is to be
regarded as a censure on the committee.
Instead of looking at it that way, the hon.
gentleman might look at it in this way,
that during all the years he has been here
there has been hardly any discussion on
the reports of the committee at ail. They
have gone as a matter of course. Members
have accepted the decision of the committee
as satisfactory. The hon. gentleman from
Glengarry in this case thought that there
were certain suspicions circumstances shown
by the evidence, and I think he did bis
duty, as a member of the House, lu calling
the attention of his brother members to
these circumstances. The hon. Minister of
Justice made some reference to the fact
that this girl who gave evidence was only
thirteen years of age. When she gave
her evidence she was of the age of eighteen,
and the argument of my hon. friend from
Glengarry, as to the unwillingness of a
woman to give evidence reflecting upon ber
own character, might not have applied to a
girl of thirteen, but It does apply to a young
woman of eighteen. As to whether the
case has not been fully established or not, I
do not propose to say anything, but I think
there is a good deal of foundation for the
view taken by the hon. gentleman from
Glengarry.

lon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My excuse for
making any observations upon this case may
be largely due to the fact that the parties
affected by it have come from the section
of the country In which I live, and I have
a personal knowledge of all the parties in-
volved ln it. Permit me to say, ln the fIrst
place, that I quite appreciate the standpoint
from which the bon. gentleman from Glen-
garry bas approached the discussion of this
matter. I have no doubt-in fact I am sure
-that it is from a deep sense of conscien-
tlousness and from conviction, but I cannot
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overlook the fact that my hon. friend's
article of faith is unalterably opposed to the
law of divorce, and It is very natural that
any hon. gentleman approaching the con-
sideration of this case from that standpoint
of faith must necessarily look at it, in my
judgment, from anything but a judicial
standpoint. Therefore, I would appeal to
that gentleman's generosity, so to speak,
or width of view in weighing the evidence
which bas been placed before him.

Hon. Mr. MoMILLAN-I must tell the hon.
gentleman that I tried, as far as possible,
to discard all feelings of that kind, and I
took the evidence as it stood, and read it
carefully, and came to the conclusion I did.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-As a jury.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I quite appreciate
what the hon. gentleman says, but yet one
cannot shake off convictions of life long
standing, and approach a matter of this
kind from the standpoint of one who believes
in granting divorce under certain circum-
stances. Let me say, in the first place, that
I quite concur in the views which have
been expressed relative to this motion of the
hon, gentleman from Glengarry being equi-
valent to a vote of want of confidence in the
committee that have sat upon and weighed
this evidence, and made Its report, which
report has been carrled by the House. I
have had the bonour of occupying a seat Up-
on that committee since 1890, and within
my recollection no case has arisen in this
House in which the Divorce Committee bas
been attacked, or a want of confidence ex-
pressed in them in regard to weighing the
evidence. There have been cases in which
hon. gentlemen in the House have sald that
the committee did not draw a proper in-
ference of fact from possibly circunistantial
evidence. Hon. gentlemen would be at
perfect liberty to take that position, but
when hon. gentlemen will say that seven or
eight members of that committee sitting
round the table cross-examining the wit-
nesses, observing their demeanour, were !im
posed upon by a girl of seventeen years of
age, and were hoodwlnked to the extent of
believing in ber statements when they were
absolutely untrue, is certainly, if not lm-
pliedly in express ternis as direct a vote of

want of confidence in the abillty and in
the competence of that committee as words
could express.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I think that is a
poor defence. We had better have the coin-
mittee decide the matter entirely if the hon.
gentleman takes that stand.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Permit me to
repeat what the hon. Minister of Justice bas
sald with reference to the trial judge weigh-
ing the evidence. There Is no better est-
abllshed principle of law than that an ap-
pellate court will not review the findings of
fact of a jury or a trial judge. I hope that
I am not trespassing upon the House in
going to the very fountalnhead of our juris.
prudence in reference to this particular
point, but I wlsh to read from a case of
Jone vs. Hough, where Lord Justice Cotton
says :

of course, I need not say, ln ail questions of
fact, especially where there bas been viva voce
evidence before the judge in the court below,
the court of appeal ought to be most unwilling
to interfere with the conclusion which the judge
bas arrived at when he bas had the opportunity,
which the court have not, of seeing the wit-
nesses and judging of their demeanour.

And the late master of the rolIs, Lord
Esher in the case of the Colonial Securities
Company vs. Massey, said :

The judge ln the court below may bave heard
witnesses, and if so the court of appeal would'
be more unwilling to set aside his judgment,
especially if there was a conflict of evidence,
than ln a case tried on written evidence where
the witnesses were not before the court, because
of the opportunity afforded of judging how far
the witnesses were worthy of credit.

I point out that there bas been no conflct
of evidence in this case. In another case,
which is equaly important, in the Probate
and divorce division, the presiding judge
said :

When a case bas been tried alone by a judge,
without a jury, the court of appeal, following
the practice which we have seen is pursued ln
the analogous case of appeals from the discretion
of a judge as to allowing or disallowing amend-
ments, will not, except in an extreme case, re-
verse the decision of a judge on a question of
fact, when he bas arrived at a clear conclusion
after hearing the witnesses; but this last rule
only applies to cases where the judge's decision
depends on the credibility of the witnesses' as
evinced by their demeanour, and not on infer-
ences drawn by him from the facts deposed.

This was a case ln which the committee
were not called upon to draw any inferences.

There was a direct statement made by this
witness, and the question is as to whether
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that witness was telling the truth or not.
There were some experienced lawyers upon
that committee. There was the hon. gentle-
man from Cobourg (Hon. Mr. Kerr) who, I
understand, has been Crown prosecutor for
a great number of years in Ontario. There
was the present Chairman of the Railway
Committee, a gentleman who bas been en-
gaged in a large and extensive legal practice
for years. There was my hon. friend from
West Northumberland, and my hon. friend
from Victoria, and yet not one member of
that committee, after cross-examining the
witnesses, disbelieved for one moment the
statement made by the witness Ianson. The
hon. gentleman from Glengarry seemed to
think that before we could place any re-
liance upon a witness of that nature, the
witness should be a paragon of virtue. What
did my bon. friend expect ? Did he expect
a virtuous woman to come here and give
evidence upon this particular question ? Did
my bon. friend expect a woman whose char-
acter was unimpeachable to come and give
evidence as to ber chastity having been
stolen when she was thirteen years of age ?
The very fact of the girl's willingness to
come forward and to state openly before
that committee these facts, I think should
appeal to the House as establishing, beyond
all peradventure, the truth of ber state-
ments. What were the other facts ? Here
is a man, the respondent in this case, who
married a girl when she was sixteen years
of age, who from that time up to the time
he abandoned ber, seems from the evidence,
to have illused and abused ber, made
ber work as a servant, and in other
ways misconducted himself with regard
to ber. For the last couple of years
his whereabouts have been unknown. As
the hon. Minister of Justice bas said, If this
man had not committed this offence which
Is charged against him, would not the pro-
babilities be that he would not abandon bis
wife and children and cease to make pro-
vision for them ? Hon. gentlemen are asked
now to prevent this woman from obtaining
a divorce, which, by the law of the land,
she is entitled to, and to cast ber and ber
family upon the wide world, without a
husband. She knows not his whereabouts.
The evidence, both at the hearIng and in the
earller stages of the case, established the
fact that his whereabouts cannot be ascer-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

tained. You are asked to cast that woman
and ber family upon the world, without any
support whatever, and deprive ber of any
opportunity in the future of being again
married. Tbat will be the consequence if
the motion made by the bon. gentleman from
Glengarry is carried. I, therefore, submit
that this evidence not only ehould be ac-
cepted as true by the House, as It was by
the committee, but that the House should
take into consideration the fact that there
was corroborative evidence. There was the
evidence of this man's statement to the
witness Brown of his having cohabited, for
a short time at any rate, with another
woman ; there is the fact of bis having been
seen frequently In the company of the Ian-
son girl, and there is the further fact, If we
are to take the statement made by the hon.
gentleman from Glengarry, that when the
respondent returned from the old country
he put up for a full week at the girl's house.
Why did he put up there ? It is an easy
matter for bon. gentlemen to draw an in-
ference ?

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-No. He came back
in June. In the first place she lodged this
complaint on the 30th of May, 1899. He was
back in June last, she says in ber evidence.
That would be June immediately following
the 30th of May, 1899.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I am alluding to
the statement made by my bon. friend that
the respondent returned after bis visit to
England and put up at the house of the
parents of the girl Ianson. Will my bon.
friend point that out in the evidence ?

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Yes, It is in the
evidence.

The House divided on the amendment
which was rejected by the following vote:

CONTENTS:
The Honourable Messieurs

Almon, Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Bernier, aleMillan,
Bolduc, Montplaisir,
Boudherville, de (C.M.G.) O'Brien,
Casgrain (Windsor), O'Donohoe,
Landry, Power,
Lovitt, Scott.-14

NON-OONTENTS:
The Honourable Messieurs

Aikins, McKay,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie), MeKindsey,
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Burpee,
Carling (Sir John),
Clemow,
Cox,
Dickey,
Delbson,
Ferguson,
Gilimor,
Kerr,
Kirebohoffer,
Lougheed,
Macdonald (Victoria),
McCallum,

McLaren,
Merner,
Mills,
Owens,
Snowball,
Templeman,
Vidal,
Wark,
Watson,
Wood,
Yeo,
Young.-29

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Read the naines.

The naines were then read by the Clerk.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I call attention to the
fact that the hon. gentleman from De Lo-
rimier has not voted.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I am not sure
that I was in the House when the question
was put, and I should like to have given my
reasons for my vote if I had voted.,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And the hon. gentle-
man from Acadia did not vote.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I did not hear the
question put, and just arrived as the vote
was being taken. I did not listen to the
debate and did not think I would be justified
in giving a vote where I did -not hear the
discussion.

The motion for the third reading was
agreed to, and the Bil was then read the
third time and passed.

RED DEER VALLEY RAILWAY AND
COAL COMPANY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. WATSON, moved the second

reading of Bill (W) 'An Act respecting the
Red Deer Valley Railway and Coal Comn-

pany.'

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It is not usual for

me to oppose a Bill, particularly a private
Bill, at this Stage, but this is a matter in

which I feel, not only personal concern, but
la which I feel satisfded that I am represent-

ing the views of the people of the section of

the country in which I live as to further

legislation being granted to this company.
Hon. gentlemen who are members of the

Railway Committee will doubtless recall the

fact that during the last session of parlia-

ment the Railway Conimittee appointed a

sub-committee for the purpose of invest-

igating the bona fddes of the representations

made by this company, relative to their pro-
ceeding with the construction of the road
and that sub-committee listened to certain
representatione made by the promoters as
to the then Immediate construction of the
road. I might say that no progress whatever
has been made with its construction. In
1897, I presented to the Railway Committee
a lengthy resolution of the city of Calgary,
signed by the mayor and the clerk, against
the continuance et this legislation. This
resolution Of the city council so clearly em-
bodies the views of the district in which
I live and through which the road Is pro-
jected, ae well as the facts relating to the
charter itself, that I cannot do better ln
presenting the case than to read this resolu-
tion to the House and ask the House if it
will further continue to permit the passing
of legislation year after year with reference
to this enterprise, thus thwarting public
opinion and the progress of that particular
district. The resolution of the city council
of Calgary reads as follows :

City of Calgary, April 30, 1897.

To His Excellency the Governor General in
Council.

May it please Your Excellency,-

We, the council of the city of Calgary, beg
to submit the inclosed resolution regarding the
application now before the hon. Senate and
House of Commons of Canada, for an extension
of time of five years to the Red Deer Valley
Railway Company, in which to build the said
railway from Calgary to Knee Hill coal mines,
a distance of about sixty miles.
Reasons Why Extension Should not be Granted.

The present company and their predecessors
have held a charter to build the road for about
thirteen years; during six years at least of
said time, the charter has been in the hands of
present company; during the whole of said thir-
teen years not over $5,000 have been expended
in construction work.

The franchise granted by the government of
Canada, computing coal and agricultural lands
at government price, exceeds one million dollars
in value.

This property bas been locked-up for thirteen
years. and now another period of five years ls
asked for, in which to build an easily con-
structed prairie line of only sixty miles.

The company have been asking a govermeniit
guarantee of 2ý per cent for fifteen years On
bonds of the company to the amount of $1,100,-
000, whereas it can be demonstrated that for
$675,00o the whole line can be built and eIuiP-
ped, stations built, sufficient rolling stock pro-
vided, and the necessary allowance made for
discount on bonds, which we have been assured
by London brokers can be sold, if so guaranteed,
for 80 per cent of their face value, showing a
clear gain of at least $400,000.

Your Excellency's honourable advisers will
readily understand that it would be impossible
to earn a dividend on the sum of $1,100,000, and
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the government would inevitably be called on
to make good the guarantee, while the most
damaging effect would result against the credit
of all such Canadian undertakings.

It bas' been claimed by a representative of the
company, before this council, that they have
spent $125,000 on this road, of which $25,000
was paid for the charter and $25,000 on work.

The first statement is probably correct, but
there never bas been over $5,000 spent on con-
struction.

Therefore, for the foregoing and many other
potent reasons that might be cited, your peti-
tioners claim and pray that no extension be
granted except on satisfactory proof that con-
struction will be proceeded with this year and
a guarantee given of its completion at an early
date, and that no government guarantee be
g'ven beyond 2j per cent on $700,000 for a term
of fifteen years.

And as in duty bound, your petitioners will
eNer pray.

WESLEY F. ORR,
Mayor.

CHAS. McMILLAN,
Clerk.

Council Chamber,
Calgary, February 2, 1897.

Moved by Alderman Brown, seconded by Alder-
man McTavish,-

And resolved, that whereas the government of
Canada did many years ago make a large grant
of coal and agricultural lands to the Red Deer
Valley Railway and Coal Company on the con-
dition that said company would proceed to con-
struct and operate a line of railway from the
Knee HilI coal mines to the city of Calgary,
a distance of about sixty miles;

And whereas, the said company have not so
constructed said proposed railway and the time
for building said railway having been several
times extended by the government;

And whereas, the company are now asking for
a further extension of the time in which to
bûild the line, without giving any guarantee
that it will be built;

And whereas, we have good reason to believe
that the construction of the line can be secured
with a much smaller guarantee from the gov-
ernment than Is asked by the London contract-
ors, and at once built, provided the government
give a guarantee of 2A per cent interest on the
sum of $700,000 of the company's bonds for
fitteen years, instead 'of on $1,100,000 asked by
the London firm.

Therefore, be it resolved, that this council peti-
tion the government not to grant the extension
rf time asked for, except on a substantial guar-
antee that the road will be built within the year
1897.--Carried.

WESLEY F. ORR.
Mayor.

The history of the road is simply this, that
in the eighties a certain promotor secured a
charter for the building of this short Une of
railway which runs from Calgary to a point
called the Knee Hill coal mines. Shortly
after that English capitalists were induced
to put a very considerable sum of money
into this particular enterprise, and I think
I am right in saying that the credulous Eng-
lish public put almost a hundred thousand

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

dollars Into this paper enterprise which has
remained on the statute-book for the number
of years to which I have alluded. I
know that for a very considerable time a
coterie of promoters have been practically
living upon the profits which have been made
upon the -various exploitations and floatations
of this wretched little charter. Last session
of parliament the assurance was given to
the committee that an agreement had been
arrived at between the promoters of the
company and Messrs. MacKenzie & Mann
that they would take over the charter and
build the road last summer. It was agreed
that they would pay something in the vicin-
ity of ten thousand dollars for thi-s charter,
which I say to you is simply so much money
for so much paper.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-How much work
has been done on the road ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-No work has been
done.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Are we to under-
stand that the ten thousand dollars was
simply for the charter ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-For the franchise.
Some years ago there were about five miles
of prairie ploughed up, which, to-day you
would not know from the rest of the prairie.
It was simply a technical commencement.
The prairie was simply ploughed up for
the purpose of making a commence-
ment within the Act. Messrs. Mac-
Kenzie & Mann were willing to go up
to ten thousand dollars for the franchise,
and upon the assurance made before the
railway committee last session, I and the
people of my district felt confident that
this promise would be carried out and the
road commenced at any rate. During the
summer I saw Mr. MacKenzie when passing
through Calgary and asked him, in view of
the fact that the railway committee had
practically taken the assurance that he
would build the road in the interval, why
he had not proceeded with the work. He
told me then that there were different parties
interested in the charter, and $10,000 would
not begin to purchase it. The $10,000 would
have satisfied a small number who thought
they controlled the charter, but when he
came to deal with the other parties
who were alleged to be Interested, he found
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it impossible to close with them, and these tension of time prayed for by the promoters
gentlemen now claim that more than $10,000 on this occasion, and particularly in view of
has been spent already in parliamentary fees the fact that #god faith bas not been ob-
for the purpose of keeping the charter alive, served, by reason of the promises made last
and that it was necessary to spend forty session, in the carrying on of the enterprise.
or fifty thousand dollars before the charter Some hon. gentlemen may ask me why I
could be acquired by a substantial and do not permit this Bill to go to the Railway
bona fide railway firm able to construct Committee. My answer to that is simply
the road. It is simply a question as to this: I am opposed entireiy to the principle
whether the Senate wIll permit Itself to be ot the Bil. It 15 fot such a Bil as the Rail-
an instrument In the hands of promoters who way Commlttee may discuss the details ot
are not railway builders or capitalists, and and make lnquiry Into. The Billéimply asks
who in no sense approach parliament with for a further extension et time for the con-
the idea of building the road itself. I say struction et the road. The principle of the
it reduces itself down to the question Bill le extreme]y objectionable, and in the
whether this parliament wil be an instru- face of the case whieh I thave already re-
ment for the purpose of assisting such pro- vewed, and Il view of the acts that the

moters in stripping the credulOus Engaish city council of Calgary sillce 1897, have

Investor of money whih he dessires to tnvest taken this position, and have put their vlews
In thie country and thus Injure bona fide In the shape t a resolution whleh Is on file
enterprIses which substantiall captanists may In the proper offices here. I ask the Houe
be prepared te proceed with. I might say te say that these representations made by
that during the number of years tE which parties residing n the vfl inity and who
I have aluded, this charter has been, te a have no Interet In this charter, except te see
certain extent, a derelict in the financial mar- the country developed, should have due
ket ef Lendon. Different capitalists have weight at this time. theretore moveu:
been approached with regard to it, and wheu That this Bih be net now read the seconderne, but that It be read the second time this
substantial capitalists from our section of d six months.
the country go to London to float a bona fide
enterprise, this wretched charter rises like
Banquo's ghost before them and they find
it is almost Impossible to float an enterprise strictly accurate, at the same time, I think
within that particular district of the North- that this Bi might be allowed te go te the
west on the London market. That is natur- Railway Committee. The promoter of the
ally the result of parliament year after year, Bil may have sone bonafide scheme te put
doing more than a decade of years, re- before us; at ah events, no han can be
newing charters of this kind and permitting done te let It go to the committee. For my
an abuse of the legislative functiOns Of part, this is the hast extension I am prepared
parliament with regard to assi«tlng pro- te 6anction fer this project. The promoters
moters in realizing money on paper fran- may place something befere us to show that
chises. I might further say that this charter the rond wih go on, and for that reason I
has kept falling into the hands of different ope my hon. friend will withdraw hii
individuals, and to-day, there is only one motion and that the liuse will alhow the
gentleman interested In It who appeared aU Bill te go te the Railway Committee.

an original promoter ot the Bit. B bany Hon. Mr. WATSON-It appears te me it
people have core and gene, and have ap- would be Only fair te the promdters te let
peared and disappeared in the handliflg of the Bill go te, the cemmittee, toe how whY
this charter, that it is difficuilt for me te the time uhouîd be extended. I qulte agre
represent te the Heuse the nuniber of gentle- wlth the hou. gentleman from Calgary that
men whe have been Interested In the scheme. this BiMl Is somewhat ancent. I C. reme -
It has become a by-word and a repreach In ber some years ago the original Bill was
the money market and lias stoed In the way tltrodced In the lieuse et Comsa tms, but It

of the development of the district appears te me that ne reasenable argument

et country over which n s projected, and has been adduced why a urther extension

I aek this Heuse te pefuse the further ex- shousd nt be given. The hon. gentlemad
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bas read to the House a portion of a petition
presented to parliament lu 1897, asking that
this charter be not ertended. I am informed
that the mayor of Calgary last year appear-
ed before the Railway Committee and urged
the extension of the time. The hon. gentle-
man has informed us that that -section of the
country Is suffering and belng held back be-
cause of this charter. He bas not offered
evidence to show that others wanted to
build a road Into that country. I am In-
formed that the gentlemen have had diffi-
culty in the past In securing capital to
construct this road, but that they have
now completed arrangements to build It.
They ask for an extension of two
years to complete fifty odd miles, and
In the event of their doing that, they
ask a further extension to complete the
road to the Saskatchewan. It appears to
me, under the circumstances, we ought to
let the Bill go to the committee and evid-
ence will be furnished to show that the
extension should be given. The country
cannot be developed without a railway. The
hon. gentleman from Calgary bas not ai-
ways been so much opposed to the extension
of these charters. I have read a speech of
the hon. gentleman from Calgary, where
he bas favoured extensions of time to
people who have not given the sarme evid-
ence of good faith In the expenditure of
money in the building of a road, as this
company bas. I understand they have
graded some eight miles of the road. The
hon. gentleman eays they have done nothing,
and ithat they ask $10,000 for a charter,
which Is simply a paper charter. It appears
to me, If people can get a charter with eight
miles of the road graded, they are gettIng
something for their money. I hope the
reasons given by the hon. gentleman from
British Columbia will prevail, and that the
Bill will be allowed to go to the commit-
tee, where the promoters can give reasons
for an extension of time.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I have a distinct
recollection that when this BIll was before
the Railway Committee last year an exten-
sion of time was granted on the understand-
ing that the company would go on with the
construction of the road before now. They
only had one year, and If I understand the
situation at present, I am told that not a
dollar has been spent since then. They have

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

failed In carrying out their pledge before the
committee, and there Is a good deal of
ground for the stand that the hon. gentle-
man from Calgary bas taken, that they do
not deserve any further recognition at the
bands of the Railway Committee, and that
this House should deal with them summar-
ily. On further consideration, It would be
perhaps acting unfairly not to let it go be-
fore the committee, because these gentlemen
may have some new ideas. They may be
quite prepared to go on with the work, be-
cause I understand the time that was given
to them last year has about expired. It
would not be fair, perhaps, to choke them
off, and I would ask the hon. gentleman
from Calgary, with whom I sympathize In
the stand he bas taken, to withdraw bis
motion, and let the Bill go to the Railway
Committee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
plea for going before the Railway Com-
mittee is a very good one, and under or-
dinary circumstances, I think, should be
accepted. The question is whether this ls
one or not, and whether the parliament of
Canada Is to continue the practice of grant-
ing paper charters to speculation mongers
continually. The question ought not only to be
considered now, but considered very serlous-
ly. The charge that the hon. gentleman
from Marquette bas made against the bon.
gentleman ifrom Calgary, that he bas con-
sented to charters in 'the past much more
objectionable than this, cannot apply to my-
self. I have objected over and over again
In the Railway Committee, since I have
been a member of this House, to the
extension of charters which appear to be
obtained for only one purpose, that Is, spec-
ulation. The hon. gentleman says that my
hon. friend from Calgary bas given no
evidence that any one is prepared to go on
with the construction of this road If the Bill
is rejeoted. If the gentlemen to whom he
referred-knowing as we do that they are
the most eminent rallway builders In this
country, MacKenzie & Mann, were willing
to Invest $10,000 in obtaining the rights
whIch these gentlemen who now ask for an
extension have in this road, It is very good
evidence, to my mind, that If this Bill. be
rejected and they get a charter themselves
the road would be built without buying out
these people.
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Hon. Mr. WATBON-I simply pointed out lative operations of men who have no in-
that no one else had askedfor a charter to terest in that country except what they
build through that section of country but
these people.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
niay be what the hon. gentleman meant;
it is not what he said. Is it likely that
any one else would ask for a charter for the
construction of this road while another com-
pany holds a charter for doing It ? The only
way possible to get another charter will be
to first get this out of the way. I have
a distinct recollection, like the hon. gentle-
man from Calgary, of what took place
during last session. I took the same objec-
tion then to the extension of the charter that
I am taking now, and for the same reasons.
The committee was assured and a positive
pledge was made that there were gentlemen
who were prepared to go on with that work,
and names were given to us of men In whom
we had the fullest possible confidence, knoW-
ing that they are men of enterprise and
wealth, and that If they entered Into an en-
gagement of that kind, they would carry
it out. I shall not mention the names here,
but there were others besides MacKenzie &
Mann whose names were given-men who
are eminent in the financial world,
particularly in our provinces, whose nanes
were given to us as a guarantee and as-
surance that this work would be proceeded
with if they were granted the extension
of time. Taking their representations at
that time that the work would be proceeded
with, the extension was granted, and It may
be possible that what the hon. gentleman
from Marquette says Is perfectly true that
the mayor of Calgary was willing to give
this extension of time. Why was he pre-
pared to give the extension of tme ? Be-
cause the same assurance had been made
to him that was made to the Ralway Com-
mittee when they recommended the exten-
sion.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It was on that as-

.surance.
Hon. Sir M-ACKENZIE BOWELL-I know

it was on that'assurance that the action
of the commIttee was taken, ad I presume
It would be on that assurance, believing as
we dId, that the mayor of CalgarY took the
posbtion he -dd. I think tt la high time that
-we økohl put our foot down on these specu-

can make out of a charter. If what the hon.
gentleman sayS be true, here ls a charter
In existence sixteen years, which bas been
hawked about the eountry from one end
to the other, and has been on the financial
market of England for years, and It stands
as a bugbear against other legitimate enter-
prises put on the same market. Those
who have invested their money in this road
in England say 'Here is an enterprise which
has taken money out of our pockets.' If it
be true as they claim that one hundred thou-
sand dollars has been expended, and nothing
done but support a lot of promoters, It ls no
wonder that railway charters In the British
market stink lu the nostrils of those who
wish to invest in legitimate enterprises.
For that reason, I would vote for the six
months' hoist. I shall take the same posi-
tion, I presume, on the committee that I
took last year. What evidence has been
given that there are any gentlemen of fin-
ancial means behind the enterprise ? Names
have been given to me as being interested in
carrying out the old enterprise. I know that
these gentlemen, while some of them are
well off, are not railway men. They do not
come into this scheme for 'the purpose of
constructing the road in order to develop
that country. They enter into this specula-
tion for the purpose of making money out
of It, and If they could get this time
for construction again extended, it would
be dangled before the money markets
of the world by the people who ex-
pect to make money out of it. If the re-
presentation made here to-day be true, it
ought to be a good enterprise. There is a
large amount of land locked up for the pur-
pose of building this road. There are re-
presentations that there are five or six miles
of coal area In it which is very valuable.

If all that be true, and these advantages
attached to the charter, the question may
be fairly asked, if the men who have had
control of the charter In the past are in
any better position to carry out -the enter-
prise and develop these coal lands and add
to the ^wealth of the 'North'west Tertitories.
My own convictions are that If this charter
ts got ont of tke oWiy, there will be

no didicolty 'wihatever in >gettlng a solvent
comrpany to construct-the road. Tor these
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reasons, speaking for myself, I shall vote
for the six months' hiost, and I repeat, the
sooner the parliament of Canada puts a
stop, by its action, to this sort of charter-
mongering, and taking money out of in-
nocent people who take the word of those
who have pledged themselves to us that
they would do certain things which they
have failed to do, the better. That is one
reason why I think we ought to rejeet this
Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not going to ques-
tion the principle which the hon. leader of
the opposition has laid down, that those
who are seeking railway charters ought to
satisfy parliament of their abuiity to under-
take the construction of the work. But
unfortunately that is not a rule which parlia-
ment has proceeded on during nearly twenty
years of its existence. If I remember right,
this charter was granted at the instance, or
at all events at a period of time when Mr.
Daly was Minister of the Interior.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-No, when
White was Minister of Interior.

Mr.

Hon. Mr. MILL-My hon. friend knows
how many railways have been projected in
the North-west Territories by parties who
had no capital to undertake the enterprise,
which they sought to obtain control of by a
charter from parliament. I know my hon.
friend will remember a case in which Mr.
Beatty, of Toronto, and Mr. Woodworth
were engaged when a dispute arose between
them as to the amount of money ln the enter-
prise for 'the boy.' I proposed ln parlia-
ment many years ago, when I was Minister
of the Interior, a measure for the incorpora-
tion of railway companies upon the deposi-
ting of the necessary plans, and upon the
payment of ten per cent, as an evidence of
good faith and ability to go on with the
work but that proposition I am sure, did
not receive the support of my hon friend
opposite at the time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
policy was first adopted by the Hon. John
Sandfield Maedonald, in Toronto, and I have
always supported it as far as I could in-
dividually.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-JMy hon friend will re-
member I introduced a colonization railway
Bill based on that prInciple, and it did not

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL.

receive the support of the government of
the day.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It was
not the principle that you have laid down,
that we objected to then.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon friend has not
looked up the debate on that subject. If
he will do so, he will see that it was on
that principle largely that that measure was
opposed. However that may be, my hon.
friend knows that those who have obtained
railway charters have been treated with a
very great deal of forbearance. Charters
have been renewed over and over again, and
some of these railway promoters have suc-
ceeded in constructing the roads for which
they obtained charters-at all events, the
roads have been constructed under these
charters. As I understand, the company Itself
has been reconstructed in this case. The
charter has passed into the hands of parties
who are ready to go on with the enterprise.
My hon, friend asks that this charter be
brushed aside, and that parties having the
means and abillty to construet the road may
have an opportunity to obtain a charter. I
understand that this charter is now ln the
hands of parties who are able and willing
to go on with the construction.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-So we
understood last year.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will
not prevent these parties having a hearing.
The committee will have an opportunity of
questioning them upon their good faith and
ability to go on with the construction of the
road, and the information which he would
require according to his views, if persons
were to come before parliament for the
first time, he will have an opportunity of
obtaining from the present charter holders
in the committee if he gives them an op-
portunity of going there. I trust, there-
fore, that the House will not refuse those
parties a consideration which has been al-
most uniformly extended to parties hereto-
fore. If the Bill be allowed to be read and
referred to the committee, we can question
the parties there, and if the hon. gentleman
finds that they have not the ability or the
intention Of going on with the construction
of the road, he can move against it ln the
committee. He will have there au oppor-
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tunity of obtaining the information which
we have not at the present time, so I hope
that parliament will not do these parties an
Injustice, for these men would not be heard
if they did not feel that they would be able
to go on with the enterprise. I trust that
the opportunity of being heard will not be
denied them by a refusal to read the Bill
and refer it to the committee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-While
I do not change my mind in the least from
what I said before, I will suggest to my
hon. friend to adopt the policy proposed by
the hon. Minister of Justice, for the reason
it might be understood that we were
preventing certain Information being
given which would Induce us to change our
minds. I have to hear something more be-
fore I change my mind.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The hon. gentle-
man speaks of representations made to the
Railway CommIttee last year by these gentle-
men: will he dismiss their petition, before
hearing them, on the representation they
made last year? They may give satisfactory
reasons for not having proceeded with their
enterprise durlng the year. We should
at least not non-suit them before hearing
them.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Suffleiient and
satisfactory explanations have been given.
Mackenzie & Mann would not give them as
much as they wanted for the charter.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-If that was sub-
stantiated in the committee, I think that
this Chamber would be far better enlighten-
ed.

"Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
explanation îs clear enough, that they could
lot get the money to do it, and they could
not sell the charter for enough. That is
the explanation that has been made te me.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-In view of ex-
planations which have been made, I beg to
withdraw my amendment.

The 'amendment was withdrawn and the
Bill was read the second time.

ONTARIO POWER COMPANY' OF
NIAGARA FALDS BILL.

RUiES SUSPENDED.
Hon. Mr. MAODONALD (British Colum-

bia), from the Standing Comnmittee on Stand-
33

lng Orders and Private Bills, presented their
report, recommending the suspension of the
rmles of the Senate with relation to Bill
(121) 'An Act respecting the Ontario Power
Company of Niagara Falls.'

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved that the rules
be suspended In so far as the saine relate
to this Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This 1s
another case--a most extraordinary one-of
an extension of the rlght to commence a
work. Here la a company that has two
years yet In which to commence operations.
They are asking for an amendment extend-
ing the time for four additional years, as I
understand it, making six years altogether.
What reason has been given te induce the
committee to ask this House to set aside
the rules ? My experience is leading me
to the conclusion that rules in this House
amount to very little, that no matter what
any one asks for, the rules are set aside,
and all the usages of parliaanent go for
naught, when It is desired to accomplish any
particular object, and that is the object of
private speculators. I know nothing of the
merits of this Bill, beyond the remarks made
by the hon. gentleman, from Monck, when
the question came up a short time ago.
It is asked that the rule be set aside to ac-
complish that whlch, I suppose, hon. gentle-
men had in view, of blocking any further
procedure. If an objection to the sus-
pension of the rule has any effect, I shall
certai-nly object to it, and for the same
reason whIch I gave with reference to the
other charter, and for the additional reason
that the company have two years yet
wlthin which to commence work. They are
now asking for an additional four years
before they shall be asked to do anything,
giving them plenty of time te speculate
throughout the whole country, endeavour-
ing te seil that charter or hand It over
to the gentlemen interested in this great
power, ln the United States. I do not say
that this ls the case, but it places them
ln a position to do that, and the
Senate Is asked to give the four year
more to block an enterprise which must be
of Importance to this country.

Hon. Mr. CLEDMOW-The hon. gentleman
is perfeetly correct, as a matter of general
principle, but I think this Bill Is an excep-
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tional one. It appears that this company
had some difficulty with the Park Com-
missioners and the Ontario government,
and the Ontario government will not let them
proceed with their contract unless they ob-
tain additional time for the performance of
the work. That ls the reason they assigned
to us to-day, and that is the reason we ask
the Senate to suspend the rules. If their
statement is correct, there is no alternative.
The Ontario government and park commis-
sioners refused to let them proceed with
their contract unless they succeeded in ob-
taining additional time for the construction.
For those reasons the committee made this
reDort.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I want to show my
lion. friend the leader of the opposition the
inconsistency of the position we are taking.
The Conmmittee on Standing Orders recom-
mended that this rule be suspended. Now,
certainly if we took that same stand we did
on the divorce case, I do not see how we
could very well reject it. It would be a re-
flection on the committee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I must
join wlth the hon. gentleman from St. Boni-
face upon that po:nt. I never considered It a
reflection upon a committee to object to any
report they might make, and neither should
the committee look upon it in that light.
If that principle is to be adopted, there is no
necessity for reporting to the House. All
the committee would have to do would be
to affirm something, and we would have to
take it holus bolus, whether we believed it
or not. A commIttee is appointed to do
certain work, and the funetions of the
Senate are to approve or disapprove of it,
and If the Senate disapproves of that which
is being done, it Is their duty to say so,
and no reflection le cast upon the committee.
I do not wish to say anything disrespectful,
but I look upon that suggestion as absurd.

Hon. Mr. MAODONALD (B.C.) I look
upon it as no reflection if the House re-
jects a report of the commlttee. We make
our report in good faith. We are extremely
careful not to recommend a suspension of
the rules without good cause. When Bills
of Importance to corporations, or of Import-
ance to the Dominion of Canada, have pass-
ed the House of Commons and come before
us wlthln a few days of the end of the time

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

for recelving them, we recommend a sus-
pension of the rules, where we think the case
warrants it, and I think the House always
agrees with us. We will only ask for the
suspension of the rules, when we think a
proper case for it Is made out.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I ob-
ject. Rule 17 says :

Any rule may be suspended without notice by
the unanimous consent of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I understand the re-
port bas been adopted.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) No motion
ls ever made to adopt these reports.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
motion put by the Speaker was as to
whether the report should be recelved.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I hope my hon. friend
wIll not object to the suspension.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Is not the explana-
tion I gave satisfactory ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
not hear it.

Hon. Mr. CLEûMOW-This work had to be
commenced at a certain time, but it inter-
fered with the Park commissioners and the
Ontario government, who insisted before
they went Into this contract to have the
time extended for four years, and they have
no alternative but to come to this parlia-
ment and get an extension. They have the
contract before them, which Is perfectly fair
on the part of the Ontario government and
the Park Commissioners, and it merely re-
quires this extension.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--Al-
though I do not know that the explanation
ls altogether satisfactory, the matter will
have to go before the committee, where it
can be discussed, and I therefore wlthdraw
my objection.

The motion was agreed to.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the House ad-
journs, I desire to call the attention of one
of the ministers of the government to an
humble address that was voted the other
day for a copy of all letters and corres-
pondence exchanged between the govern-
ment, or any of its members, and the in-

514



IMAY 11, 19001

terested parties on the subject of the Baie
des Chaleurs Railway, of the Atlantic and
Lake Superior Railway, and of the project-
ed railway under the name of the Short
Line Railway of Gaspé, and I wlsh to in-
quire If any progress has been made with
this return.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may tell the hon.
gentleman that my secretary has written
to the department for the necessary infor-
'Dation, but it has not yet come into my
Dossession.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is the hon. gentle-
man's secretary going to write after
dinner ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-This Increases the
necessity for obtaining certificates ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The companles must
obtain them more frequently.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It le only i.equired
to procure certificates orce a month now ;
under this Bill they must procure them
once a week.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No. The Act provides
that every undertaker shall keep the public
informed of the power of the gas supplied
by him, and so on. Undertakers having
more than 4,000 meters shall procure such
certificates once a week.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The letter has been Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-At present it is once

writtfn. a month.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And there le no an-
swer yet ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then I will Inquire
again to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, May 11, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (R) 'An Act to incorporate the St.
Lawrence Terminal and Steamship Comr-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Dandurand.)

GAS INSPECTION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-

ing of Bill (78) 'An Act to amend the Gas
Inspection Act.' He said : The proposed
changes are not very great. The Bill will
make inspection more frequent during the
year, but there will be no further charge
upon the gaS companies, Inasmuch as the
Minister of Inland Revenue advises me thaî
it le intended to lower the fees so as to
inake the proportionate charge about the
same as it le now.

33j

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, for that particular
class. Those having less than 4,000 and
more than 2,000, once In each month. Those
having less than 2,000 and more than 500
once In three months. Instead of that,
those having 3,000, or more than 2,000
meters, once in each month. The intention
le not to increase the charges on the com-
pany.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-There will be a
charge for the certificate ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am told the fees are
fixed by order ln council and it ls Intended
to reduce the rate so that the charge will
be about the same as it is now.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It should be stated
in the Bill that there will be no additional
charge. I cannot understand why it il
necessary to have inspection once a week.
It le almost impossible to comply, wlth
such a requirement.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When the House goes
into committee we can consider that mat-
ter.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I do not think there
should be an additional charge. The charges
are sufticiently high at present. I think
the gas companies are pretty well fleeced
with the present rate, and I do not see the
necessity for charging additional rates for
these certiticates. They are posted up
ln the offices, and I have never seen a man
come to look at them. They get their fee
for inspection. and that ls the beneût de-
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rived by this government. It comes out of , GENERAL INSPECTION ACT AMEND-
the company, and though the companies MENT BILL.
are obliged to pay enormous increase of

i SECOND READING.
cost of coal o ond coal, they cante rase
the Drice of gas one cent. I thnk the hon. 1Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-

Secretary of State bad better look into the
wgatter and see that there la no additional
charge to be imposed on the companies in
the future.

Hou. Mr. POWER-I do not think the
changes are as great as the hon. gentleman
from Rideau imagines. The law now provides
that undertakers having more than 4,000
purchasers shall procure sald certificate
once In each week. That is just what this
Bill provides. The changes made as to
undertakers having more than 3,000 and less
than 4,000 are that under this Bill they
would have to get a certificate once in two
weeks. At present It la once a month.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P. E. I.)-It
bears very heavily on the amaller gas com-
panies. The gas company in Charlottetown
do not do a large business, and when they
have to pay for additional inspection it be-
comes a serious charge. I do not think
this Inspection Is any benefit whatever.
The gas was just as good before It was
inspected as after the Inspection. There
lias been no improvement by the inspection
and it la altogether unnecessary. It would
be just as well for the consumer if there
were no inspection at all. The company
would give us just as good a quality of gas
and It la not improved by the inspection.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It la not at the instance
of the department that this change lis made,
but at the Instance of the consumer who
bas been pressing the change on the depart-
ment. At the sanie time the minister as-
sures me that he does not intend there
shall be a further tax on the òompanies,
that there will be a corresponding reduction
ln the fees, so as to make the gross amounts
now pald by the companles for inspection
no greater.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Let us understand
that.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill

was read the second time.
Hon. Mr. CLÇMOW.

ing of Bill (79) 'An Act to amend the
General Inspection Act so as to provide a
grade for flax seed.' He said: In the
General Inspection Act no provision what-
ever was made for the inspection of flax
seed. At the tine the Act was prepared it
was not so Important. Its production was
not so great as it bas been since then in
Manitoba and the North-west. The quantity
sown in Manitoba was 300,000 bushels last
ear. The Board of Trade of Winnipeg strong-

ly advises the passing of an Act to pro-
vide for the inspection of flax seed, and it Is
at the Instance of the board of trade at
Winnipeg that this Bill has been intro-
duced.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWILL-Will
the hon. gentleman Inform us why a dis-
tinction la made between Manitoba flax
seed and fiai seed grown ln other parts of
the Dominion ? I think it la not cultivated
to any great extent ln Ontario; still, it is
cultivated ln some places. Why la the
distinction made between Manitoba flax seed
and any other ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Thls was speclally ln-
tended to apply to Manitoba because it Is
the only part of the Dominion that has
asked for inspection, and they ask that

the flax seed that they grow shall be graded.
I arn not aware that it la grown in any
other parts of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. MCCALLUM-It la grown ln
Waterloo.

Hon.
it, we
them.

Mr. SCOTT-If others do not desire
have no intention of forcing It on
It la asked for ln Winnipeg.

Hon. SIR MACKENZIE BOWELL-By
the people who are purchasing It ?

Hon. Mr. BCOTT-Very likely.

Hon. Sir MACKEINZIE BOWELL-I can
understand the necessity and propriety of
havieg a law grading grain of any kind
where it la cultivated to any extent.
Wbat I cannot understand la why it should
not apply to the whole Dominion Instead of
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confining it to Manitoba. If it be necessary
to grade flax in Manitoba, it must be equally
necessary to grade It, so as to know its
quality and purity, in Ontario, or any other
section of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I scarcely think so if
the quantity grown is infinitesimal. If it
is grown in such small quantities they would
not desire inspection. If it is asked for
at any future time they can have it.

INSPECTION OF FOREIGN GRAIN BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (142) 'An Act respecting the in-
spection of foreign grain.' He said: This
Bill authorizes, when the parties desire il,
the inspection of foreign grain. During
the last two or three years a very consider-
able quantity of foreign grain, particularly
Indian corn, has gone from the Western
States via the St. Lawrence to Europe, and
the parties shipping it desire to have Il in-
spected. It goes as foreign corn, and is
classified according to its character. The
Bill Is asked for at the instance of the
Montreal Corn Exchange and the trade
generally. ILt is not compulsory, and its
object is to identify the grain as grown out-
side of Canada, apd to give il its proper
classification.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-It applies
to United States wheat I suppose ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It includes wheat, but is
mainly intended for corn.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-And is
intended to prevent an inferior quality of
foreIgn corn being passed off in the Euro-
Pean market as Canadian grain.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to call the at-
tention of the hon. Secretary of State to
the fact that there is a certain ambigulty
about the firet clause of the Bill. ' The in-
spectors of grain shall when required, &c.1
It does fot say by whom ?

Hon. Mr. &COTT--It could only be by the
owner.

Hon. Mr. POWER--It might be required
by the Minister of Inland Revenue. I thiii
Il would be better to Insert some words to
remove any possible doubt as to the mean-
Ing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That can be done in the
committee.

The motion was agreed to, and the BR1l
was read the second time.

MIIJITIA LAND GRANTS IN THE
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MIDLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (107) 'An Act to make furthe'
provision respecting grants of land to mem-
besr of the Militia Force on Active Service
in the North-west.' He said: This measure
is one which has, on many occasions, ap-
peared on the statute-book, as hon. gentle-
men will see by looking at the margin-
in 1885, 1886, 1891, 1892, 1893, 1894 and 1898,
and now again, in order to give the parties
an opportunity of complying with the pro-
visiqns of the law, and in this case especially
those who are at the present time in active
service and who are not here for the pur-
pose of complying with the law of last
year.

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

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (98) 'An Act respecting the Yarmouth
Steamship Company, Limited.'-(Hon. Mr.
Lovitt.)

Bill (71) 'An Act respecting the Dominion
Cotton Mills Company, Limited.'-(Hon. Mr.
Forget.)

Bill (92) ' An Act to Incorporate the Royal
Marine Insurance Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Casgrain, de Lanaudière.)

Bill (54) 'An Act respecting the Ontario
Mutual Life Assurance Company, and to
change its name to "The Mutual Life As-
surance Company of Canada."-Hon. Mr.
Kerr.)

REPAIRS TO TIGNISH BREAKWATER.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before the House
adjourns, I wish to call the attention of the
hon. Secretary of State, who, I thInk, an-
swered my question, to the fact that the
reply which he gave to some questions of
mine regarding the Tignish breakwater were
erroneous. They were made under an in-
advertence of some nature. I think that
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the department understood, or at least an-
swered the question as if it applied to a
contract on the Tignish breakwater itself.
The question was with regard to the breast-
work running along the beach from Tignish.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-What was the date of
the motion ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is on the Order
paper for the 4th of April. I think the
question was asked on that date. I am
not very sure when it was asked, but the
answer entirely refers to the main contract
on the breakwater itself, and not to this
contract on the beach leading to the break-
water. It appears $1,700 was spent on the
work on the beach leading towards the
breakwater, which is plainly enough de-
scribed in my question, and the answer has
reference to a large contract which was
let to Mr. Burns by tender, and afterwards
transferred by hlm to Myrick & Company.
It will be seen that the department mis-
understood the question. It did not refer to
the main contract let to Burns and after-
wards assigned to Myrick, but it referred to
extra work doue on the beach, another part of
the work altogether, for which, it appears
by the Auditor General's Report, that $1,700
was paid. If my hon. friend who has this
matter in charge will be kind enough to call
the attention of the Minister of Public
Works to it, and obtain the answer that was
sought for by the question, I shall be very
much obliged.

REPAIRS TO STEAMER MINTO.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I desire to call the
attention of the government to the fact
that the return brought down with regard to
the repairs to the seamer Minto, about which
we had some observations at the time, are
all right as far as they go. I made two
motions, one with reference to the repairs
to the Minto, and another with reference to
the firat cost of the boat. The information
asked for with regard to the firet cost of the
boat has not been brought down. The
information with regard to the repairs bas
been furnished.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have just received a
return moved for by the hon. gentleman
showing the expenses and earnings of the
steamer Stanley while engaged lin the winter
service during the years of 1894-5-6-7-8-9, and

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

the expenses and earnings of the steamer
Minto. I have also obtained a copy of the
report that was missing last year. I secured
it from the Department of Railways. I
hope my hon. friend will find it sufficient,
because I am afraid it will be all I shall be
able to get. I had to make great efforts
to obtain even that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
the hon. gentleman know
any change made in it ?

BOWELL-Does
whether there .s

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I only recelved it a few
minutes ago, but I do not think there is
any change.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
is the same return brought down a year
ago without any addition or change.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, May 14, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

RE-OPENING OF TRADE ON SOUTH-
EASTERN RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
Has the government, or any of the members

of the present administration, received, at any
time from July 1, 1896, to this date, any petitions
or communications whatsoever on the part of
boards of trade, of municipal corporations or of
any private Individuals coming from the city
of Sorel, or from the municipalities of St. Michel
d'Yamaska, de Yamaska, de St. David d'Yam-
aska, de St. Guillaume d'Upton, de St. Pie de
Deguire, de St. Bonaventure d'Upton, de St.
Germain de Grantham and Drummondville, in
relation to the reopening the trade of that
part of the South-eastern Railway which united
Sorel to Drummondville, and which seems to
have been abandoned and not worked since April,
1892?

If in the affirmative, in whose name have these
communications been sent?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have made inquiry
and have not yet received an answer. Per-
haps my colleague may have received one;
he will be here in a few minutes. On Friday
last my prIvate secretary asked for the in-
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formation, inclosing the question to the
department, and up to the present time no
answer has come to me.

GASPE SHORT LINE RAILWAY.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say to my hon.
friend from Montmagny (Hon. Mr. Landry)
that I received from the department a verbal
answer to his questions in regard to the
Gaspé Rallway. The statement given to me
was that It would take some time to pre-
pare a return, and they would like a more
definite statement from my hon. friend, as
to the period from which the Information
was to begin.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is ln relation to
the Short Line Railway Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That Une is not ln
existence yet. At the opening of this session
of parliament, a Bill was introduced for the
Incorporation of that private company. I
should think It would not require a great
effort of genius to ascertain from what
period they should begin. It is the period
from which they first received the docu-
ments relating to that proposed legislation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I give my hon. frlend
the answer I received from the Railway De-
partment.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)-I cannot but
observe the large amount of work which the
Minister of Justice in this House has to do,
and the burden whlch is imposed upon him
by his colleagues in the lower Chamber.
In his reply to the hon. gentleman he says
that his private secretary asked for this in-
formation on Friday last.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And before.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)-And that he
las not received an answer, and he le the
one that ought to receive that answer. The
Department of Customs, I belleve, le the
department referred to. The question did
not involve very much work, and I think
It Is not showing proper courtesy to the hon.
leader of this Senate to furnieh him wlth
verbal answers from the other minIsters,
and I thInk that he should insist upon his
righis. It le impossible for one hon. gentle-
nan In this House to do all the work of

tbirteen or fourteen ministers In the House
of Commons, and the least they ought to do
le to give hon. gentlemen in this House,
and especially the leaders of this House their
answers in writing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-On Friday last this
question was put on the paper. I answered
that I had made careful inquiry ln the
Department of the Secretary of State, where
ordinarily such communications would be
received-that I had inquired of the Privy
Council Department and the Department of
Railways and Canals, and also in the Public
Works Department and found nothing in any
of them. There is one other department
that may possibly know something about it.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-From the Department
of Railways and Canals nothing has been
received ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They had no corres-
pondence. I sent specially over to the
secretary of the department, and also to the
secretary of the Public Works Department,
and they have had no communications on
the subject.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I 'fancy there will not
be any letters in the other departments.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There may be private
letters to the Premier. I have asked the
secretary of the Premier to look in his
private correspondence and to let me know
If he can find any. Of course It Is Im-
possible to trace these matters unless the
letters are sent officially to the government.
Letters intended for the governiment are
properly put through, and can always be
found, but private letters are treated differ-
ently and It is only by inquiry through the
channels I have mentioned that one can get
information.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-An outsider would be
surprised to find so many vexations ques-
tions asked about a matter dating so far
back. I find this refers back to 1892. If
the thlng is of such Importance, I am sur-
prised the hon. gentleman, or some friend on
his behalf, did not ask for It ln 1893, 1894
or 1895. It looks very strange to me. Of
course, the hon. gentleman may be able
to explain It, but I should be rather inclined
to put It down as trying to be vexatlous
and annoylng, because these questions have
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been asked so often. I like to see fair-play.
It is high time this Senate should conduet
itself in sudh a manner, especially among
certain members, as to appear sincere. In-
stead of that, It looks as If there was a good
deal of desire on the part of certain indivi-
duals to Irritate, annoy and impede legisla-
tion. I hope it will cease and that hon.
gentlemen will apply themselves to some-
thing practical. and not act In such a cap-
tious -way by asking petty questions every
day. When proceedings come down to be
a farce, I think It is time it was ended.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-My hon. friend
should sit on the other side of the House.
Before giving us lessons he should take one.
If he wants to hit me I do not want to be
hit in the back. Let him take a seat on the
other side of the House if he wants to attack
us on this side.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Does the hon. gentle-
man own this side of the House ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I am on this side of
the House properly. I beg leave to tell the
hon, gentleman he has no right to say I an
coming here with vexatious questions. The
first thing he should try to do is to under-
stand my question.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Understand ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Try to understand.
If he would read It carefully he would see
that I never asked a question relating to
anything as far back as 1892. If he hail
read the question properly he would have
found this that I asserted as a fact that the
railway had been abandoned since 1892. I
did not ask any questions about 1892 or
1893. At all events, if the hon. gentleman
thinks he has the department in charge, and
that he could give the proper answers, I am
wliIng to let him cross the floor, and sit
alongside of the minister, so that I could
enjoy myself putting questions. I can assure
him I will not ask any vexatlous questions.
The only trouble will be for him to try and
understand them.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It would be a difficult
matter.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Yes, a difficult matter
for the hon. gentleman. As to the answer
given by the hon. ministers, I qulte under

lon Mr. DEVER.

stand that if a positive answer came from
the Department of Railways and Canals
that they had received nothing, that ends
the question, and I take that as a satis-
factory answer.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I sent to Sir Wilfrid
Laurier's secretary, and he promised to look
it up. That Is the only other one that could
possibly have it. He mlght have received a
letter which, not being regarded as official,
would not be put on file. I Inquired of the
Railways and Canals and Public Works
Department and they have no communica-
tion.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-With reference to the
Gaspé Short Line I would just ask the hon.
minister to bear in mind that It is very
essential for the legislation to come before
us in this House to have the different peti-
tions relating to the Gaspé Short Line, and
I shall avail myself of my right, If those
petitions are not brought down in time, to
ask that the measure be delayed until we
have them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will make further In-
quiry.

CASTINGS FOR PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL, (in the
absence of Hon. Mr. Ferguson), inquired .

1. Were tenders called for the supply of cast-
ings for the Prince Edward Island Railway in
the present year?

2. Was the call for tenders public, or were
offers solicited privately?

3. If the latter, who were asked to tender?
4. What prices per pound *la being pald for the

said castings?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Tenders were called for
the supply of castings for.the Prince Ed-
ward Island Railway in the present year.
2. They were asked by circular dated August
18th, 1899. 3. Circulars were sent to T.
A. McLean, A. White & Son, and Bruce,
Stewart & Co., of Charlottetown. Bruce,
Stewart & Co. were the lowest and were
awarded the contract for one year, on the
12th of October. 4. 21 cents per pound is
belng pald for the said castings. The con-
tractor takIng it part payment in equal
quantlty of scrap iron from the rallway at
$14 per ton of 2,000 lbs.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1
understand, froma the answer, that they were
not public tenders.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

MAILS BETWEEN KENSINGTON AND
PRINCETOWN, P.E.I.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL, in ab-

sence of lion. Mr. Ferguson, inquired:
1. If a new contract or renewal of a former

contract for carrying the mails between Ken-
sington and Princetown, P.E.I., has been made?

2. Who ls the contractor?
3. How much is being paid for the service?
4. Were public tenders called for ?
5. Did the department receive offers other than

from the present contractor?
6. If so, who were they frorn, and what amount

did they offer to perform the service for?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A contract was made
for the Kensington and Princetown mail ser-
vice, which went into operation on the lst of
October last. It was made with Mr. Alvin
Glover. the brother of the late contractor,
and the rate of payment is the same as it
bas been since the service was established lu
1891, viz., $125 a year. Public tenders were
not invited, nor was the department in
receipt of private offers from any person
other than the late contractor. The service
was up for public tender in 1895, and It was
ascertained then that $125 was the lowest
amount for which a responsible person would
undertake it, and as the conditions had
undergone no change and no complaints had
ever reached the department as to the man-
ner in which the late contractor, Mr. John
Glover, had performed bis duties, a new con-
tract was authorized with him on the same
ternis and conditions. He died before the
contract could be executed with him, and
as the inspector reported Mr. Alvin Glover
to be a suitable contractor, the contract was
made with him.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWILL-The
answer given by the hon. minister la very
Saill, and no objection, I think, bas been
taken to the policy which has been adopted,
but it is, I may intimate, in direct contra-
vention of the policy Which was announced to
be pursued in the future by the Postmaster
General. The answer is a justification of
the course formerly pursued by the late Post-
master General, under the late government,
in renewing small contracta to parties with-

out asking for publie tenders, and it la a
very good answer to the policy which was
pursued by the Postmaster General, in an-
nulling scores and scores-I think I am safe
in stating that-of contracts in the province
of Ontario, because they had been let In the
manner indicated in the answer given by the
hon. gentleman. I know nothing of these
cases personally, but I know the pollcy that
was laid down by the Postmaster General.
I know the reasons that were given for an-
nulling contracta which were renewed in the
same manner and under the same circum-
stances and for the same reasons by his pre-
decessors, that this has been renewed. What
object the hon. gentleman from Marshfield,
had in asklng\ the questions I do not know.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say to my hon.
friend, that the law does not care for little
things.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELTr-I
undershtind that.

Hon. Mr. MILLES-And I think the Post-
master General has adopted that rule. What
was most complained of in the other cases,
to which my hon. friend refers, and what
the Postmaster General complained of before
he came into the government, was that the
policy of renewals had been applied to con-
tracts for very large amounts.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, I am perfectly sure
of that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
the hon. gentleman mean beyond the limit
laid down by the law ? The law lays down
a limit for tenders. You can renew up to a
certain amount. Do I understand the hon.
Minister of Justice to say that Sir Adolphe
Caron, the late Postmaster General, renew-
ed contracts that exceeded the limitation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thinl so. I think In
the North-west Territories there were several
contracts of that sort. That le my recollec-
tion, and I know in Ontario there were
other tenders offered, not by parties of the
political faith of the government, but men
of the same political views as the men who
had the contract, and where there were
three or four parties offering to tender, and
some of them tendered at a lower rate than
the rate contracted for, although that was
perhaps very moderate. nevertheless, it was
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thought prudent on the part of the Post-
master General, that fresh tenders should be
received, but that was not the case in this
instance, and my hon. friend wIll see that
there is a careful statement made In this
answer that In that case there had been no
complaint and no offer to carry at a less
rate.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes, I
accept what·the hon. gentlemaîn says, I re-
fer him to the elaborate report on this ques-
tion In the blue-book. Speaking of my own
personal knowledge in the county of
Hastings, In whIch I live, in the riding I
represented for a quarter of a century, I
know the contracts for carrying the mails
were taken from those who were of the
same political faith as myself, and given to
parties of the political faith of my hon.
friend opposite, without asking for any
tender-†ust simply taken away and given to
others. That seems to have been muCh the
case here, and the present Postmaster
General is adopting precisely the same policy
which he has condemned.

A CORRECTION.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-With the permission of
the House, I wish to move a resolution. On
the 9th of May, I presented Bill (U) ' An Act
to incorporate the British American Pulp
Company.' At that time I proposed that
the Bill be referred to the standing com-
mittee- on Railways, Telegraphs, and Har-
bours, but I was corrected and the Bill was
referred to the Miscellaneous Private Bills
Committee. Through an error It appears
on the Order paper as having been referred
to the Committee on Banking and Com-
merce, I therefore move that the order of
Wednesday, the 9th Inst., in relation to Bill
(U) intituled, 'An Act to Incorporate the
British American Pulp and Paper Company,'
referring the Bill to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Commerce, be rescinded, and that
the said Bill be referred to the Committee
on Miscellaneous Private Bills.

The motion was agreed to.

USURY BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.
The House resolved itself Into committee

of the whole on Bill (P) 'An Act respect-
lng usury.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

On the first clause.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I move that the title
of this Bill be amended so as to read ' This
Act may be called the money lenders' Act.'
The English Bill, of which this Is almost a
copy Is called the money lenders' Act, and
it does not deal with usury In a broad sense
at all. It simply deals with the transactions
of money lenders, and I think the term
money lender Is the proper term to insert in
the title of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I do not object
to this change In the title, because we are
not doing away with all forms of usury.
The title suggested by my hon. friend com-
mends Itself to me.

The amendment was adopted.

On clause 2.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I move that the
rate of Interest referred to in this clause
be changed from 10 per cent to 8 per cent.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I am afraid if
you reduce the rate from 10 to 8 per cent
you will 'disturb business in a considerable
part of Canada where the rate at which
mioney is loaned is higher. We have al-
ready had usury laws allowing only 6 to 7
per cent, which were repealed ia 1854, be-
cause thly interfered with trade and com-
merce. But now I want to reach a certain
class of money lenders, and I am afraid of
too severe a measure.

The amendment was declared lost and the
clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-What is the reason for
departing from the English law in making
no provision for the licensing of usurers ?
Would they not be more under control if
licensed ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-We have com-
pletely defined the party we want to reach,
the party who makes it a practice of lending
at a high rate. If we should declare that
such parties must register, if they only
occasionally loan beyond 10 or 12 per cent.
they may refuse to register, and we would
have to establish that they make a practice
of lending at 10 per cent, and also that they
falled to register, we would simply establIsh
two offences, the fact that they make a
practice of lending at more than 10 per cent
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and the fact that they have not registered.
I do not see the necessity of it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If two or three cases
could be proved, would the court construe
that into a practice ? I doubt it very much.
They will not be found out in all cases.
Would the courts construe two or three cases
as involving the practice of usury ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I think that
Isolated cases would not bring the party
under the scope of this law, but the man to
be reached is the professional money-lender
who lends to the public at usurious rates.
I have made it a point to see that no privale
Individual lending to his neighbour, or lend-
ing occasionally, doing a good turn to a
friend, shall be harassed if lie makes a
short loan beyond the figure established by
this Bill. I am dealing with the man who
makes a practice of lending money at a high-
er rate than 10 per cent. It would be in-
cumbent on the complainant to establish
that the party really makes It a business to
lend money at high rates.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
seems to me that there is a good deal of
force In the statement of the hon. Secretary
of State. I have received a letter from a
gentleman in Montreal, in which he cails
my attention to the fact that a friend want-
ed to borrow a hundred dollars for fifteen
days. The writer of the letter does not say
that he makes a practice of lending money ;
but he gave his friend the hundred dollars
and charged and received one dollar. At
the end of fifteen days the loan was renewed
and the lender received another dollar. You
can imagine what rate of interest that
would be at the end of a year if the loan
were renewed every fifteen days on the same
terms. He says 'you can use this fact, only
do nôt use my name.' It is better, lie says,
that this man should pay a dollar for the
use of the money for flfteen days than to
have to submit to being sued In court. That
Is the sort of lender, I take it, that the hon.
gentleman wants to exempt from the Bill.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
would be exempt, because I am assuming
that le does not make a practice of lending
money on such terms. It seems to me you
should etrike out the word 'practice,' and

you would avoid the difficulty pointed out
by the hon. Secretary of State.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-My object Is to
disturb as little as possible the public at
large. I want to reach the usurer, and I
think that we would have very much diffi-
culty in passing through both branches of
parliament a Bill which would reach people
who only occasionally make a loan, and
might not notice that what seems a fair
rate on a loan for a week or ten or fifteen
days, was going beyond the letter of the
law.

lon. Mr. CLEMOW-Would it not be
better to compel the man to signify lu some
way that he is to be considered a money-
lender under this Act ? As it is now, it is
very indefinite-' Who carries on the business
of money-lending' or 'holding themselves
out in any way as carrying on that busi-
ness '-would it flot be as well to say that
lie should be obliged to advertise or pubIlsh
the information that he was enaged in the
business, and then people would know ?

Hon. dir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is just what lie would not do.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Then he would not
come under the provisions of this Bill.

Hon. MIr. POWER-It seems to me
the persons who are aimed at by this
Bill are really not any more deserv-
ing than pawnbrokers are, and if pawu-
brokers are obliged to register, the money-
lenders should be obliged to register also.
As it is now, there is really no sort of re-
striction over the money-lender. If a chart-
ered bank goes into business, it is subject to
inspection by the government, and has to
make returns regularly, and is kept under
the public eye. It seems to me these money-
lenders ought to be kept under the public
eye at least as much as the bankers. The
Englsh Act provides that money-lenders
shal register. With the permission of the
committee I shall read the clause In the
English Bill :

2.-(1.) A money-lender as defined by thisi
Act :-

(a.) Shall register himself as a money-lender
in accordance with regulations under this Act, at
an office provided for the purpose by the Com-
missioners of Inland Revenue, under hie own or
usual trade name, and in no other name, and
with the address, or all the addresees, if more
than one, at which he carries on his business of
money-lender ; and
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(b.) Shall carry on the money lending business
In his reglstered name, and in no other nane
and under no other description and at his regis-
tered address or addresses, and at no other ad-
dress ; and

(c.) Shall not enter Into any agreement with
respect to the advance and repayment of money,
or take any security for money otherwise than
his registered name ; and

(d.) Shall on reasonable request, and on ten-
der of a reasonable sum for expenses, furnish
the borrower with a copy of any document re-
lating to the loan or any security therefor.

That ail seems very reasonable, and I
do not think that the diffleulty which the
hon. gentleman in charge of the Bill seems
to anticipate from chusing the money-lenders
to register would really be found to arise,
because the second subsection of this
section of the English Bill says :

(2.) If a money lender fails to register him-
self as required by this Act, or carries on busi-
ness otherwise than in bis reglstered name, or
ln more than one name, or elsewhere than at bis
registered address, or fails to comply with any
other require-ment of this section, he shall be
liable on conviction under the Summary Juris-
diction Acts to a fine not exceeding one hundred
pounds, and in the case of a second or subse-
quent conviction to imprisonment, with or with-
out hard labour, for a term not exceeding three
months, or to a fine not exceeding one hundred
pounds. or to both : Provided that if the offender
be a body corporate, that body corporate shall
be liable on a second or subsequent conviction
to a fine not exceeding five hundred pounds.

Then there is a subsequent clause. The
provisions of the English Bill are carefully
guarded. and it really would be in the in-
terests of the public that we should adopt
the system which they have in England.
As the Secretary of State has pointed out,
the first thing that a prosecutor would have
to do, acting under the Bill of my hon.
friend, would be to prove that the person
against whoin he made the charge practised
lending money at exorbitant rates, and that
might be a very difficult thing to do, for the
people who borrow money would not, as a
rule, be very anxious to come forward and
disclose the condition o! their business
affairs to the public, and I really do not see
any reason why we should not have the
English provision.

lon. Mr. DANDURAND-The objection
that I have to this registration is that if
you want to strike at the money-lender be-
cause he is not reglstered, you have to
establish that he should have reglstered be-
cause he makes a practice of lending at a
higher rate than 10 per cent. That Is all
I need prove under the present Bill. What

Hon. Mr. POWER.

I would need to establish the offence for not
registering, is just what I would need to
bring the offender under the scope of the
present Bill, so that really I am simply
establishing a second offence against him
-that he failed to register. I care
not whether he registers or not, if
I establish that he is a money-lender
under this Bill, then he falls under
the provision of the Bill. As a matter of
fact, three-fourths of money lenders whom
we want to reach, and perhaps 95 per cent
of them, will not register. They will try to
violate the law as best they can, so that I
would have to establish the fact, and at the
same time establish the second offence, If the
English system is adopted,-the offence of
not having registered ; but I would have to
make the same evidence to force them to
respect the other provisions of the law.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not thlnk the hou.
gentleman is making his case any better,
because if we adopt the principle of the
English Bill, then, in the case of every man
who lias registered, it is unnecessary to
prove that he carries on the business. The
fact that he has registered settles that ques-
tion. The hon. gentleman says these men
would not register. I think the average
man, who proposes to lend money, would
register rather than expose himself to the
serious penalties for not registering which
are imposed by the English Bill. I have not
understood that people are in the habit of
doing business as pawnbrokers without re-
gistering, and one would suppose the tempt-
ation to a pawn broker to do business with-
out registering would be as great as to the
money-lender. I do not think there is much
force in the argument which the hon. gentle-
man has addressed to the. committee. I
shall more that the clause of the English
Bill defining the mouey-lender, be inserted
ln this clause as a subsection.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE ' BOWELIL-It
seems to me that the fact of making them
register would destroy the object of the Bill.
I can understand the registration of a class
of men dealing in noney who desire to carry
on what milght be called a legitimate busi-
ness, The men whom the Bill Is design-
ed to reach do not, and they would evade the
law under any circumstances. If you say
a usurer must register, he will take good
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care not to register, and wIll loan money
surreptitiously, aud exact from the bor-
rower still larger rates because he takes
the risk of exposure. That was the policy
pursued by this class of money-lenders be-
fore the usury laws were repealed. From
my observation of the matter, the suggestion
made by the promoter of the Bill will enable
one to reach the usurer much easier than if
registration is required.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know that there
is any great harm doue in requiring registra-
tion, but there is this : the same evidence
that would conviet under this Bill is re-
quired to punish a party for not registering.
le may be disposed to take the risk of

refusing to register, even though you provlde
for registration, on the assumption that you
may not succeed in proving that he was a
money-lender according to the definition in
the statute. I can see that if this Bill be-
comes law, and ls found to work on the
whole fairly satisfactorily, you may find it
necessary to provide for registration, and
also find it necessary to provide for in-
spection. If the inspection were required,
then registration would become a matter
of very great importance, because your In-
spector would have to know who were en-
gaged in the business. It would become a
necessity, but it seems to me if we get the
Bill on the statute-book in its present form,
and have an opportunity of observing its
operations foir the course of a year or two,
that parliament will be in a better position
to determine whether they ought to go fur-
ther and provide for registration and
inspection of those engaged in the business.

The clause was adopted wlthout amend-
ment.

On clause 3.

Hon. Mr. MACDONADI) (B.C.)-If this
Bill l Intended to curib the usurer, why
allow this high rate of interest, 20 per cent ?
If the borrower refuses to pay and the case
goes to court, he only pays 10 per cent from
the date of judgment.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I agree with what
the lon. gentleman from Victoria (Hon. Mr.
McDonald) when he says that 20 per cent la
too high. I should say 12 or 15 per cent
would be high enough.

Ron. Mr. MIJL&-A large portion of that
would be lisurance.

lon. Mr.' McMILLAN-I stated that I
want to limit the time. I would have It
read like this:

Notwithutanding the provisions of chapter 127
of the Revised Statutes, no money-lender shall
stipulate for, allow or exact on any negotiable
instrument, contract or agreement. the principal
of which is under $500, a rate of interest or dis-
count greater than 12 per cent per annum, nor
shall such loan be made for a longer period than
thirty days from the date thereof. And the
said rate of interest shall be reduced to the rate
of 6 per cent per annum from the date of the
judgment of any suit, action or any proceeding
for the amount due.

I submit that in place of 20 per cent we
should make it 12 per cent, and we should
reduce the 10 per cent to 6 per cent.

Hom. Mr. MAODONALD (B.C.)-I. will
second that motion. I would point out to the
promoter of this Bill that clause 3 would
have the effect of throwing every borrower
into court. Supposing a man borrows money
and declines to pay, he goes t¯ court ? They
would all go to court so as to avoid paying
20 per cent. Then why are sums above $500,
hlable to 20 per cent ? There ls no limit.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-There were two
reasons given which seemed to commend
themselves to the judgment of the com-
mittee. I have not, in my original draft,
mentioned $500, or any um, but it was re-
Presented that parties who were patent in-
ventors, or mine discoverers, who have no
capital, and who need a partner will some-
times ask of a capitalist a sum of $5,000,
or $10,000, or $15,000, te throw into
the venture, the capitalist would lend
five, ten or fifteen thousand dollars,
but would not accept the responsibil-
ity of partnership. He would risk the
amount against the other parties work or
brain, and would accept, under the form of
interest, a share of the profits. There were
various other reasons given to limit the
amount, and I have no objection to the um
of $500, for the simple reason that the moneY
lender whom I want to reach does not lend
sums beyond $500 The usurer lands M£
ranging from ten dollars to two hundred and
fifty, and perhaps thiree hundred. The party
who cas secure a la of $500 la generally
solvent enough te cmmand a low rate Of In-
terest. I bave no special oïbjection to limit-
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ing the um to $500, or $400, because I know
I can reach ninety-nine per cent of the cases
where an extortionate rate has been chargel.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I have no doubt the
hon. gentleman means well, but what ls to
prevent four or five men combining to borrow
$500 ? Supposing five men want one hun-
dred dollars aplece, and they say, 'We wlll
not go to this man and pay 10 or 20 per
cent, but we wIll make it one lump sum by
which we can get a lower rate of Interest ?'

Hon. Mr. POWER-They would have to
pay more.

Hon. Mr. OLEMOW-It would be a com-
bine between the money lender and the peo-
ple who want to borrow the money.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There ls no danger of
that. 'We cannot Imagine five inen com-
binIng In order to be obliged to pay a higher
rate of Interest. I was present at the meet-
ing of the commlttee at which this sub-
ject was discussed, and the general feel-
ing of the commIttee seemed to be that if
there were no limit, the tendency of this
mensure might be to interfere with legi-
timate enterprise. I think it ls better not
to meddle with the amount. There le a
great deal at first sight ln the objection
made by the hon. gentleman from British
Columbla, that if a man is to pay 20 per cent
and then, If a judgment Is entered up, he
pays less, he le likely to contest a claim
just ln order to reduce the rate. But the
fact la that he pays the lower rate only after
the judgment has been recovered, and, at any
rate, If the sum la less than $500, the cost of
the suit would be probably more than the
addition to the interest. I think we bad
better let that clause alone.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I should certainly like
to assist the hon. gentleman promoting this
Bill, but I have read the measure with a
good deal of care, and have come to a con-
clusion hostile to the Bill. I am a free
trader In money, as well as in other articles.
I do not believe ln interfering with the busi-
ness of money lending and putting such re-
strictions en it, se as to multIply lawsuits.
A party comes to me and borrows a certain
amount of money. I lend it to him and
get a high rate of Interest, and why ? Be-
cause the man could not get the money from
the bank. He ls not a firet class man, and,

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

in consequence of that, I have to run a risk,
and I have to charge more interest on that
account than the legal interest of the coun-
try.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Does the hon.
gentleman go beyond 20 per cent ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-No matter what the
bargain ls, if it is reduced to writing, It
should be adhered to. It is wrong to go
into court and reduce the interest. I lend
my money at a certain rate of interest.
Should I be compelled to lend my money
for probably three years longer at half the
rate because that man goes into court?
It is not a business transaction. I was
one of the first men ln this chamber who
took upon myself the responsibility of get-
ting the usury laws of my province repealed
since we came into confederation, and the
change gives so much satisfaction that
we are not anxious to restore usury laws,
and this ls a usury law. I could not justify
myself in voting for it. It would be far
better for us to allow the government of the
country to be responsible for the proper
rate of interest. The people ln New
Brunswick, do not know that such a Bill
is being passed. If we make it a Dominion
law, everybody knows of It. I am strongly
opposed to restrictions on money lending.
Why should not money be as free in the
market as any other commodity ? Why
should not money be boug1ht and sold
the same as flour, or any other arti-
cle of merchandise. I am sorry to see so
much interference witfh the business of
the country. At last we will have so
many laws restricting business that we
wlll al be drIven into one corner. A man
does not know where to go to establish
a business. Money is an article that might
be traded ln ln this country and a large
number of men deal in it to the advantage
of the country and to the advantage of the
borrower. The hon. Minister of Justice
says he thinks that the usurer man should
register his business. What ordinary
man wants to give out to the public
to know his capital? No ordinary in-
dividual wants the public to know his
means or have parties coming In to
Inspect his business. No tea merdhant would
want any inspector to come ln and know
wbat capital he bas. The banks may do it,
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because they are Issuers of paper money,
floating their notes, and It is necessary that
the public should know their standing on a
basis of gold ? Why should the Individuai
be interfered with ? His capital is not
paper dollars. He is simply lending bis
money. He Is not asking the public to trust
him. He simply has his money, or mer-
chandise, as capital and lends it. Most of
the people of this country will not be satis-
fied wlth this Bill as It stands at present,
and I shall oppose It.

Hou. Sir MACKEIZIE BOWDLL-I was
golng to suggest that If we made the time
longer, say ninety days instead of thirty, it
would prevent renewals.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I am very willing
to make It ninety. I look upon the time as
very essential in matters of this kind, be-
cause if you close up the deal you will not
be so likely to hurt any person as you would
be by dragging It along from six months
to nine months.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I apprehend that
clause 3 wlil cause unnecessary confusion
in commercial affairs. I mean that part of
it which says that the rate of interest shal
be reduced to the rate of 10 per cent per
annum from the date of judgment in any
suit, action or proceeding for the recovery
of the amount due. Perhaps I do not ex-
actly understand the remote meaning of the
clause, but if it means that aIl judgments
for debts will hence forward carry ten per
cent, I wIll certainly not vote in favour of
that.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-There is an
amendment proposed reducing the 10 per
cent to 6 per cent.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I shall vote for the
amendment. In New Brunswick, judgment
debts carry six per cent. This Bil, instead
of reducing interest, would Increase it, and
I do not believe it ls the Intention of the pro-
moter to ralse the rate of interest. It would
be disturbing the whole economy of con-
tracts and money lending and commercial
aff airs in the country, and most unneces-
sarl¶y. I shall vote in favour of reducing
the interest On Judgment debts to the rate
existing in the province from which I come.
On the face of it, 20 per cent is really usury,
but there may be reasons for permitting that,

and I would rather have 20 per cent fixed
as the limit than to lead the note shavers to
charge unlimited interest, which they other-
wise could, and it appears they do collect it
now, especially in the clty of Montreal. I
know that many note shavers in the county
adjoining the county where I reside, did
charge as much as 40, 50 or 80 per cent on
renewed papers. Therefore, although 20 per
cent seems on the face of It exorbitant, I
would be ready to vote for the 20 per cent
provided that interest on judg'ment debts be
reduced in all cases to 6 per cent

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to direct
attention of the hon. gentleman who
charge of this Bill to the Sth clause.
says :

the
has

It

Nothing in this Act shall operate to increase
the rate of Interest that may be recovered ln
any case where ty law the rate is fixed at less
than 20 per cent per annum.

That would cover Ontario.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Even then there
would be confusion. If money is loaned at
7 or 8 or 10 per cent per annum, It may be
a cate of litigation to know whether the
judgment debt will carry ten per cent after
Judgment.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I am ready to
accept 6 per cent. I accepted 6 per cent
last year, but it was raised by the com-
mittee to 10 per cent.

Hon. Mr. OLEMOW-What is the rate of
inteiest on judgments ln Manitoba ?

Hon. Mr. 8COTT-I think it is 6 per cent
everywhere ?

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-It is 6 per cent in
Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The statute provides
that whenever interest is payable by the
agreement of parties or by law, and no rate
is fixed by law, the rate of interest shall be
6 per cent per annum. That is the rate all
over the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I will not press the
first part of the amendment. I will press
the portion fixing 6 per cent after judgment?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-That is carried.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I sympathize with the
hon. gentleman from Glengarry, but it does
not seem to me that the language of bis
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amendment harmonizes with the rest of the
clause. There le no provision for a loan in
that clause. It occurs to me that if you
put ln this limitation of ninety days, it will
simply give occasion to further difficulty to
the borrower. If the borrower is not ln a
position to repay the money at the end of
ninety days, then he has to make another
loan at the same rate for a period of ninety
days, and he will probably have to pay some-
thing for the privilege. He may be referred
by the money lender to some friend of hie.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-He could not charge
more. He might render himself liable to
prosecution.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If you limit the rate, I
think that le really enough.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
the hon. gentleman withdraw the portion of
his amendment relating to 20 per cent ?

The CHAIRiMAN-Yes, he withdraws that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-I think
the hon. gentleman had better adhere to hie
amendment to change the 20 to 12 per cent,
and then make a limitation of the time as
well. I think that will meet the approval
of the people better than 20 per cent. What
le the necessity for that portion of the
clause after the words 'per annum,' when
you provide ln the Sth clause that nothing
in this Act shail operate to Increase the
rate of Interest that may be recovered l any
case where by law the rate is fixed at less
than whatever rate you fix by this Bill ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The Interest
stipulated by contract continues to be the
rate of Interest on judgments, ln the pro-
vince of Quebec at all events. I do not
speak for the other provinces. That Is why
you have to-day judgments bearing 5 per
cent per month, which the judges are obliged
to condemn the parties to pay-equal to 120
per cent per annum. That ls of weekly oc-
currefnce.

Hou. Mr.
to Ontario.
more than
what the
agreement

CLEMOW-That does not apply
I do not think a judgment bears,

6 per cent ln Ontario, no matter
contract or understanding, or
may have been.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The declaration made
by the promotor of this Bill ls really sur-
prising. I know a good deal about money

Hon. Mr. POWER.

lending. I have been many years in busi-
ness, and ln a commercial city all that time,
and I never knew any money lender to ask
a man 5 per cent per month on the face of a
$500 note. For three months 5 per cent
le only 20 per cent per annum. If money
lenders get 120 per cent ln Montreal, there
muet be something wrong. I have no ob-
jection to a Bill being passed relating to
Montreal. In my city any man asking for
120 per cent, or half that, would be drummed
out of the town. I know a private
banker who 'had $100,000 to loan, and he
never charged more than 10 or 12 per cent
on any loan, however small the amount or
short the time. A man who bas the money
in hie safe le not like a bank. He does not
issue paper money. He muet get a higher
rate of Intere&t, and when he gets 5 per
cent off the face of a bill for three or four
months, he is not getting too much, because
he rune a risk and may have to wait a long
tIme and perhaps have to sue for it, and the
consequence le the lender has not a large
profit on hie loan. It is a great mistake to
say that a money lender has an excessive
rate of Interest. If it le seo ln Montreal
let us know It, but they are not to be found
in St. John or Halifax.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-If the hon. gen-
tleman will go Io the street ln front of this
building, close hie eyes and throw half a
dofen stones at random, I venture to say he
will strike one of those money lenders.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I doubt it.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I take exception
to the amendment limiting the time to ninety
days, because my hon. friend wants to decree
that the borrower shall have the money to
pay at maturity. My hon. frIend wants
those loans to terminate at the end of three
months. They will terminate If the borrow-
er bas the money. If he bas not, there will
be a renewal. I have stated an annual rate
of interest. I do not see how this amend-
ment could be carried out.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Would not the bor-
rower be better off if the contract should
terminate then ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-If it terminates,
It can only be by a judgment agalust the
borrower, or by payment of the debt. If
my hon. friend means that after three
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months the 20 per cent shall no longer run,
that it will be the end of the 20 per cent,
then we fall upon the legal interest 6 per
cent. The party loaning the money will
know that he can only claim at the rate of
20 per cent per annum for three months,
and that after the three months he will have
to content himself with six per cent.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-Hear, hear!

Hon. -Mr. DANDURAND-If that is what
my hon. friend wants, he will have to say it
in other words.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN- am. not a lawyer,
and I may not have put it in the right
language, but I could not state my views
better than the hon. gentleman has stat-
ed them himself. I want the contract to
terminate at three months, and after that
the interest to be 6 per cent. Then parties
will not be as likely to be ruined as if the
high interest were carried on for term after
term.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-That will be the best
check we could put on the usurers.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Yes, the very best
check.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I have no ob-
jection to turn the screw on them as much
as possible, but I should like my hon. friend
to put his idea in black and white.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Do I
Understand my hon. friend from Glengarry,
to have withdrawn his amendment to fix
the rate of interest at 12 per cent ?

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I do not care to
press it. My own feeling is for 12 per
cept.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Try 15.
Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will see

this, that there is a difficulty ln fixing a very
low rate. No one will borrow under this
provision, except some one who Is in very
needy circumstances, and he has not the
security to give or he would get the money
at a very much less rate than 12 per cent.
What he is obliged to do is, not merely to
pay interest, but to give security, or a specles
of Insurance, that he will pay, and so the
lender takes the risk, where he has a large
number of borrowers, that a suffiçient num-
ber of them will pay to cover, by this large

34

rate of interest, the loss of the principal ln
other cases. That is the principle on which
these parties are lending. It seems to me
that if you make the rate of interest 12 per
cent, you simply prevent the desperate class
from obtaining loans altogether.

Hon. Mr. OLEMOW-I do not think it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think that would be
the case. Further than that, if you limit
the time to ninety days, and prevent re-
newals, you hold out strong temptations to
both parties to violate the law, but if you
say the rate of interest shall not exceed
20 per cent per annum, and provide that the
loan should not be renewable beyond the
year, it seems to me you give as great pro-
tection as you possibly can. If you go be-
low that, either ln the length of time, or
the rate of interest, you will have parties
evading the law altogether instead of under-
taking to comply with its provisions.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-That argument
simply means that we are asked to sanction
the robbing of one man to make up the loss
in the case of another man.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The principle is
same with fire insurance.

the

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)-The ob-
ject of the Bill is to crush the usurer, and
I would have only two or three Unes ln that
Bill, that no one should lend money at a
higher rate than 12 per cent, and that no
man should recover principal or Interest if
money is loaned at a higher rate. I do not
care whether he be a usurer or banker, I
would limit It to that.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND--My hon. friend
can easily calculate what 20 per cent is upon
a small sum for thirty or sixty days. It
comes to very little. I thInk it is simply ln
accord with the law on the statute-book
which allows paWnbrokers to collect 20 and
even 24 per cent for the first period, after
which it slides down. I think I stated last
year that It was 18 and a fraction per
cent. and yet the pawnbroker bas in bis
possession an article of furniture, or silver-
ware. or something which absolutely guar-
antees the loan. The law allows hlm to
collect 18J per cent on loans absolutelY se-
cured. yet he has some obligations to the
public. He must pay license, and par-
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liament has not thought his rates too
bigh. At all events, no one bas to
this day compladned of the extortion-
ate rates allowed to the pawnbroker. When
you corne to money lenders, who bave
no security but the signatures of young men
who have, as capital, only their future, you
would give that money lender a less rate of
interest. I thlnk we should follow the
same lines that parliament has fIxed for
pawnbrokers and allow usurers to charge 20
per cent. Twenty per cent on $50, for one
month Is a fraction under one dollar. As
the hon. Minister of Justice says, the man
who loans fifty dollars of his hard-earned
money to a needy borrower has, in the first
place, to insure not only the collection of
this interest, but the collection of the capital
he has risked, and I quite understand, when
people present doubtful names, that he
should go beyond the legal bank rate of In-
terest. On short loans the lender never goes
beyond ninety days. I do not think it la
extortionate.

The CHAIRMAN-I shall take the sense
of the committee on the reduction of the rate
from 20 to 12 per cent.

The committee divided on the amendment,
which was carried.

Contents 12, non-contents 11.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I would urge a
reconsideration of that, because we to-day
are facing an unlimited rate of interest, and
we have to come back to the usury laws, to
a certain extent, and I wonder if we are not
imperilling the passage of the measure by
making it too harsh. Time will tell, but I
thought, as a first step, if we stopped at 20
per cent it would be wiser. Will the hon.
gentleman from Glengarry drop the ninety
day's clause ?

ln the hands of these sharks, they dlsmlssed
him, and he had to corme back to Belleville.
I would prevent It altogether if I could.

Hon. Mr. GLEMOW-So would everybody?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is no doubt every
hon. gentleman would like to prevent it, but
we are not dealing with usury laws gener-
ally. We recognize the right to contract for
the use of money, the same as we do for
any other article of value, but there are
certain parties whose circumstances compel
them to pay extortionate rates, and if you
limit the rate and the time, it will render
it impossible for them to borrow at all.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-The time is not of
so much importance when the rate of 12
per cent is adopted.

The CHAItMAN--Is it understood that
the 10 per cent is reduced to six ?

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
makes it 12 per cent, and 6 per cent, without
the limitation.

The clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 5.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to ask
the promoter of the Bill whether bona f-de
holder means a holder without notice for
value.

Hou. Mr. DANDURAND-The bona fide
holder is one who bas given value.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Would it mean that
he was a holder without notice ? A man
who had notice that a security was in con-
travention of this Bill, when it becomes
law, would be a bona flde holder for value,
but would n'ot be a holder without notice,
and If he had notice, lie ought not to be al-
lowed to recover.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-No, I consider that Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If he had notice he
the mest important amendment. would not be a bona fide holder.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-To my
mind, it is nonsense to say you will prevent
renewals. You cannot do it. You have two
men In a firm. You borrow from one to-day
and from another to-morrow. That can al-
ways be done. Speaking of the effect of the
operations in Montreal, I know a very res-
pectable man who was driven out of that
city. As soon as his employer knew he was

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-It seems to me this
clause would afford a way of evading the
law entirely. A man cannot be a bona fide
holder when a note comes to him bearing
on its face a rate of interest higher than ls
stipulated here. Still, by this clause it is
Lntended that any man holding a note may
recover the-amount of it, even if the rate of
Interest ls higher than is decreed here.

530 [SENATE]
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, he could not do that.
Hon. Mfr. DANDURAND-If the note bears

the rate of interest on the face of It, no one
would be a bona fide holder of it, because
the rate of interest would be there to be seen.
This protects only the party who holds a note
which has been discounted at a higher rate
than the one allowed by law without show-
ing the rate on the face of it, It is in a
measure, concealed by the discount.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Then the clause is
not sufficient.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Cannot a man agree
to pay any amount of interest he likes ?

Hon. Mr. DANiDURANfD-The amount
collectable would be only 12 per cent.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to ask the hon.
gentleman another question. Clause 3 refers
to a 'negotiable Instrument, contract or
agreement.' Clause 5 refers only to 'nego-
tiable instruments.' Do you not propose to
protect a man who enters luto a contract
or agreement ? The EnglIsh Bill makes such
provision.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-'Negotiable in-
strument' covers that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It does not cover the
case of a bond or agreement.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
strikes me there is a good deal of force in
the remarks made by the hon. gentleman
from St. Boniface. I understand that If the
note shows on the face of it a higher rate
than the one allowed by this Bill, the hold-
er of It would not be a bona fide holder ;
but If It were given without any rate of in-
terest being mentioned on the face of it,
then, though the lender may have exacted
50 per cent, he would be a bona fide holder
and could collect It. Or, in other words, if
a man gives a note for a hundred dollars and
gets but fifty dollars, the lender could sell
the note for $75 to another person and he,
being a bona fide holder, could collect the
full amount.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Would
not that have exactly the effect polnted out
by the hon. gentleman from St. Boniface ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-The borrower could
collect the difference from the lender.

34J

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Could
the borrower sue the lender and make him
pay that $50, under this clause ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND--Certainly.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I do not see how it
could be done.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I would ask my hon.
friend to make provision for contracts and
agreements as well as negotiable instru-
ments.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The negotiable
instrument passes from one hand to another
simply by endorsement, and we are bound
not to disturb banking transactions, so I
put in clause 5 in order to proteet the bona
fide holder. I think he is the only one who
should be protected.

Hon. MNr. BERNIER-That Is all right.
That Is the general principle in the trans-
actions. But the result wIll be that every
note will be made in such a way that it may
be transferred to a third party, and that
third party will be a boua fide holder, and
the borrower will be cheqted.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-The party who
pays more money than he should under this
law can always reach the shaver, the one
who has obtained on the discount of the
note More than he was entitled to. He
cannot turn round to the second or third
holder, who has paid the full amount of the
note or draft, and say I will not pay for
more than 50 cents on the dollar because it
is all I got. He will bave to pay hlm 100
cents, but he can turn round and collect the
difference from the usurer.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 7,

Hon. Mr. POWER-Will the bon. gentle-
man explain this clause ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-This clause
covers all notes that have not matured to
this date, before the sanction of the Act,
but which will mature after the sanction of
the Act. The court will not re-open trans-
actions. There will be no retroactive effect,
but at maturity they will cease to bear a
larger rate of Interest than the rate provided
by this measure, so that if a note bas been
discounted at a higher rate of Interest than
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the rate allowed in this Bill the borrower under frve hundred dollars,
will not be able to recover It, but the money security, let it be chattel or
lender will have to content himself with the law will cover the contract.
rate of interest fixed in this Bill althougr why a party who gives, in a
the note may bear a high rate of interest? own signature, a chattel mo

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-In other words, pay a heavier rate than 12 p
they will have to comply with this Act law is general. We have dar
after the maturity of the note says:

-and if any such excess has
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Yes. allowed ln account, by the det

the creditor to repay It ;and may
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-How will this affect wholly or in part, or revise, or

chattel mortgages ? They are a very un- rity given in respect of the tra
certain kind of security. Then there are That may le a chattel mortg
warehouse receipts and a variety of trans-
actions of that kind. Will this Act interfere
with them? given at 50 per cent, and tha

after the passing of thiýs Ac
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think not. me that this Act should be

Hon. Mr. POWER-In order to make the to that transaction. It seem
meaning of the clause clear, I think the hon. because I consider such tr
gentleman should insert a few words after Immoral. I should like to cal
the word 'Instrument' in the first Une. It of the hou, gentleman to the È
says : 'In the case of any such negotiable clause. It says:
Instruments.' What negotiable Instruments In the case of any such negoti
does that refer to? We might add the maturing after the date of the
words 'made before the passing of this Act.
Act and maturing after the passing of this I quite understand that, b
Act.' me there should be someth

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think the clause is efore e pasa o th
clear as it is after its passage.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In Fon. Mr. DANDURAN
Ontario, if you owe a merchant a debt he 'such' refers to the negotiabl
takes, sometimes, a chattel mortgage in clause six.
security for that debt. A man wants to
borrow money but he has net security other n f r BE E-Wha
than a chattel mortgage. If he borrows the ang of th s At e
money at a higher rate than 12 per cent,
would It affect the chattel mortgage to the Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-T
amount over 12 per cent only ? A man bor- an amendment to say they
rows a hundred dollars. The party charges before the passing Of this Ac
him 10 per cent. He will charge him ten dol- this clause le amended as
lars for drawing the mortgage and make the In the case of any such negotia
mortgage bear 10 per cent. A man borrows made before the passing of this
one hundred dollars and the lender, being a Ing atter the date of the passin
lawyer, deducts 10 per cent from the amount And I move that the eame M
and charges $10, for drawing the mortgage, after the word 'agreements
and then makes the mortgage bear 10 per clause.
cent interest, so that he gets 30 per cent for The atendment was adoî
the first year. How would this law affect

unThe clause, U an ended, ç

Hon. Mr. DANDIRAND-My opinion is) Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-
that whatever collateral security you give the tite of the Bicha e 'An
the money-lender, you fawl under the opor-vmoney-lenders.'
ation of tais law. if you borrow money The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANDURANýD.

whatever the
otherwise, this
But I wonder
ddition to his
rtgage, should
er cent. This
se four which

been paid, or
tor, may order
set aside elther

alter, any secu-
nsaction.

age.

osing a note is
t note matures
t, it seems te
made to apply
s to me fair,
ansactions are
1 the attention
rafting of this

able Instrument
passing of this

It is seems to
ing more, be-
ich originated
ct will mature

D-The word
e instrument in
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erformed after

here should be
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t. I move that
follows :
ble instruments,
Act, and matur-
g of this Act.
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in the same
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-I move that
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Hon. Mr. McKAY, from the committee,
reported the Bill with amendments, whicb
were concurred In.

GAS INSPECTION ACT.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself
mittee of the Whole on Bill
to amend the Gas Inspection

into a Com-
(78) 'An Act
Act.'

(In the Committee.)

On clause 1.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Did the hon. min-
Ister obtain information respecting the point
I raised yesterday ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. I have the as-
surance f rom the Minister of Inland Revenue
that he will propose to council a reduction
of the fees, so that they will not be more
than the gas companies are paying at
Dresent.

Hou. Mr. CLEMOW-Can the hon. min-
Ister put a few words in the Bill to that
effect ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, because the statute
authorizes it to be done in council.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-One company here
pays $152 a year for an inspection every
three months, and under this Bill they would
have to pay every month.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-How many meters are
there in Ottawa ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Less than a thou-
sand. We have an inspection every three
months, for which we pay $152. This Bill
would compel an inspection once a month.

Hon. Mr. 'SCOTT-No, once in two months.
At ail events, the inspection fees will not
be increased.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (Windsor), from
the committee, reported the Bill without
amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.
The House resolved itself into a Com-

mittee of the Whole on Bill (79) ' An Act to
amend the General Inspection Act.'

(In the committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Flax seed has never
been subject to inspection, and there is a
quantity of over three hundred thousand
bushels of flax seed grown in Manitoba,
and the Board of Trade In Winnipeg have
asked that it be included in the articles to
be inspected.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
only objection I have to this Bill is that it
Is provincial legislation. I do not see why
It should be confined to one province. If It
be necessary to inspect flax seed grown in
Manitoba, it must be equally important that
the flax seed grown in the other provinces
should be inspected. The hon. gentleman
will remember that we had a discussion
upon this matter of class legislation some-
time ago, in reference to bags. A special
size of bags was provided to meet the case
of the habitants of Quebec. They were in
the habit of purchasing the bags containing
sugar, imported from Manilla and other
places, whIch did not hold the quantity
that the bags used In other provinces held.
I remember objecting to that, not as class
legislation, but as provincial legislation
exclusively, although perhaps it could fairly
be called class legislation. It seems to me
that on questions of this kind we should
deal with the whole Dominion. What pos-
sible harm could arise from striking out the
word ' Manitoba' ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The answer to it ls
this, that In the case of bags they are in
universal use.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
not universal.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They are used ail over
the Dominion. Flax seed is grown only in
Manitoba to any extent.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That 1s
a mistake.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is grown in very
small quantities elsewhere. The other pro-
vinces do not want Inspection and there Is
no reason why we should force it on them.
Flax seed has been mentloned In our In-
spection Act. It is an exception to the
general rule. If other provinces want it at
any time, we eau amend the law, but until
they do, we should not force it on them.
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Hon. Mr. MdMHLLAN-I cannot see what
harm It will do. If they want Inspection,
It will be on the statute-book, and I think
the Secretary of State would be very much
surprised If he knew all the flax seed that
ls produced ln Ontario. I agree with the
hon. leader of the opposition that the law
should be made to apply to the whole Dom-
inion, If It le any good at all.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Hear, hear!

Hon. Mr. McOALLUM-I know there ls a
good deal of flax seed raised ln the pro-
vince of Ontario, and I do not see why the
farmers of the province of Ontario, If they
want clean flax seed, should not have this
law as well as the people of Manitoba. What
have the people of Ontario, Quebec and the
Maritime provinces done that they are to be
excluded from the operation of this Act ?
The Secretary of State says they do not
want it. Does he mean to tell us that he
never gives people what they do not want ?
It is his duty, when making the laws, to do
justice to ail.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The people of this coun-
try have been consulted time after time
with reference to the Inspection Act. It has
been on our statute-book for probably twenty
years. They have never thought proper
to Include flai seed, because It has never
been of sufficlent Importance to be Included.
I do not believe ln fo'rcing It upon parts of
the country where It ls not required.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-We are ail against
multlplylng offcials. If we extend this Bili
to the other provinces, where so small a
quantity of fiax seed isgrown, we shall be
imposlng more officials on them. I thInk it
le judicious on the part of the government
to have Inspection only In the provinces
where large quantities of this seed are
grown.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The reason for ask-
Ing for this Bill 1s, that flax seed 1s grown
ln Manitoba for the sake of the seed. It le
grown ln Ontario for the fibre as well as the
seed. The seed le sold on sample and shipped
to Ontario, and they want to establish a
grade on which they can sell the seed. It ls
not unusual for this parliament to legislate
for Manitoba especlally. For Instance, the
grades of wheat wlhich apply to Manitoba do
not apply to the other provinces. Purchasers

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

in Manitoba have found difficulty in placing
flax seed upon the market and have asked
for this legislatlon. It ls simlar to the Act
In the United States which appiles to the
Western 'States, where flax ls grown for the
seed and not for the fibre. This legislation
will give our flax seed a standing on the
market. It has been asked for by the board
of trade of Winnipeg.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The hon. gentleman
ls mistaken when he says that flax Is grown
ln Ontario for the fibre only. Farmers in
Ontario raise flax seed fer the oil and for
feed. We do not object to Manitoba get-
ting this amendment to the Inspection Act,
and I do not see why my hon. friend should
so far forget himself as to object to this
Bill applying to the whole DominIon. Flax
seed le grown In Ontario to some extent for
the fibre, but the seed ls also used exten-
slvely. Manitoba wants everything. All
its geese are swans. It seems to me they
should allow us to have something too. I
wish them to prosper, but they cannot pros-
per much If they deny to others what they
want for themeelves.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I do not for a moment
suggest that flax was not grown in Ontario
for commercial purposes. I said that It
was grown for fibre as well as for the seed.
In Manitoba the flax is grown for the seed
exclusively, which le shipped to the oil f ac-
tories In Ontario, and they want to establish
a grade by which they can sell It. I must
admit what the hon. gentleman says, when
Ontario geese come to Manitoba they become
swans, they are so well fed and cared for.
But there is no use In objeeting to our get-
ting this legisiation simply because other
provinces don't need it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-We do, not object;
we want to give It to yo.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-As soon as the boards
of Trade of Ontario want such legislation
they wIll ask for It. This le asked for by
the Corn Exchange and the Board of Trade
of Winnipeg, and by grain dealers generally,
and it le but right and proper that we should
pass an Act to facilitate the handling of
fiax seed which le raised and sold ln Mani-
toba.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman le argulng on false pre-

534



[MAY 14, 1900]

mises altogether. No one Is objecting to
Manitoba getting this legislation. What we
objects to is that it should ibe confined to one
province. Flax has been ralsed in Canada
for a great many years. When I was Minis-
ter of Customs the qiýestion was brought
under my notice scores and scores of times
as to the duty on flax seed and fibre also.
What they do with fibre in Ontario I do not
know, but I know there ls an oil factory in
the County of Waterloo, run by the member
from South Waterloo, and there are hun-
dreds and hundreds of acres of flax raised
annually, more for the seed than for the
fibre, and for that reason I contend that
the law of inspection should apply to the
whole of Canada and not to one province
only. The analogy the hon. gentleman tries
to draw between the grades of wheat and
flax seed le not applicable at all. We know
that Manitoba hard wheat and the mixed
and soft wheat are altogether different from
wheat produced in the other provinces; ergo,
there should be a special provision for the
inspection of Manitoba hard and the differ-
ent grades which would not apply to wheat
grown in Ontario, or in any other part of the
Dominion. As to the inspection of flax seed,
I do not know whether there le more oil in
the seed grown ln Manitoba than there is in
that grown in Ontario; my only objection to
this Bill is that its provisions are confined
to one province when the" should be applied
to the whole Dominion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It le a question of fact
whether it should be applied to every pro-
vince or not. There is no doubt that flax
seed ls more extensively grown ln Manitoba,
apparently at aIl events, than ln any other
province. It le also true that in Manitoba
the season lis shorter-that the autumn le
followed by an earlier winter than In
Ontario.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Som parts of it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In some parts of it I
know. We never have had anything said
in Ontario about an inspection of fiax seed.
In west Ontario, so far as flax seed is
grown, it is Only lu Ilmited quantities for
the purpose Of feedlng stock. The autun
ls long, and I do not know that I ever heard
of an inferior grade of flax seed. I do not
know that I ever heard of flax seed being

injured by immaturity, or frost, or an early
winter season.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Oh, yes.

Hon. M. McCALLUM-It needs
cleansed like other grain.

to be

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is generally sold,
where It ls sold, to the hardware men, who
purchase clover and timothy and seed
wheat.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Don't you seil the
fibre ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is sometimes sold, but
it le sometimes wasted. We have had no
inspection, so far as I know, of timothy and
clover seeds, and I do not see any necesslty
for the inspection of flax seed. At ail events,
if there was a very great difference In the
varieties produced, the quantity la so small
that it would not pay the public to appoint
an inspector for the purpose of grading it.
We can hardly provide for the appolntment
of an inspector of flax seed In every section
of the Dominion, without having applicants
for the position, and my hon. friend will
know whether in his section of the codntry
it would pay the public to provide for the
appointment of an inspector of flax seed. I
do not think it would in my section at the
present Ume, because we go more extensive-
ly Into other Unes of production which are
found more prbfitable to the farmer.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Corn, for instance.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, corn. On account
of the ertent to whlch flax ls produced ln
Manitoba, there is a necessity at the pre-
sent time for an inspection of flax seed ln
that province. I doubt if there Is a neces-
sity for it elsewhere. As soon as any one
can show a necessity for the appointment
of such an Inspector ln any other province,
I shal be prepared to make provision for it.
My hon. friend, like myself, ls inclined to
follow British practice. That practice is
practically not to say good morning to the
devil tili you meet hlm, and we provide for
the evil when the necessity arises. At the
present time, I do not think that necessitY
has arisen, and my hon. friend le hardly
serious In his criticim of the Secretary of
State In the submission of this Bill-he ls
'ather amusing himself, because he thinks
we have not a great deal to do.
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Hon. Mr. ALMON-I have a very great
objection to any difference being made be-
tween the provinces of the Dominion to
which we belong, and of which we are so
proud. This Bill being conftned to Manitoba
implies that we canuot raise flax in Nova
Scotia. On the contrary, the production of
fiax was In the early years of the history of
Nova Scotia, one of its principal productions.
The production of flax seed has fallen off
as this Bill would indicate, but the measure
should apply to Nova Scotia. I understood
the Minister of Justice to say that it might
involve unnecessary expense. They need not
appoint an inspector until bis services are
required. I believe even New Brunswick
eau produce flax seed, much as it bas been
decried by this Bill. Therefore, I shall op-
pose it unless it is made to apply to every
province of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Nova Scotia can raise
flax on the north shore, of course, but not
In large quantities. I have seen linen made
there from native flax. The argument of
the Minister of Justice is so powerful that
I should think no one would care to oppose
it. He has shown that there is no necessity
for app!y!ng this legislation to any other
pr7orince than Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I move that the
word ' Manitoba' be struck out of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I have no objection
to the Bill passing if it is to apply to the
whole I)oiminion. Though I live In the
North-west Territories, I might want to buy
flax seed from Ontario.

Hou. Mr. POWER-You would be foolish
to buy flax seed lin Ontario, when you can
get It in Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-If I buy it in Ontario,
I want to know what I am buying. If this
Bill applies to the whole Dominion, I would
bave my redress if an inferior article were
sold to me.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-Tbs
regulates the weight of fiax seed to the
buyer. There is no regulation in the law
regarding the weiglit of flax seed in On-
tario, or any other part of the country ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There has been no law
hitherto on the subject.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-You
are enacting that a bushel of flax seed in
Manitoba shall welgh fifty pounds, but If, as
my hon. friend' from Wolseley says, a man
wishes to buy flax seed in Ontario, he should
know what it is. There is no provision in
this Bill to regulate wbat the weight of a
bushel of fiax seed should be in any part of
Canada outside of Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, it only applies to
Manitoba.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If you
strike out the word 'Manitoba ' there will
be no difficulty about it. It cannot possibly
hurt Manitoba to apply the Act generally.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-For the last twenty-five
years we have been going on wlthout the
inspection of flax seed in Ontario. No one
bas ever suggested, when the Inspection
Act was before parliament. that flax seed
sbould be inspected. It is very curious this
new-born zeal to introduce It now when It
ls found to be a commercial necessity in
Manitoba. Manitoba grows four times more
flax seed than all the rest of the Dominion.
The quantity grown in Ontario is nominal.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-How much Is
grown ln Ontario ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It bas diminished rather
than Increased in twenty-five years. To
apply the Act generally would involve the
appointment of inspectors in different dis-
tricts of Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If I were the Secretary
of State, I would let the majority of the
House have its way. The inspection is not
compulsory, and it is hardly worth discus-
sion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. Secretary of State Is surprised at our
new-born zeal. He should remember that
the bon. gentlemen who take the position
we do are progressive reformers, and I am
rather surprised that he has become an old
fogey Tory, and wants to stick to the
practice of twenty-five years ago. Liberal-
Conservatives like progress wherever it is
necessary.

lon. Mr. MILLS-Both parties are repre-
sented ln the House of Commons. The
public are there represented. The gentle-
men who ait In the House of Commons are
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specially interested in meeting the public ment bring a Bil before us, ail we
wishes and public requirements. have to do ln future, is to swallow It

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-No more than we are. without comment. The question of party
bas nothlng whatever to do with this

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The obligation rests on matter. 1 started out with the declaration
them more than It rests on us. that I was oppoeed to provincial legisation

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not at for any one section of the country, when
811. it can apply, wlth the same reason, to ail

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I dissent from that view
entirely. The point is that these men are of party bad nothing whatever to do with
elected there, and if they do not meet the th i to a uner detail. If e ee
wishes of the people who sent them to par- tbecting t there of e B e
liament, they will incur the public censure. Bil belng a government measure, he mlght
If the Conservative paÉty, or the LiberalIf te Cnsevatie pift, ortheLibralaccuse us of party feeling and motives. But
party, ln the country want an inspection of we are simply dealing with the details of
flaxseed in Ontario, or New Brunswick, or the Bil, and advocating an amendment that
Nova Scotia, or Quebec, or ln the Yukon does fot affect the province that the measure
country, they will make a representation is lntended to benefit. Ail we ask is to ex-
to that effect. Will my hon. friends opposite tend the same privilege and the same bene-
tell me, who in the House of Commons, one fit to other sections of the Dominion, ln case
party or the other, bas asked for a measure It may be required. It does fot follow that
like this, beyond the district covered by the the government must appoint a number of
Bill ? It Is proposed to inspect flaxseed inspectors. If there are Inspectors of grain,
grown in Manitoba, because there It Is a they w111 perform the duties that an in-
general article of merchandise. It is not s0 spector of grain would perorm ln Manitoba.
anywhere else, and, of course, this Is a gov- There is no necessity for any new officers
ernment measure, proposed by the Depart- under the Bil. The board of trade of On-
ment of Inland Revenue, and if me hon. tarie have something to do with the ap-
friends opposite think that for that reason pointment of inspectors. If it be neces-
it ought to be amended- sary to inspect wheat, oats and barley, they

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh, no. can do the same with regard to faxseed.
i I every case where w-e take exception to

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The government is the wording of a government Bil we are
not in danger. told that we are obstructing. For my part,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, and not likely to be 1 repudiate any snch charge.
for some time to come. Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. frlend has not

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Not before the end stated my position qulte accurateiy. I did
of the session. not simply say that bon. gentlemen were op-

Posing the government mensures on every oc-
Hon. Mr. MILLS-And it does seem to me casion, nor have Icontended that verbal sug-

that it is scarcely fair opposition to under-
take to amend this Bill as proposed. r etoso hne eeojcinbetaketo mendthi Bi as ropsed have not taken that position, but I bave

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do Pointed out that here Is a mensure ln which
not want to interrupt too often, but I take both great parties in the state, elected by
exception to the statement made by the hon.'the people and interested la meeting the
Minister of Justice. He bas no right to wishes of the people, dîd not propose to ex
impute to the members of this House a tend the mensure further than it is cxtend-motive which does wot actuate them. ed by the provisions of the Bi. There are

Hon. two classes of flaxseed mentoned l this
an r. hill one weighing fifty-three pounds, nd

the other fifty pounds. and anything less
Hon. Sir -MACKENZIE BOWEL If the than that cannot be graded. That may be

doctrine of the bon. Mijnister or Justice the weight of the flaxseed in Manitoba. I do
is accepted, that when the govern- not know what the weight of flaxseed in On-
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tarlo is, nor do I know that It is the same
in the eastern portion of Ontario as in the
western portion. I do know that a bushel
of oats will vary several pounds in weight.
We have a different weight ln Prince Ed-
ward Island from what we have elsewhere,
and I venture to say to my hon. friend op-
posite, who is proposing to amend the Bill,
by striking out Manitoba and inserting Can-
ada, that he does not know whether a bushel
of flaxseed, of good quality, will weigh five
pounds more or five pounds less to the
bushel in Ontario than in Manitoba. I have
not that information, and I do not know
that any hon. gentleman here has it, and
without that information you could not leg-
islate Intelligently, if legislation were de-
sirable. In Ontarlo the quantity produced
is so limited that to appoint an inspector
would be improper.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The government
might do in this case, as they do with my
inquirles. Where I put a question, and they
have not the information, the matter stands.
I think this measure should stand until they
obtain the information.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The hon. minister
says that no hon. gentleman in the House
knows the weight of flaxseed, and he does
not even know it himself. Before my hon.
friend undertakes to classify any grain for
Inspection, he should establish the num-
ber of pounds a bushel should contain.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We are doing it in Mani-
toba.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Well, do it in every
part of Canada. The hon minister gives us
a lecture about what the House of Com-
mons does. I have every respect for the
House of Commons. I was there for a long
time myself, but I do not think the hon.
minister should claim that the House of
Commons is the best Judge of every mea-
sure the government lays before this House.
I am not going to accept that as gospel. With
all my respect for the Minister of Justice, I
will not swallow that doctrine. I respect
him very much. Before my hon. friend un-
dertakes to establish a grade for flaxseed, he
should state the number of pounds a bushel
should contain. He could get that knowl-
edge from the Department of Inland Rev-
enue. This is a very important measure, but
let us pass a uniform law, to apply all

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

through this Dominion and not have one law
for one place, and a different law for another
place. We have 60 pounds to the bushel for
wheat all over. Talk about expense ; even
in Manitoba it should not cost anything to
inspect the flaxseed, because those that In-
spect wheat should have power to inspect
flaxseed. It should involve no additional
expense to the country, and no additional
expense to the government. I insist upon
dividing the committee on my amendment.

The committee divided on the amendment,
whieh was lost on the following division:-

Yeas, 12 ; Nays, 14.

Hon. Mr. BURPEE, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (113) 'An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents, certain powers for the
relief of the Frost & Wood Company, Lim-
ited.'-(Hon. Mr. Power.)

Bill (102) 'An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents, certain powers for the
relief of James Milne.'-(Hon. Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, in absence of Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawca, Tuesday, May 15, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NOVA SOOTIA STEEL COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROIM COMMITTEE.

Hon. fMr. ALLAN, from the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, reported Bill (24)
'An Act respecting the «Nova Scotia Steel
Company, Limited.'

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I take the earliest op-
portunity of expressing to the House my
very deep regret that I had no notice of
the meeting at which this report was agreed
to, and had no expectaffon that the meeting
would be held. In the absencé of the chair-
man, I understood that the meeting would
not be held. I make no charge against any-
one; at the same time, although I am not a
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member of the Banking Committee, I had
mentioned to several members that I had
objections to this Bill. It is a very import-
ant measure, and I should have liked to be
present. I do not rise for the purpose of
making any charge against any one, but to
express the opinion that this Bill ought to
receive the attention of the members of the
government, who are mainly, although not
exclusively, responsible for the legislation
ln this chamber. I state this in view of a
precedent which has occurred this session
on the same subject, the subject of steel
companies, in which the bon. Secretary of
State denounced, in the strongest terms,
these enactments for the amalgamation of
two or more companies of this great vital in-
terest, and this House acted, as the House of
Commons had previously acted, upon the Bill
which was the subject of the debate, by
striking out a clause which énabled themi
to do what this Bill enables this company
to do, and that, when it came up here,
after consideration was unanimously struck
out of the Bill. There le, therefore, a great
question about the true policy of legis-
lation at stake ln this matter, but fortunately
there will be an opportunity before the third
reading to consider the matter. I mention It
now, I hope in no offensive terms to any
one, ln order that the government may have
an opportuulty of stating their policy upon
the subject, whether it is really to give
legislative sanction to what I consider dan-
gerous combines, or what Is their policy
upon the subject, so far as this Bill is con-
cerned, I do not desire to repeat myself, but
will resume my seat expressing my very
great regret that I was not present. It
certainly was not my fault, for I knew
nothing of the meeting. I had no notice of
It, and no expectation that it was to be
held. I do not mean to say that I was en-
titled to a courteous notice that a Bill, in
regard to which I had expressed a desire to
be heard, was to come before them, but, as
it happens, I Hkve neither the strength nor
the inclination to Initiate a debate upon this
very vexed question of combines and com-
petition. Every hon. gentleman must act
upon his own responsibility, and I discharge
mine when I call the serious attention of the
government to this measüre, and I, trust be-
fore the third reading they will state what
their policy is, and with that statement I
shall be~quite content.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I have no Intention of
discussing the merits of the BiH. The com-
mittee have passed upon the measure and I
have presented the report which they desired
me to make, but I must correct a statement
whildh my hon. friend has made, which will
produce an erroneous impression upon this
House. In the first place, it ls perfectly
well known to most members who take much
interest in the business of the House that the
Committee on Banking and Oommittee meets
on Tuesdays and Thursdays, whenever there
li any business to be done, and the Rail-
way Committee meets on Wednesdays and
Fridays. This Bill had been on the Order
paper of the Committee on Banking and
Commerce for some little time. When I
was leaving last week, not wishing to leave
any work undone if there was work to be
done, I was auxious to ascertain whether
there would be any Bills before the com-
mIttee on Thursday, if I remaIned here. I
spoke to my hon. friend about the Bill and
found from him that he was not at all
anxious for that Bill to come up, or to be
pressed, and therefore that removed any
trouble on that score. I knew that that Bill
would not come up on Thursday, but r told
my hon. f riend then that I should be back
before the next meeting of the committee,
when this Bill would come up as a matter
of course, and therefore I supposed, if he
followed the business of the House at all,
he would be perfectly well aware that when
the next meeting of that committee was
held this BiH would be on the Order paper.
Not only that, but when the committee met
I sent a messenger twice to see if he could
find the bon. gentleman from Amherst.
Not knowing that he did not come up to the
House in the morning, I sent a messenger
to his room next to the post office, and he
was not there. My bon. friend the leader
of the opposition, will bear me out in that
statement. My hon. friend could not be
found and the committee decided to go on
with the consideration of the Bill. That ls
all I have to say. It was certainly not
trom any want of consideration due to mY
bon. friend, who is the last man to whom I
should be desirous of seeing any want Of
courtesy or consideration shown.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am rather pleased
that this little difficulty bas arisen, because
it has given the House an opportunity to
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hear my lhon. friend from Amherst once
again in the Chamber, where lie was so pro-
minent a member for many years, and I
think the little speech lie has made goes
to show that if lie would take the trouble
he would still be nearly as valuable a mem-
,ber of the House as lie was in former years.
I can assure the lion. gentleman that there
was no desire on the part of the committee
to show want of courtesy to him, and also
that the objection which the hon. gentleman
has taken to this measure was taken in the
committee and was discussed there. Of
course it might have been taken in a more
effective manner if the hon. gentleman had
been present, but the objection was taken
and was discussed, and I really do not think
that, under the circumstances, lie would
have continued to press his objections. The
condition of things is this, that in Sydney
there are at the present time two large
undertakings, the Dominion Coal Company,
and the Dominion Steel and Iron Company,
both controlled to a very considerable extent
by capitalists belonging to the United States.
These two corporations will probably work
harmoniously, because the shares in the two
corporations are held largely by the same
persons. The gentlemen who compose the
Nova Scotia Steel Company, whose property
Is deaIt with by the Bill which has just been
reported, have large works at Ferrona in the
county of Pictou. They are desirous of
competing with the United States com-
panies in Sydney, and in order to enable
them to compete on even terms with the
other companies, they have entered into an
arrangement with the owners of what are
known as the Old Sydney Mines, so that this
company, when they begin their works at
Sydney, will have the same advantage in the
way of coal as the existing companies
possess. This steel company, and the own.
ers of the Old Sydney Mines, have entered
into an arrangement to pool their interests,
and are securing a charter, or have already
secured a charter in England, and they
propose to establish at North Sydney works
w-hich will compete with the works now
conducted-chiefly by United States capital-
ists-in other portions of Cape Breton. I
do not see why this House should Interfere,
partIcularly as the interests of the share-
holders of the Nova Scotia Steel Company
are carefully guarded. Tiere is a provision

Hon. Mr. POWER.

made for paylng them all off at par. It was
shown that common stock of this steel com-
pany has not cost the present holders any-
thing like par. They are to get par for it,
and the whole thing is put under the control
of the existing shareholders of this com-
pany, because the amalgamation cannot take
place without the consent of two-thirds in
value of the whole stock of the company.
The General Mining Association own North
Sydney mine, and their Incorporation is in
England. I presume the English author-
ities will look after that ; so I do not think
there is very much substantial foundation
for the dread of my hon. friend, particu-
larly as the Bill provides, as I say, that the
shareholders of this steel company should
be ipaid in full at par.

lon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I might say, in
addition to the remarks of the lion. gentle-
man from Halifax, that the promoters of
this Bill appeared before the committee this
morning and stated that 80 per cent of the
shareholders were in favour of the provisions
of the Bill, and I think that lis a pretty good
endorsation of it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-While the principle
stated by the lion. gentleman from Amherst
is a sound one, that parliament does not, as
a rule, authorize a company to amalgamate
with any other company they may select,
ln this Instance the company Is named, so
the objection Is removed. I suppose there
is no objection to the amalgamation with
this particular company.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The proposal ls to
construet a new company out of two exist-
Ing companies.

Hon. Mr. De BOUCHERVILLE-Is there
anything in the Bill to prevent them from
amalgamating with another company af ter
this amalgamation ? If it only applies to
these two companies there is no objection.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There Is a difficulty
suggested by the Bill, but it Is one for the
companies to consider, and one which exist-
ed ln our Loan Companies Bill last year, and
which we have met by an amendment to
the Act this year. In the Loan Companies
Act of last year we provided for taking
over, not on]y the assets, but the franchises
of other companies, which were, for the
most part, Incorporated by the provinces. It
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Is pretty clear that, while we could take over
the assets, we could not take over the fran-
chises, because the franchises had their
origin with another parliament. In this case,
I understand, the coal companles have their
franchises from the parliament of Nova
Scotia or the Imperial parliament.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.) Both.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This company might
lease, sell, transfer and convey the whole,
or part, of Its property or business, but I do
not see how it can convey Its franchise. It
could, of course, take over Its property. It
could take over Its business and It would
cease to be the business of this com-
pany; but to take over its fran-
chise, Its political powers, le something
wholly different. For Instance, you have
two corporations, one originatlng In the
province and another in this parliament.
You agree by a Bill here that there should
be a union. That union may extend to the
property and assets of the companles, but
they must be under the one charter or the
other. The charter does not cease to exist
wlth the company that is practically being
wiped out. It still continues to exist. Here
you propose to effect, not merely a union, so
far as assets of the two companles are
concerned, but so far as the franchises are
concerned. If they have not a common
origin, I do not see how that is to be done.
This parliament can provide for the union
of the two companies, and for the fran-
chises of both being possessed by one of
them, or by the new company that has taken
the place of both, but I do not see how
it Is to do that with a franchise obtained
from the province. But that is something
whIch concerns only the parties who are
Ilnterested i the business.

The Bill was ordered for third reading to-
morrow.

too small for the large business which the
company propose to carry on, and therefore
they raised the amount from $100,000 to
$150,000. Then they have increased the

number of shares which a shareholder must
hold to be a director from ten to twenty, and,
seeing the amount which had to be paid be-
fore the company commenced the business
of insurance, they altered that in proportion
to the increased capital from $15,000 to $17,-
500. These are the only alterations.

The Bill was ordered for third reading to-
morrow.

BRANCH RAILWAYS IN PRINCE ED-
WARD ISLAND.

MOTION.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL, (in the

absence of Hon. Mr. Ferguson), moved :
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate copies of all petitions, memorials or other
communications received by the government since
1895, la regard to the construction of branch
railways in Prince Edward Island.

The motion was agreed to.

THE P. O. BUILDING AT CHARLOTTE-
TOWN.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL, (in the

absence of Hon. Mr. Ferguson), moved :
1. Were tenders called for the plumbing work

now being done to the post office building at
Charlottetown?

2. If so, what tenders were received, and what
was the amount of each tender?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The answers that have
been put in my hands are as foHlow : 1. Yes.
2. T. A. Maclean, $1,925 ; Shaw & Beairsto,
$2,180. As the lowest tender exceeded the
amount voted some $2,000, neither tender
was accepted.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

fin (1ff) 'An Act to Incorporate the
ROYAL INSURANCE COMPANY'S BILL. Manitolin and North Shore Rallway Com-

pany-(Hlon. Mr. Watson.)
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. Bil (34) 'An Act respectlng the incor-

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee on poration of Live Stock Record Associations.'
Banking and Commerce, reported Bill (92) -(Hon. Mr. Scott.)
'An Act to incorporate the Royal Marine
Insurance Company,' With amendments.
He said: There are only three amendments AMENDMENT BILL.
to this Bill. The first one lis as to the capital FIRST READING-
stock. It was thought by the committee that A message was receîved from the House
the amount of capital stock was altogether (f Commons wAth B t (143) 'An Act to
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amend the Act respecting securities for seed
grain indebtedness.'

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT, moved that the Bill be
read the second time on Thursday next.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE DOWELL-Would
the hon. gentleman explain the Bill ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-At present, the security
is held in addition to the land and it is re-
leasing the bondsman. It is found quite
unnecessary to continue to hold the bonds-
m.a n.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
not releasing the lands ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, not the land.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Does it release every-
body, or is it at the option of the minister ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It appears to be limited
to sureties.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-But it is in the dis-
cretion of the minister.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It does not say so. It
is the Governor in Council.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Is it imperative that
all parties should be discharged ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I should say so. What-
ever rules are applied to one should be ap-
plied to ail. I will ascertain from the de-
partment what their view of it is. Of
course it would be uniform.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
gives the Governor in Council power to dis-
charge or release any or all of the sureties.
Clause one reads:

The Governor in Council may discharge from
liability persons ,who are liable to the Crown as
surettes upon bonds given to secure repayment
for seed grain furnished by the Crown to per-
sons in the North-west Territories.

It will be the prerogative of the Governor in
Council to say whether or not they will re-
lease them, and consequently they can re-
lease some of the sureties and refuse to re-
lease others. That is generally done, or will
be done, at the discretion of the Minister of
the Interior. In fact, no action will be
taken under this BiUI except upon the re-
commendation of the Minister of the Inter-
ior, who caa recommend whom he pleases;
but it does not follow that the Governor in
Council will adopt the recommendation. As

a rule, it is adopted. He may exercise
favouritism or he may not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is true of every
administrative Act. You have to leave it to
the discretion of the minister. It is some
years since the advancing of seed grain com-
menced, and now the land Itself is ample
security, and those who became sureties may
fairly be discharged.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEÉID-It would facilitate
the discussion of this subject if my hon.
friend, when he again comes down with ad-
ditional information upon the subject, would
ascertain whether there is any dissimilarity
with reference to the varlous guarantees
given by the different sureties. If they are
all placed upon an equality, if they are all
in the same position, it seems to me that
the statute should make it imperative that
they should be released. It seems to me
it is not a case for the exercise of the dis-
cretion of the minister or the Governor in
Couneil.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Unless the security is
insuflient.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If they are not all
upon the same plane, then I can understand
the necessity for exercising such a discretion
as Is outlined in the Bill. There is another
phase of the subject, and that is that the
government have always forced many sure-
ties to pay the amount in default. Will
those parties be indemnified, or will they
have the same jusçice meted out to them
as is proposed by this Bill to, be meted out
to the others ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-I will make the in-
quiries from the Department of the Interior.

The motion was agreed to.

EXPERIMENTAL FARM STATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST READING.
A message was received from the House of

Commons with Bill (135) ' An Act to amend
the Experimental Parm Station Act.'

The Bill was read the first time.
Hon. Mr. MILLS, moved that the Bill be

read the second time to-morrow.
Hon. SIr MACKENZIE BOWELL-Will

the hon. gentleman explain the character of
the Bill ?

542 [SENATE]



[MAY 15, 1900]

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will read the Bll1 so
that hon. gentlemen will understand it. It
is as follows :

Sections 5 and 6 of the Experimental Farm
Station Act, chapter 57 of the Revised Statutes,
are hereby repealed, aand the following substi-
tuted therefor:

5. The said farm stations shall be <under the
direction and control of the minister, subjeot
to such regulations as are made by the Gover-
nor in Council.

2. -The Governor in Council may appoint, and
fix the remuneration of, a director and such chief
offleers as are necessary for each farm station.

3. The minister iray employ, and fix the re-
muneration of, such other officers and employees
as are necessary for each farm station.

4. Such remuneration, and all expenses in-
curred in carrying this Act into effect, shall be
paid ont or such mo ys as are provided by par-
liament for that purpose.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Can
the hon. gentleman Inform the House what
was the character of the provisions under
the old Act which this wIll amend ? How
were the directors appointed, and how were
they paid under the old Act ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not the Act here,
but will give the explanation to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

VOTE OF RESIDENTS IN NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I desire to invite the at-
tention of the Minister of Justice to a matter
which requires an amendment. There is
an amendment here to the Franchise Act,
but that does not affect us lu the North-
west Territories. We have manhood suffrage
there, and have no property qualifications for
electors. A man must be a resident of the
Territories for twelve months preceding the
date of the Issuing of the writ, and must
be a resident of the particular district ln
whIch he is voting for three months Im-
medlately Preceding the date of the writ. A
great number of our people come down to
Ontario and the Eastern provinces in the
winter time. The Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way issue excursion tickets, which enable
farmers to Come down East for a three
months' visit. Supposing an election comes
on within a short time after that, as was
the case in 1896, these farmers cannot take
the oath. I went up to vote, and a gentle-
man chailenged me and said I could not
take the oath and vote. The returning
officer put the bribing oath to me instead of

the qualification oath. I was sharp enough to
detect the difference and was able to take
that oath, but I could not have taken the
other oath, which was as follows:

I, W. D. Perley, do hereby state that I am
a male British subject by birth and naturaliza-
tion, that I am not an unenfranchised Indian,
that I am of the full age of twenty-one years,
that I have resided in the North-west Terri-
tories for at least twelve months, and in this
electoral district for at least three months im-
mediately preceding the present time, that I am
a resident of this polling division, and that I
have not voted at this election either at this or
any other polling place.

A great many persons In the North-west, as
well as other parts of Canada, object to
taking oaths ln any case, particularly at
elections, no matter how well qualified they
may be. They say that if they cannot vote
without taking an oath, they will not vote
at all. Take the case of a farmer who has
resided in the country fifteen years. I have
been there since 1883, and if this oath was
put to me, that I have been a resident for
three months Immediately preceding the date
of the issue of the writ, perhaps I could
take It, but a great many men would refuse
to take that eath. They would not care to
do it. If they had put the proper oath to
me, I could not have taken It, or would
not have taken it, becaci people mlght have
said to my family ' Your father took a false
oath and said he was up here when
he was down In Ottawa., I think
the oath should be amended so as to
remove any doubts. In December last the
trains were loaded for a number of days
witl ftarn ers coming to Ontario. They had
a limited ticket for three months, and then
they returned. An election comes on and I
see a man who is going to vote against me
as I think, and I say ' Swear that man.' He
has to swear that he was in the -elctoral
district for at least three months immediate-
ly preceding the date of the issue of the writ,
and the man will not take the oath. I
think the Minister of Justice should see that
the law Is amended so that those people who
visit the Eastern provinces will be able to
vote when we have an election this sum-
mer, as we may have. There are many men
who will not take that oath if they are re-
q'uired to do It I call the attention of the
hon. Minister of Justice to these tacts In
order that the oath may be altered so that
one man cannot say to another that he has
taken a false oath.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-The oath is clear as it
Is. A man being out of the Territories for
three months, or six months, If his domicile
is in the Territories, does not cease to be a
resident of the Territories because he has
been away. My hon. friend may be five
months in Ottawa, but he is still a resident
of the Territories, and if he were describing
himself ln any conveyance, or document, he
would describe himself as a resident of the
Territories, not as a resident of Ottawa,
simply because he happened to be here for
three or four months. It Is the place where
he has his residence, whether he is present
at that place constantly or not. He is en-
titled to vote at that place and entitled to
take that oath even though he be away
twelve months in Europe.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It is where a man's
domicile is.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Until he acquires a new
domicile, he must be a resident of that place,
but If a man has no home, if he is a labourer,
or a man who is in the employ of another,
and he ceases to have employment and goes
elsewhere, his residence accompanies him.
He resides where he happened to be for the
time being. Practically, he is a nomad and
will be counted in law as a resident of the
place where he is for the time being. But
that does not apply to a man who has a real
home in any section of thé country.

Hon. (Mr. PERLEY-It says 'Three months
immediately preceding.' That will prevent a
great many people from putting the same
interpretation on it that my hon. friend does.
Besides, I may say that people in the North-
west have been largely trained to regard re-
sidence as being right on the spot. Now,
for instance, I know of my own knowledge
several men who have made application to
get their patents. They have resided six
months and some even three years on their
land. I know lots of cases where a man
has gone ten miles away to work for his
neighbour, and come back to his home and
family on his place. Mr. Morgan, in my
district was living on his land, and his team
and sons were working it, and he could not
get his patent because he went away a
few miles to work for another man. The
people are tralned to believe that you have
to be on the land in order to count residence.
This oath is worded very strongly. If you

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

put some other wording to take away this
meaning, it will be all right. For the bene-
fit of a man who is not willing to take the
oath on trivial matters, the Act should be
made plain so that any man could con-
scientiously take the oath. When you say
'the three months immediately preceding'
this time, it is too definite.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I should mention what
my hon. friend has stated to the Solicitor
General in the other House. My hon. friend
will see this, that you do not want to make
a change in the Bill that will put a man,
who has no actual domicile in the territory,
on the footing of a man who has been there
and may be absent for two or three months.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I should like to in-
quire from the Secretary of State if he has
any news from the Prime iMinister about
the document he was to search for. I am
speaking of the Sorel and Drummond Rail-
way.

lion. Mr. SOOTT-No, I have not received
any yet. They were to make a search for
the paper. I gave the motion to the secret-
ary of the Prime Minister with a request
that he would look among his own private
papers to see if there was anything of a
public nature on the subject.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And the secretary has
done nothing yet ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He has not sent any-
thing to me yet.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-While I am on my
feet I should like to know, also, if there is
anything about the petitions in the Gaspô
Short Line question.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, I am having them
copied and will bring them down in a few
days.

lion. Mr. LA'DRY-There is another item
which should not be forgotten. The other
day I made an inquiry, and the hon. gentle-
man told me that a paper had been laid be-
fore the Privy Council on the school ques-
tion. Of course he did not know what was
the nature of the paper, because it did not
pass through his hands, but as it came to,
the Privy Council perhaps be might know.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know reaUy

what the hon. gentleman Is referring to.

Hon. Mr. LANIDRY-I asked the other day
if any correspondence had taken place be-
tween the Manitoba government, the hierar-
chy, or any municipal institution or cor-
poration whatsoever and the federal goveru-
ment relating to the school question, and
the hon. minister told me first that there was
none, and, subsequently, that he had cog-
nizance of a paper that had been placed be-
fore the Privy Council.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There was a document
sent to the Governor General, and there were
some documents or papers or letters sent
to Sir Wilfrid Laurier. Those I have found.
There were noue sent officially to the Se-
cretary of State or to the Governor in Coun-
cil. I am having those copied and will bring
them down in a day or two.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should like to ask the Minister of Justice if
he is preparing that return of the disallow-
ance of provincial Acts.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I gave instructions to
my deputy to have the return made up. I
have not spoken to him lately on the sub-
Ject.

THIRtD READING.

Bill (T) 'An Act respecting Usury.'-(Mr.
Dandurand.)

INSPECTION ACT AMENIDMENT BILL.
THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. SOTT moved the thIrd reading
Of BWI (79) 'An Act to amend the General
Inspection Act so as to provIde a grade for
fiax seed.' He sald : There seems to be an
opinion in the minds of some hon. gentlemen
that this BIlH Is a departure from a prin-
Ciple Which Is always recognized ln passing
Acts of parlamnent, but there are exceptions
to that rule, and this la one of the exceptions
that I think, la only proper to be made. I
expliLned, when the Bill was before the
Houe at a previous stage, that it could
properly onIy be appled te Manitoba. In
the general Inspection- Act we fand there
are special grains known as Manitoba grains.
The fact ls that the uol and elimate of
Manitoba differ very materialily from goil
and climate of other parts of this wlde
Dominion, and therefore the standards

which are established for Manitoba would
be altogether unsuited to the whole Do-
minion. Apart from that, the quantity of
flax-seed grown outside of Manitoba and the
North-west is very small. I am advised by
Mr. Livingston that the whole quantity
grown outside of Manitoba is only 75,000
bushels. The Bill was first asked for by the
Dominion Oilcloth Company of Montreal.
They are purchasers of the Manitoba flai
seed, and they first brought the subject un-
der the notice of the Department of Inland
Revenue, which is charged with matters of
that kind. Mr. Livingston, of Livingston
Bros., the head of the firm, is a member of
the House of Commons. The firm have an
establishment in Ontario.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-They did have.
They have not now.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was under the Im-
pression that It was being contInued. At all
events, I was led to believe that those were
the only two large purchasers of flax seed.
The standard required for the flax seed
grown outaide of Manitoba would be very
different from the standard that could be
lak down in Manitoba, just as the standard
for Manitoba Is different from the standard
of wheat ln other parts of Canada.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-What ls the au-
thority for that ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-For instance, there la
Manitoba fife wheat. There Is no fife wheat
graded outside of Manitoba. Parliament
has thought fit to grade that grain for
Manitoba. There la just the same principle
applied to flax. We recognize a departure
from the general ln defining standards for
our grains. We recognize that this le a very
wlde country, extendIng four thousand miles
from east to west, and therefore what would
be a suitable standard for one part Of the
country would not be a suitable standard
for another.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There la one point on
which I am anxieus for information. This
BIH says Manitoba flax seed No. 1 shal
weigh net less than 53 pounds to the buahel
No. 2, not less than 50 pounds to the busheL
Can the hon. gentleman tell the HoUse whe-
ther the flax eeed of Ontario welghs the
same as Maitoba flax seed or net ?

Hon. Mr. 900TT-I am advised that it
does not. I atated yesterday moSt emphatl-
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cally that the fiax seed grown in Manitoba
was very superlor in quallty, and It would
be manifestly unfair to require the grower
in other parts of Canada to accept that
standard. It Is not grown in sufficlent
quantities to justify the grading outside of
Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. OLEMOW-How does the hon.
gentleman know that ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I got the Information
from the officer of the department who Is
speclally charged with the study of this
question, and lie Informs me, on the author-
lty of Mr. Livingston, that the whole quan-
tity grown outside of Manitoba Is about
75,000 bushels, and it is an inferlor grain
as compared with the fiax seed of Manitoba.
It would be manifestly unfair to force on
the growers of flax seed outside of Manitoba
standards that they did not desire. They
sell It for what the purchasers choose to
pay.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-How many pounds of
flai seed constitute a bushel.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is fifty-three pounds
under this BU

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-In the Act ge4erally ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This Is the first time
that flax seed has been Introduced ln the
Act. It was never graded or recognized as
one of our regular grains, for the reason
that it was grown in comparatively small
areas.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I thought a bushel
of flax seed weighed 56 pounds.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Who asks for this
inspectlon-the purchaser or consumer ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It ls asked for by both.
The grain trade of Winnipeg and purchasers
of the Manitoba grain outside of Winnpeg.
Both parties want it graded ln order that,
in giving orders, they may know exactly what
they are obtaining. I do'not know that there
is anything more to be said on the subject
than to call attention to the fact that we
recognize the same principle in gradlng
wheat. We have the red fMfe wheat graded
for Manitoba only. The soil and climate
of Manitoba are peculiaily sulted for the
production of fax seed, and therefore it ls
only reasonable that the particular grain

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

which is grown there to greater perfection
than elsewhere, should have a standard. If
it were grown widely outaide of Manitoba,
it might be desirable to establish a grade,
but you might find It impossible to establish
a grade that would be satisfactory. Under
the circumstances, the House, I hope, will
have no hesitation in passing the Bill in its
present shape, because it would be inflicting
a great injury on people wlio grow fiai seed
outside of Manitoba to reject it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I cannot under-
stand what is to prevent the grading of
fiax seed anywhere ln the country where
It is grown. I venture to say it Is the con-
sumer that wants this flax seed graded. The
hon. gentleman speaks of Mr. Livingston as
an authority. He may know a good deal about
growing flax seed, but when he says that
only 75,000 bushels of flax seed were pro-
duced last year in this country outside of
Manitoba, I ask where does he get the in-
formation ? Flax seed is grown all over the
province of Ontario. At one time there was
a great deal more grown than there is now,
and if the hon. gentleman will think for
a moment he will see why. While cotton
was dear, fiax was used a great deal, but
since cotton got cheap, there Is not su much
fiax used. I cannot see why tihe govern-
ment should inake an exception in favour
of Manitoba against the balance of this
Dominion, and I cannot sanction anything
of the kind while I am here as a representa-
tive of the people. I want equal justice to
all and special favours to noue. I therefore
move

That this Bill be not now read the third time,
but that It be referred to a Committee of the
Whole with .nstructions to strike out the word
'Manitoba' and insert 'Canada' in lieu thereof.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not propose to argue the question, but simply
to caU attention to the reasoning of the hon.
Secretary of State. In the first place, he tells
us that If this amendment be adopted it will
infilet great Injury on the people of Ontario ?
If there iso 10 fax seed of any consequence
grown ln Ontario, how Is the injury to arise?
It la not a very diffcult problem to solve.
When we are told that It Is not necessary to
apply this to Ontario because there Is no
flax seed of any consequence grown there,
how then eau It be of any great injury?
The hon. Secretary of State called our at-
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tention to the fact, in reply to the hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax, that there might be a
difficulty in determining the weight, and that
the seed which Is grown in Ontario Is not
of the same quality as fiax seed grown in
Manitoba, In weight. Supposing that to be
true: apply the same reasoning to oats, and
wh-at Is the result? We know that Prince
Edward Island is pre-eminently fitted for
raising a certain quality of oats. We
know that if anything a better quality is
produced In the North-west, heavier grain
and a greater quantity to the acre than we
can produce in Ontario or Quebec. I can-
not speak of Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick, because I have no Information on the
subject. We know that you can get oats in
Ontario that will not weight thirty pounds
to the bushel. You can get oats in the
North-west Territories and Prince Edward
Island, that will far exceed the weight re-
quired under the law, to ceonstitute a busel
of oats. If yon measure a bushel of oats
in the North-west Territories or Prince Ed-
ward Island, you wi,11 find it to go as
high as thirty--six or forty pounds. You
do not buy oats by measurement, but by
weight, and the same principle will apply to
flax seed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-4My hon. friend will see
that the first grade for flax seed Is fifty-
three pounds, and the second grade fifty
pounds.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
understand that. It only makes a provision
that does not exist ln reference to oats. You
may have a crop of oats one year, owing to
drought and other conditions, that wIll not
have the weight required by law to the
bushel. Another year it will far exceed it.
ln the article of flax seed you recognize that
principle, you sel it by weight, and if it be
Of an inferior quality you require more of It
to make the necessary weight. My objection,
as the House knows, to this kind of legis-
lation 1a, that it la local In its application.
If we establish a grade for Manitoba, it
cannot do any Possible injury to other sec-
tions of the country if the law Is made ap-
plicable to the whole Dominion. If we in
Ontario do not grow as good a quality as
they do in Manitoba, we- must make up the
dIfference. I can see no logic or reason ln
the argument of the Secretary of State.

3.54

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN.-I think the ad-
mission made by the Secretary of State,
that this Bill has been asked for by the
consumer, is an admission that goes to show
that they want to get the benefit of It
as introduced here, and that it is to the
disadvantage of the farmers who may grow
fiax seed in Ontario. Grade one brings
such a price ; grade No. 2 brings a lower
price, but the farmer in Ontario, who may
grow flax seed, cannot have it graded at all.
For that reason, he is at the mercy of the
purchaser and must sell his flax seed at
whatever price the purchaser may give him.
This Bill ought to be amended so that no
advantage can be taken of those who pro-
duce flax seed in Ontario and Quebec. As
the hon. leader of the opposition has said,
I cannot see why the Bill ceould not be
amended so as to apply to the Dominion
generally.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The argument ad-
vanced by the hon. leader of the opposition
would go to show that, In his opinion, be-
cause a bushel of oats might weigh forty
pounds in the west, and thirty-four in the
east, so long as they are sold by welght, it
does not make mnuch difference. He ought
to know that a bushel of flax seed weighing
fifty-three pounds is worth more than fifty-
three pounds of fiax seed which weighs only
fifty pounds per bushel.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-It Is the same
with wheat.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Yes. This Bill does
not take away from the value of flax in
Ontario, but simply facilitates the handling
of flax seed. The dealer wants a grade to
know what he Is buying from the producer
in Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-If an order Is re-
ceived in the province of Ontario for a
thousand bushels of No. 1 flax seed, can
that be filled ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-No, it could net be
filled under this Bill. You could not get à
thousand bushels of flax seed In Ontario
when the flax ls pulled green to SeCure
a better quality of fibre, that would
welgh fifty-three pounds to * the bushel.
Flax in Manitoba ls grown exclusively
for the seed. It ls allowed to mature,
and la only cut When it ls ripe. In
Ontario It Is grown for the fibre as well as
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the seed, and as it produces a better fibre
when It la pulled on the green aide the seed
does not fully mature. In Manitoba, the flax
la rIpened and harvested. The crop In
Manitoba last year amounted to 275,000
bushels. The total crop of Ontario last year,
on the authority of Mr. Livingston, who la
In a position to know, only amounted to
75,000 bushels, against 275,000 bushels in
Manitoba. The Bill does no injustice to the
producer. It was suggested by the con-
sumers In Ontario and Quebec for the pur-
pose of enabling them to buy on grade. The
standard bushel of flax seed la fifty-six
pounds to the bushel. The fif ty-three
pounds mentioned In this Bill la only for
the purpose of ascertainIng the value of the
flax by grading it. If the hon. gen-
tleman's amendment should prevaîl, the gov-
ernment, who have charge of this Bill,
mlght feel disposed to drop It altogether, be-
cause It would, in effect, force an inspection
in the other provinces, outside of Manitoba,
which would be altogether unsuited te the
grain grown there, and which they had not
asked for. The only reason why It la neces-
sary to have an inspection of flax le the
fact that probably no grain that la grown la
marketed In as dirty a condition as fiax.
It la only by cleaning a small quantity, and
ascertaning the quality in that way, that
Its value can be arrived at. This Bill does
no injustice to tihe other provinces. As the
Secretary of State has said, it la in llne
wirth standards in other Inspection Aicts
whlch have been passed, and wthich apply ex-
clusively to the grain of Manitoba. The
flax seed of %Manitoba la of better quality
than the fiax seed of Ontario. It produces
more oU. A bushel of Manitoba flax seed
will produce a pound and a half more lin-
seed oil than Ontario flax will. I daresay,
If the farmers of Ontario pald as much at-
tentIon to the growth of flax as the farmers
of Manitoba do, they might produce as good
a quality of seed. There la not sufficlent
moisture In Manitoba to rot tihe fibre, and
consequently it la used exclusively for the
seed. It la cut and harvested the same as
an ordinary grain crop. Last year there was
about seventy-five cars of fiax seed inspected
by the grain Inspector, by mutual consent
of the buyer and seller, for the purpose of
facilitating trade in that particular quantity
from Manitoba. There was no Act to

Hon. Mir. WA'ION.

guide t'he Inspector, but the grain inspector
at Fort William did Inspect it and gave
it a value, and his inspection was ac-
cepted by the buyer and seller, and the
figures arrived at are set forth in this Bill,
as the figures recommended for No. 1 flax
by the inspector as the result of the in-
spection of seventy-five cars last season.
It must be very nearly rlght. I hope that
the House will not insist on making the
proposed change, because it appears to me
If they did, the government being respon-
sible for the legislation, would be inclined
to drop the Bill altogether, and in the Inter-
est of the people of Manitoba, not only the
buyers and consumers, of flax seed, but also
the prodiicers, the Bill should pass. It la
impossible for the farmer In Manitoba to
sell his flax seed In the same way as the
farmer of Ontario-that la, on samples,
because the farmer in Ontario has oppor-
tunities to take a sample of his grain to the
people who use It, and sell It on sample.
In Manitoba It would be Impossible to send
down samples to the consumer of flax seed
in the east, in sufficlent time to be In a
position to make shipments before the close
of navigation, but having a grade, the pur-
chasers will know exactly what they are
buying and what It la worth. I hope this
Chamber will not see fit to adopt the amend-
ment

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Are
there no 011 mills in Manitoba ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Yes, there ls one.

Hon. Sir MAICKENZIE BOWELL-They
manufacture linseed oil from this seed ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Yes, but only a very
small portion of the seed grown In Manitoba.
This year there will be a much larger crop
of flax seed than before, not only on account
of the early spring, but on accol1nt of the
rise in the price of flax seed. Flax seed la
worth $1.50 a bushel, I understand.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-You get an In-
spection under this amendment.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The hon. gentleman
la mIstaken In his Ideas. He la under the
impression that he la dolng something In the
Interest of the people of Ontario. But he
Is not. If the farmers of Ontario found
their flax seed would have to be inspected,
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they woúld not have a bushel of fIrst quality.
It Is better to let the Bill apply only to
Manitoba, or, if the hon. gentleman wishes
it, he can consult with those who understand
the trade before applying it to bis province,
the same as the Act for the inspection of
wheat, which was prepared by men who
knew somethiíg about It. He ought to get
his--

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I wlll do my duty
without the hon. gentleman telling me what
I ought to do.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-That ought to be
done with flax seed as well as with wheat.
A fair grade should be arrived at after a
careful investigation.

Hon. Mr.
were made
man tell me

BOLDUC-Supposing the law
general, will the bon. gentle-
how it would affect Manitoba ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-Then there can be
no harm in the amendment.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I may be mistaken,
but it seems to me that the argument of the
hou. gentleman from Marquette (Hon. Mr.
Watson) is more against Manitoba than lu
favour of it. What is the object of grading
the grain ? It is to establish the relative
value of all grain produced in the country.
If any province outLside of Manitoba bas a
chance to produce a superior kind of grain,
should not that province have the advantage
of it ? On the other hand, If Ontario, Que-
bec or any other province produce an In-
ferior quality of grain, let them take their
inferior rank, and let them do the best they
can with it. I do not see how, in maklng It
general, we eau hurt Manitoba. If Manitoba
produced superior flax seed, then the whole
advantage would be in favour of Manitoba,
and the trade itself woulid be In a better
position to deal with It. The objection of
the hon. gentleman from Manitoba is solely
that he is afraid that the government will
drop the Bill. I have more confidence in
the goverument. I think they will try to do
justice to Manitoba, and all the other prov-
inces, and the government will not drop this
Bih simply because we happen to be of
opinion that the Bill would be a better one
if the law was general ; but they wlll ai
least try to have it passed, and give It a trial
and if experience shows it is impossible t.

work it out as it is proposed, then we
might further amend It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The bon. gentleman
says that the proposed change will do Man-
itoba no harm. That is not the question.
The question is, Is it going to do Manitoba
any good ? Does the hon. gentleman deny
that the Bill, as it now stands, is not a pro-
per Bill for Manitoba ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman can-
not caU that in question. It Is all right, so
far as Manitoba Is concerned, and It ls
framed upon Manitoba information, and
Is suited to the climate and circumstances
of Manitoba. It ls not suitable to the climate
and circumstances of the province of Onta
rio. If my hon. friend, when the Bill re-
lating to the.San Jose gcale was before us,
had Insisted that Jt should be extended to
the Yukon Territory, and refused to support
the Bill relating to diseased peach trees
because it dld not extend to the North-west
Territorles, and the Yukon, he would be
adopting quite as rational a course as that
which he Is taking now wlth reference to
this BIL. Would the hon. gentleman not
have objected to it because the Yukon was
not mentioned ? If the Yukon had beeu
excepted from the Bill, would any wrong
have been done to the public ? Let us see
how ths measure stands and upon what
theory and information it ls framed. The
people of Manitoba last year produced about
three hundred thousand bushels of flai
seed. They were Interested. They had a
sufflcient quantity of fiax seed produced for
the purpose of inducing them to look for a
market. They gave information with regard
to the flax seed. They point out what the
difficulties sometimes are in the flax seed
that is to be marketed and they give In-
formation as to the welght of the flax seed
per bushel, and what the weight ought to
be in order that that flax seed might
be of the first grade and what the weight
ought to be of the second grade. Have
we that Information with regard to any
other portion of the Dominion ? Are the
people of this Dominlon lu the province Of
Ontario, or Quebec, or the maritime prov.
Inces, sufficlently Interested in finding a
market for flax seed to come to the govern
ment or to any board of trade and give la
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formation as to the districts in which it
was grown, and its weight per bushel, in
order that a proper grade may be establish-
ed for any other portion of the Dominion 't
I say no such information bas been given,
and therefore the grades established in this
Bill are suited to the climate and circum-
stances of Manitoba and the North-west
Territories. They are not sulted to the
climate and circumstances of Ontario. My
hon. friend, the leader of the opposition,
says what matter does it make whether the
flax seed in Ontario weighs fifty pounds to
the bushel or less than that ? It makes ail
this difference, that if the flax seed in On-
tarlo to the measured bushel weighrs less
than 50 pounds, it could not come uder the
first or the second grade. It could not be
graded at all.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes, it
could.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I should judge that my
hon. friend bas not read the Bill. The
Bill says that No. 1 Manitoba flax seed shall
be mature, sound, dry and sweet, free from
mustiness and containing not more than
10 per cent of damaged seed, and weighing
not less than fifty-three pounds to the
buhbel. If It welghs less than that, It
would not come under that class. No flax
seed would come under that class, as the
Bill stands, unless It weighs fifty-three
pounds to the bushel. Then No. 2 Manitoba
flax seed shall be mature, dry, sound, and
sweet. free from mustiness and contalning
not more t'han 20 per cent of damaged seed,
and weighing not less than 50 pounds to the
bushel. SupposIng Ontario flax seed
weighs 48 pounds to the bushel-and if I
remember well that is its ordinary weight-
It could not be graded as first or second
class.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Supposing it is
sound, dry, sweet, free from mustiness and
comes up to the standard ln every respect
except that It does not weigh fifty pounds,
where would It be classed ?

Hon. Mr. MILLÀS-It could not be classed
under this Bill. My hon. friend from Monck
bas proposed an amendment, to substitute
Canada for Manitoba. Supposlng we make
the amendment, then if the flax seed in
Manitoba welghs forty-eight pounds It is not
In elther of these classes. The hon. gentle-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

man would require to make some further
amendment to make it apply.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I will do that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not possess the In-
formation to do it. I pointed out that in
discussing this Bill there was no objection
made to the Bill by any one of the friende
of the ho'. gentlemen who have supported
this proposition. If it had been a matter
of great consequence to Ontardo, these gen-
tlemen would have more information with
regard to it. I do not say that there ought
not to be a classification for Ontario. I do
not think It would do much practIcal good,
because It is not one of the cereals that is
produced in the province to any extent, and
put upon the market as an article of mer-
chandise that is being sold. Nobody has
felt sufficient interest ln the matter to give
the government Information, or to give
hon. gentlemen in this House or in the other
House the information necessary to make a
general Bill. We have that information ln
the case of Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Where did the
hon. gentleman get his information ? He had
none yesterday.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We have the informa-
tion and this Bill was based upon the In-
formation we possessed, and It was confined
to Manitoba because our Information related
to Manitoba and not to any other province,
and by the provision of the Bill It Is stated
that flax seed of the first class shall weigh
fifty-three pounds, and flax seed of the
second class fifty pounds, and Manitoba does
not want a lower standard, because the
quantity of oil produced from a bushel of
flax seed that wIll weigh 53 pounds Is more
than will be yielded by that which will
weigh 50 pounds, and the quantity of oil
produced from flax seed weighing fifty
pounds is more than would be produced
from flax seed weighing forty-elght pounds.
What is guarded against by this inspection ?
In the first place, it Is to -see that the flax
seed 1s not foul, to see that there Is not a
large percentage of Inferlor foui seed in the
sample. Then there is the further provision
which relates to the short season of Mani-
toba and to the molst climate ln the autumn
season, whIch we do not have in Ontario.
Our seed may have merits of another sort,
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but that is due largely to the fine autumn
we bave here.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Not in the case of
flax seed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. The next provision
in the Bill reads :

All flax seed which is immature or musty, or
whlch contains more than 20 per cent of damaged3
seed, and which is not too damp or unüt for
temporary storage, shall be graded as ' rejected.'

That is the third grade. That ls a defect
that does not exist in the case of flax seed
grown in Ontario. That le a defeet which
is an incident of the short season in Mani-
toba.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Is the flax
seed in Ontario grown for the fibre or for
the grain ? If people in Ontario grow for
fibre, thy cannot get the same grain.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say to my bon.
friend that they grow for the fibre. A great
many farmers grow a small quantity for the
grain and use it to mix with their oats to
feed to the horses to keep them tn better
condition. Therefore, It is not an article of
merchandise, and they do not care whether
it is graded or not, and I apprehend it le
the same ln Quebec and the maritime prov-
inces. When the time comes when there is
any considerable quantity of fiax seed grown
ln Ontario and Quebec, those who produce
that seed, and those who purchase it from
the producer, will have an interest in grad-
lng it, and that grade will have relation to
the circumstances under which it was
grown. But this provision has no suitable
application to the fiax seed that may be
grown in Ontario or other portions of the
Dominion, and therefore, I trust that hon.
gentlemen will not undertake to support the
amendment, or vote to amend the Bill in this
Particular. That amendment would, in a
measure, destroy the BilU, because it would
make it impossible to meet the wishes of the
people Of Manitoba without doing serlous
injury to the few parties who may produce
seed for sale lu the province of Ontario.

Hon. Mr. CLFMOW-I consider the whole
diffleulty bas arisen from the fact that the
government did not take sufflicient pains to
ascertain the position of this matter in On-
tario and Quebec and other provinces be-
fore they framed this Bil. It was their duty
to make all these inquiries and to be in a
position to state distinctly to the House the

cireumstances under which this Bill was
framed, and why they did not include the
other provinces In it. It appears to me that
the Inland Revenue Department fritter away
time in proposing Bills of al kinds and
natures, and some of them very silly ones.
They might have taken more trouble and
found out the position of affairs and saved
us the necessity of amending this Bill. It
was their duty to do it. They should go
to the people and find out the circumstances
of the country in every particular, and it
was their bounden duty to find out whether
an inspection of flax seed was necessary or
not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. frlend is as-
suming that responsibilIty, and he should
have that information.

Hon. M. CLEMOW-No, I am merely giv-
Ing my opinion. I am told I am debarred
from expressing my opinion because the
matter bas received the sanction of the
lower House, and I muet simply say amen to
it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Nobody said that.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-As long as I occupy
a position In this Chamber, I want to have
an opportunity to express my opinton. I
was told yesterday that because the Bill
had passed the House of Commons we had
to assent to it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--Who said that?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I understood the
hon. Minister of Justice to say it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, he
said that because it was a government
measure and the opposition suggested a
change, we were exhibiting partizanship.

Hon. Mr. CLIMOW-I have been told time
and again that because a measure received
the assent of the government, as at present
constituted, I was debarred from saylng a
word in opposition to it. I have my owl
opinion, If it is worth anything. Au long as
I am asked to give an opinion I will do it
fairly and conscientiously. This ls an li-
portant matter. A large combine of fiaz
seed men wIll take place In the United
States in a few days. A company Is belng
incorporated with a capital of $8,000,000.
This Bill, if applied to Ontario and
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the other provinces, will Increase the
standard of flax seed raised in these pro-
vinces. Is that not a desirable object to
obtain ? I thnik i+ is the duty of the gov-
ernment to asceitali everything which Is in
the interests of the country, and if it is going
to promote the welfare of the country to
have an inspection of fiax seed, I think the
government shouid grant It.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-It seems
to me there is only one question before us.
Everybody admits that an inspection is de-
sirable. The government wants this in-
spection, which everybody admits is a good
thing, to take place in the province of Mani-
toba only. Why not give the good thing to
every other province ? If the government
think that flax seed cannot be grown in the
province of Quebec, they are mistaken. -Peo-
ple seem to think that it la only Ontario
that can come in competition with Manitoba.
I can remember the time when flax seed was
grown in Quebec, but they used It only for
the fibre. After a while the price was
raised, and It sold for two dollars and two
and a half. Subsequently it came down
and lost its price, and finally was given up.
Some people grow It at present, but not
very many. The hon. gentleman from Mani-
toba has told us that flax seed sells for
$1.50 a bushel. If that price were to hold
on, we would have plenty of flax seed ln
Quebec. How can the government say that
the fiax seed lu Quebec is not as good as
the flax seed grown ln Manitoba ? How do
they know that ? If It is a good thing to
have an inspection ln Manitoba, why not
give it to the other provinces as well ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Because we have not
the information.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-If flax
seed le grown in Ontario and Quebec, why
shoùld we be placed ln a worsG position than
Manitoba ? It ls well known that people
from the United States and England will
be purchasers. If they find that there Is
only an Inspection in one province, they
wIll come to the conclusion that the grain
grown ln the other provinces ls inferior to
that grown in the province where there i
an Inspection. I do not see wby the gov-
ernment should not make it applicable te
the other provinces.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In the Wheat Inspection
Act we mention the different varieties in
Manitoba, and the different varieties In
Ontario. Wlth regard to flax seed, we have
not the information with respect to the other
provinces, and the people produce so little
that they have not interested themselves in
getting a grade.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Does the Act provide
a different grade of wheat for Manitoba and
Onfarlo ? Is there any different grading
for the same kind of wheat in the different
provinces ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is a special grade
of wheat for Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And a special grade of
oats for Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-1 think It ls a wrong
principle to have a different grade of the
same variety of grain for the different pro-
vinces.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The Minister of
Justice thinks it would be a grand thing for
Manitoba to have this grading of fiax seed.
Wliat harm will it do to have It applied to
the other provinces, even if there is no fiax
seed to be inspected ? It costs nothing. I
do not credit one-tenth part of what I have
been told about flax seed In Ontario not
weighing what it does ln Manitôba. I have
not very much knowledge about flax seed,
but what knowledge I have does not lead me
to that conclusion. The hon. Minister of
Justice tells us about the climate of Mani-
toba, the frost getting in and freezing a
good deal of It. In Ontario we do not have
very much frost, and flax wlll mature all
right. We are told that we should pass
this Bill in order to give an advantage to
Manitoba, that the rest of the Dominion
will not have. To-day the government have
a lot of knowledge about flax seed, but
they did not have so much yesterday.
[ do not know where they got it.
They should have obtained the knowledge
before they Prepared the Bill. I know that
the time of the Minister of Justice is fully
occupied. I regret very much that his
health bas been impaired so that he bas
not been able to attend to thls personally;
but we are not to take his dictum when he
saym that because the House of Commons
han pased Ibtis measure, we should pass It
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without question. He speaks of hie frlends
In the House of Commons. I hope I have
friends there on both sides of politices. I
used to have, and I hope I still have. If
we took the dictum of the House of Com-
mone where would we be ? If we had
passed ail the measures sent to us from that
Chamber, Canada would be a poor country
to-day.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Hear, hear!

Hon. Mr. MeCALLUM-And I cannot see
why they object to have this measure apply
to the whole Dominion. I respect very much
my hon. friend from Manitoba, but I am
surprised that he wants to deny us what
we are perfectly willing to give him. He
talks about what they have, and I know
what they have, and I am willing to extend
this legislation to hie province: but I can-
not understand an hon. gentleman coming
from Manitoba saying that they will not
give Canada the same advantages that they
have.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Because it does not
suit Ontario.

Hon. Mr. MeCALLUM-If the hon gentle-
man knows what suits Ontario better than
I do, ail right. But I know what the people
of Ontario want, and I take it that the hon.
gentleman knows what Manitoba wants, and
I am willing to take hie word, but he le not
willIng to take mine. This BUll le sub-
Mitted to us before the government have
given mature consideration to the subject,
and they could not at first explain it. I
venture to say I am as good an authority
on flax seed as some of these gentlemen the
government have been consulting. I am
asking for the people of this country equal
rights. I want no favours for Ontario,
Quebec or any other province. I want them
ail treated alike. The representatives of
Manitoba want this legislation, and they
have the assurance to come here and say
that the rest of the Dominion should not
have the same advantage that they seek for
themselves. I do not want to see anything
of the kind.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)-What about
the Territories ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM--My hon. friend
opposite (Hon. Mr. Perley) will look after
that. I suppose they grow flax seed ln

the Territories too. I do not know whether
he ls favourable to the balance of Canada
havIng equal rlghts or not, but judging
from hie course last year, -I think he le sib-
eral enough to give others what he wants
to give Manitoba.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I want
to call the attention of the Minister of
Justice to the fact that he was in error when
he stated just now that there were different
grades specially ln Prince Edward Island
for oats. I hold the statute in my hand,
the grades No. 1, 2, and 3 of oats apply to
the whole Dominion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I was mistaken. I know
when a Bill was before us a proposition was
made by some members from Prince Edward
Island, that No. 1 oats should be forty
pounds.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-The Bill was
amended in that direction, so this should be
amended now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman stated if the article did not
come up to a certain standard it could not
be graded at ail.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I did not say that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-f I
understand the object of grading it is that
the weight shall govern the quality. If a
bushel should weigh thirty-four pounds, and
it weighs only thirty-two, you make up the
difference by adding two pounds. In the
North-west, where the grain weighs forty
pounds, you would not fill up the measure,
but reduce it to the extent of six pounds. It
would be just the same in flax seed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-What ls the use of a
bushel measure if you 'have to take six
pounds out of It ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
law makes that provision.

Hon. Mr. POWER--The hon. gentleman
from Monck said he thought that enough
had been said about this Bill. I agree with
him. I sympathize with the hon. gentle-
man and the leader of the opposition in
thinking that our legislation should not be
local, but should extend to the whole coun-
try, and if we had in our possession the in-
formation necessary to frame a general Bill
for the inspection of flax ail over the coun-

553



554 [SENATE]
try, I should be quite prepared to support
the hon. gentleman's amendment; but I wish
to direct the attention of my hon. friend
to the fact that his amendment will not do
what he wishes to accompllsh. What he
wishes to do ls to provide for the inspection
of Ontario flax seed. Now, Ontario flax
seed, as I understand, does not weigh fitty-
three pounds to the bushel.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-How
does the hon. gentleman know that ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-That has been stated
on very good authority. The hon. gentle-
man Is not in a position to say that the
authority le not correct. He simply says le
does not think so. I am surprIsed that the
hon. gentleman should try to impose a law
on Ontario which he does not know would
suit the people of Ontario. I do not believe
that Ontario flax seed weighs fifty-three
pounds to the bushel. I very much doubt
if it welghs fifty pounds, and if It does not
weigh fifty pounds to the bushel, you place
the Ontario farmer in the position that he
cannot get his flax seed graded at all. I
think it is a great misfortune that an lon.
gentleman who wishes to be a friend of
Ontario should propose an amendment which
would place the Ontario farmer ln a worse
position than he ccupies to-day ? He would
do better to move that the Bill be referred
back to the committee for further considera-
tion. Coming to the provinc-e of Nova
Scotia, I complain of this proposed exten-
sion on a different ground. I have no doubt,
although my knowledge of flax seed le not
extensive, that first quality flax In Nova
Sceotia weighs at least fifty-flve pounds to
the bushel, and I do not wlsh to have the
fiax seed of my native province degraded.
As we are not ready to give this Bill to
the whole country, we might as well give
those people in Manitoba what they want,
and next year, when the bon. gentleman
from Monck, and gentlemen from other pro-
vinces come back loaded with information,
we can extend the measure to the whole
Dominion If It ls thought advlsable to do
go.

Hon. Mr. McÇALLUM-The hon. gentle-
man from Halifax suggests that I had bet-
ter do so and so. I usually take his advIce,
and I consult him very often. He says I
should refer the Bill back to commiIttee ?

Hon. Mr. POWER.

When we get into committee, he can move
any motion he likes. When the hon. gen-
tieman undertakes to tell me that I am work-
ing against the interests of the farmers of
Ontario, he forgets himself. I do not think
I have shown that I worked against any n-
terest that ls for the welfare of this coun-
try. I am surprlsed not only that he says
I am doing so now, but that he should advise
me. I do not know very much about flax,
and do not consider that I am to be monarch
of all I survey like some people, but I have
my own opinions, and I am not going to be
advised by the senior member from Halifax
as to what I should do about this Bill. I
shaRl not shed any tears if the government
carry their Bill, but I say it will be against
the interests of this country. I am satisfied
that I am standing up on behalf of the
farmers of Canada. It le in the interests
of Manitoba, as well as in the interest of
everybody else, that we should have uniform
legislation that applies to the whole country
rather than have legislation of one kind for
one part of the country, and a different
legislation for other parts. I shall stand to
My guns.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-The speech which was
made by the lon. member from Manitoba
showed a great knowledge of flax seed in
general, and of the capability of his pro-
vince to raise it, but I do not think it had
any bearing on what la now before the
House, that is, the amendment proposed by
the hon. gentleman from Monck to extend
the provisions of the Bill to all the other
provinces. Fiax seed, as the hon. member
from DeBoucherville has said, was exten-
sively cultivated in the province of Quebec,
and the only thing that prevented Its exten-
sive cultivation from being continued was
that for a time It did not pay. How do we
know that flax may not again be raised ex-
tensively in Quebec ? Nova Scotia when it
was first settled, raised a great deal of flax.
It raises very little now, but the production
may be increased. The Minister said wait
until that takes place. Do the government
always wait until laws are required ? I
wish they did. They built an elevator at
Halifax for which the city had to pay $50,-
000. Our city now 1s taxed more than it can
stand-in fact, is almost ruined by civie
taxation, yet two years ago the government
got the city to vote $50,000 towards thia
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elevator. I ask, what have they done with
that elevator for the past two years ? Does
any grain go down to it ? I think not. Why
build an elevator before you have the grain
ready ? I wish the hon. gentlemen had
carrled out the principle they lay down to-
day when they undertook to build that
elevator.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-On the general prin-
ciple I agree with the hon. member from
Monck, that the laiws should be uniform in
Canada, but In this particular case, before
it Is proven to me that flax seed grown in
Ontario and New Brunswick can come up
to the standard of fifty-three pounds to the
bushel, I do not see that I would be justified
in voting for the amendment. On principle,
my hon. friend is right, but in its application
in this case I shall have, with regret, to vote
against the amendment, because I am not
at all satisfied that we In the lower pro-
vinces can come up to that standard, and
If we cannot do so, the law will be de-
trimental to us. My hon. friend who pro-
poses the amendment Is not very sure about
Ontario himself. Therefore, while I have
no advice to give to anybody, I believe we
might in the meantime pass the Bill as it
ls, and see what investigation can be made,
and if we find that the rest of the Dominion
can produce flax seed that will grade as well
as Manitoba flax seed, we can then make
the law uniform. As it stands now, it does
not discriminate against any province.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-How does the hon.
gentleman know what the grade is until he
trIes it ?

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-ThIs Bill applies to
Manitoba only and does not discriminate
against the other provinces. Therefore
pending further knowledge of the matter,
I shal vote against the amendment.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I think the argument
of the Minister of Justice ia little weak
with respect to the seasons in Manitoba.
He says because of the shortuess of our
seasons the flax seed Is better. I think the
long season produces the best qualIty, and
therefore Ontario Should produce the best
flax, because flax Uke buckwheat, requires
but a short season. I would judge so from
the fact that this Bill does not make any
provision for frosted fiax eeed. I am sure
the flax seed of Ontario, New Brunswick
and the other provinces ls quite up to the

standard and quality of Manitoba flax seed.
Manitoba seed may yield more oil ; if 80,
that is the only advantage in it. They
would be more likely to have musty flax
seed in Ontario than in the North-west,
because our climate Is drier. Ontario needs
her flax seed graded the same as Manitoba
does. I think the proper weight for a bushel
of flax seed 1s fifty-six pounds. The hon.
gentleman justifies the weight by saying
they have to cut the flax on the green side.
The Bill should apply to the whole of Can-
ada and I cannot see how the eastern prov-
inces can suffer in the least by it, for I be-
lieve they eau produce as good flax seed as
Manitoba. There is a disposition some-
times not to grade products in Ontario. Take
the item of apples ; if they would apply the
same inspection to the fruit that Is sent
west that they do to fruit that is sent acrosa
the ocean we woud get better value for our
money. I cannot see why my hon. friend
from Marquette Is so opposed to having
Ontario included in the provisions of this
Bill. I bought some flax seed the other day
and had to pay a high price for it. When I
buy fiax seed, I want to know what I am
buying. If I send word to Ontario to buy
oats, I know I get thirty-four pounds to the
bushel. If I send for fiax seed, I do not
know what sort of trash I am getting, I
cannot see, as a western man, any reason
why Ontario should not have this legisla-
tion.

The Senate divided on the amendment
whdch was lost on the following division.

CoNTENTs :
The Honourable Messieurs

Alrnon, McCallum,
Bernier, McDonald (C.B.),
Bolduc, McKindsey,
Bouchervile, de (C.M.G.)McLaren,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie), MeMillan,
Casgrain (Windsor), Montplaisir,
Clemow, O'Brien,
Dobson, Perley.-17.
Landry,

NoN-CONTENTs:
The Honourable Messieurs

Burpee, Power,
Dandurand, Scott,
Dever, Shehyn,
Fiset, Templeman,
Gillmor, Vidal,
Lovhtt, Wark,
McKay, Watson,
McSweeney, Yeo,
Mill, Yung.- 19.
Poirier,

The Bill was then
passed.

read the third time and
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INSPECTION OF FOREIGN GRAIN BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole on Bill (142) 'An Act respecting
the inispection of foreign grain.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Bill provides for
the Inspection, when required, of foreign
grains. There is a conslderable amount,
'particularly of corn, shipped through Mont-
real.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-Will
the hon. gentleman explain to the House
why this Bill is asked for ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Because there Is a con-
siderable quantity of foreign grain going
by Montreal, and the parties Interested
desire to have It go forward as Inspected,
and it is an advantage to us to have it known
that it 1s forelgn grain. It is only when the
parties themselves require It, however, that
It is inspected.

Hon. Mr. YEO, from the committee, re-
ported the Bill without amendment.

Hon. Sir -MACKENZIE
understand It appdes to those
active service, not to those
active service now.

BOWELL-I
who were on
who are on

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, to those who were
ln active service during the rebellion of
1885.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-And
who have not yet obtained their scrip ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-After the statement
made by the hon. Minister of Justice, that
it is probable another Bill will be Intro-
duced for the purpose of extending this
period of time, would it not be well to
limit it to any one who may make tbe appli-
cation before the day of judgment ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will see
that it is proper legislation.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER, from the committee,
reported the Biu without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

The Bill was then read the third time and PROPORTIONATE REPRESENTATION
passed. OF SHAREHOLDERS BILL.

LAND GRANT TO MEMBERS OF THE
MILITIA FORCE IN THE NORTH-

WEST BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself Into a Commit-
tee of the Whole House on Bill (107) 'An
Act to make further provision respecting
Grants of Land to members of the Militia
Force on Active Service ln the North-west.'

(lu the Oommittee.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
applies exclusively to the volunteers who
served in Manitoba during the late troubles ?

Bon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. triend will see
that this was, in 1885, enacted in preclsely
the same words that it is here, excepting the
date that the Act was to operate, and it
has been re-enacted at the various times
mentioned in the margin ln precisely the
same words, and now is being enacted again.
I have no doubt we may have to re-enact It
further to enable them to complete thefr
titles to their property.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

SECOND READNG POSTPONED.
The Order of the Day being called.
Second reading (Bill S) An Act to secure pro-

portionate representation of shareholders on
bc.ards of directors of corporations.-(Hon. Mr.
Lougheed.)

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED said : I move that
the Order of the Day be discharged and
placed on the Order paper for Tuesday the
4th of June. I have to apologize for asking
the indulgence of the House s0 frequently,
but I bave been ln communication with
parties in various states of the neighbouring
Union where the system lias been in force,
and I should like to obtain information as
to its operation there.

The motion was agreed to.

A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I should like to

ask my lion. friend, the leader of the House,
when the adJournment, of which notice bas
been given, will take place ?

Hon. Mr. MILIS-There is a notice that
wIll appear on the paper to-morrow for an
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adjournment on Thursday, and I hope we
will make such progress with the business
before us that we will be enabled to ad-
journ then, perhaps for a little shorter time
than Is mentioned in the motion.

Hon. Mr. ADMON-I hope the matter will
be left in the hands of the government. I
am not going to give up my opinion when a
government Bill is presented to us, and will
vote against It if I think proper, but as to
adjournments, I think the matter should be
left to the government. If the hon. leader
of the House says our adjournments will
not interfere with the business of the
House, then I shalà vote for them, but I
should like to know explicitly from him
that our adjournment Is not goIng to inter-
fere with business.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I wiRI say to my hon.
friend that he, with many others, holds the
government responsible for the legislation,
while he would deny to us ail power In the
matter. But on the subject of adjournment,
in which the government are in the bands
of the House, he wishes to put it entirely.
at the disposal of the govemrnment.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I may be charged with
being eaptious, but I thlnk the leader of the
House knows, better than any one else, the
business that will likely be brought before
us and the time it w411 take, and therefore
I will Insist on leaving It entirely with hlm,
and wil Insist also on my right to vote
against any government measures of which
I do not approve.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Mifnilster of Justice bas drawn an altogether
improPer deduction from the remarks of the
hon. Junior member for HaJUfax. The gov-
ernment should know what business in
coming before us better than any other mem-
ber Of this Houae, and I am quite prepared
to accept the statement of the hon. leader
of the House as to the adjournment. At the
same time, I would not give up my own In-
dividual opinion as to what I consider right
and wrong. If the business will not justify
it, we should not have a long adjournment;
and for my Own part, I think the proposition
In the notice la far too long a period. I
think if we adjourn till the 28th, which is
the Monday after the 24th, that there would
be business here from the other House for

us. But if the hon. minister thinks we wlU
not have business to do then, we might as
well adjourn till a later date. If we say
Monday it will necessitate a large number of
members leaving home on Sunday.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Wednesday would suit
the members from maritime provinces better
than Monday or Tuesday. We can discuss
that matter when the time arrives. I hope
that we may have some further business
coming up from the House of Commons that
we can dispose of before the adjournment.
Of course, the House of Commons have the
estimates to pass, which do not occupy
very much time here, and so they neces-
sarily require more time for the consider-
ation of public measures than we do here,
and the adjournment does not at all imply
that there may not be Important matters
to be dealt with that wIll occupy the atten-
tion of the other House. I do not wish to
keep this House in session, when members
perhaps feel that they could make a better
use of their time elsewbere, longer than la
necessary, and I felt myself that the govern-
ment measures should come up to this House
early now, so that we might dispose of them,
and then we would have but Uttle to do at
the end of the session, because there would
Dot be a very great deal beyond the esti-
mates, and three or four government mea-
sures, which I apprehend wilI not occupy a
very great deal of tIme In this House. That
we can consider better on Thursday, when
we see what the state of pubHe business ls.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawc, Wedneaday, May 16, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION ALLOWED TO STAl<D.

Ron. Mr. OASGRAIN (Windsor), moved:
That when the Senate adjourms to-mOrrW, It

do stand adjourned until Monday, June 4, at
three o'clock ln tbe afternoon.
He Mid: 1 de not want the business of the
country to be egleeld, nd I leave this
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motion entirely In the bands of the leader
of the Senate. We have been here three
months and a half, and I thInk, by the looks
of things, we are going to be here two
months more, and probably we could have
the adjournment and return and finish the
work in ample time.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-The hon. gentleman
could not have read this morning's paper In
which it Is stated that the government are
not going to allow the Investigations into
the Ontario election fraud to be proceeded
with. That would have occupied some time
and prolonged the session.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is premature to pro-
pose this motion at the present time. We
certainly could not answer the hon. gentle-
man until to-morrow, and I think that we
will not be able to adjourn before Friday.
There are some officers for whose payment
it ls necessary to make provision, and I ap-
prehend the Auditor General will not agree to
make payments until after the appropriation
Is made, and that matter is coming up for
discussion lu the House of Commons to-
day. I think it wIll be necessary to get
fresh supplies to pay the offleers of this
House and to pass the appropriation before
an adjournment can take place.

The motion was allowed to stand.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I should like to InquIre
f rom the hon. minister if he has any return
to the address voted some time ago in re-
lation to the Gaspé Short Line.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I have not. If the
matter was ln my own department, I could
give a speclfic answer and let the hon. gen-
tleman know when he might expect it, but
the matter la In another department, and the
pressure at the present time, on account of
the number of returns and deputations and
matters to be consideied, bas delayed the
preparation of the return for, which my hon.
friend has moved. I will, at a very early
day, make Inquirles With a view of meeting
my hon. friend's wlshes. I am anxlous tht
his wishes may be met.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I suppose we may ex-
pect that after the adJournment all those
papers wial laid on the Taible.

Hon. Mr CASGRAIN.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-All I can say to my
hon. friend is that I hope that may be the
case.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I will renew my dec-
laration that I will oppose the Bill taking
any further step until those petitions are
brought down. I should also like to Inquire
of the hon. Secretary of State, If he has
laid his hand on a petition that was brought
before the Privy Council on the School
Question ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, I gave Instructions
about It. I do not do those things per-
sonally. I have mot time.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then there ls a chance
for us to expect that It wIll be brought
down, If the hon. minister has laid his
hand on It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, I hope It will be
brought down before the adjournment.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And the Prime Minis-
ter had In his possession, or might bave had
in his possession, petitions regarding the
road from Sorel to Drummond.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Yes, I will make Inquiry
about that.

NOVA SCOTIA STEEL COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called.
Third reading Bill (24) An Act respecting the

Nova Scotia Steel Company (Limited).

Hon. Mr. MILLS said : I would ask my
hon. frIend not to press the third reading of
this Bill to-day. I have no doubt that If
the Bill is got througli Immediately after our
meeting again, It will be sufficlent for the
hon. gentleman's purpose, and at the special
request made by the hon. gentleman from
Amherst (Mr. Dickey), I thought that I
would like to look with some care Into the
matter, In order to satisfy hie wishes.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I have no personal ob-
jection to let It stand over, but the promo-
ter in the other House urged me to press It
through, because he wlshed to telegraph to
parties in London.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It was stated before
the committee that gentlemen are now in
London, includlng the late member for the
county of Halifax, making final arrange-
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ments with capItalists there to float the new
company, and people in England are slow
to go into large undertakings of that kind
uniess they are quite sure as to the legisla-
tion on this side, and I think that the min-
Ister must see that it may cause very serious
Inconvenience, perhaps cause the arrange-
ments to go over altogether, if these gentle-
men are obliged to wait three weeks until
we meet here again.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will say to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I was just going to say
If the hon. minister would ask to have the
Bill stand over until to-morrow, it would
probably meet the purpose.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I shall try and look into
it by to-morrow.

The Bill was ordered for third readlng to-
morrow.

THIRD READING.

Bill (92) 'An Act to Incorporate the Royal
Marine Insurance Company,' as amended,
(Hon. Mr. Power, in the absence of Hon.
Mr. Dandurand).

ONTARIO POWER COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (121) 'An Act respecting the
Ontario Power Company, of Niagara Falls.'
He said : I suppose it wili be necessary to
give some reason why this Bill is introduced
on this occasion. I have been Innocently
brought into the matter, I knew very little
about it, but when I attended the Standing
Orders Committee I found that the Bil was
ail right and I consented to ïbecome Its
mover in thâs Rouse. I know there Is op-
position from a gentleman for whom I have
the greatest respect, and I shall bow with
great pleasure to any motion he may make
or any desire he May express in order that
the Bill may receive proper consideration
In this House. Perhaps the best way would
be to let the Bill go to the committee to
which I propose to refer It, and he can there
make his objections. If he consents to that,
IshaRl not go into -paritlnars here.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Let us have the
particulars.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I have here a state-
ment of the whole case from its InceptIon
to the present time.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Dispense.

Hon. Mr. MoDONALD (B.C.)-We
have that ln the committee.

can

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I want to bear It.
If you put it In the Debatea it will be Infor-
mation for the committee when they get the
Bill before them.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I am ln the hands
of the House. The case Is as follows :

Incorporated to deveilop power by using waters
from Welland River discharging Into Niagara
River.

It is necessary that the canal for the dis-
charge should pans through Queen Victoria Nia-
gara Falls Park controlled by the government
of Ontario through -the park commissioners.

'By contract with the park commissioners ap-
proved of by the Ontario government, dated
April 7, 1892. the Canadian Power Company had
the exclusive power for twenty years to use the
said park for works to generate water power
and discharge waters Into the Niagara River
through said park.

By Act of the parliament of Canada of last
year the time to complete the Ontario Power
Company's works so as to develop 15,000 horse-
power was extended until 1902, but work could
not be begun in said park without the consent
of the park commissioners and the government
of Ontario.

The park commissioners and the Ontario gov-
ernment had al-ways refused permission to work
in the park owlng to the above twenty years'
contract with the other company.

Until after the session of the Ontario legisla-
ture of 1899 the Ontario government and the
park commissioners had no power to break that
twenty yearq' contract, and give the right to
work in the park to any other comipany.

By that Act the government was given that
power.

Immediatelly thereatter the Ontario Power
Company applied to be allowed to work* ln the
park, and ever since negotiations have been
going on to get a contract made with the park
commissioners and the Ontario government.

The company cannot undertake to complete
its works for 10,000 horse-power ln less time
than six years.

The conmpany satisfied the Ontario govern-
ment and the park commissioners of this fact
and they gave that time by their contract.

As the company bas only two years by the
Act of 1899 the counsel for the Ontario govern-
ment and the park commissioners advised that
the company should apply to the parliainent Of
Canada for a six years' extension as mentioned
la the contract.

The company's hands were tied until- It got
permission from the park commissionerI and the
Ontarlo government to enter the park, and oaly
on March 15, 1900, after many interviews and
much Information had been obtained, were the
terms of an agreement arrived at betweeU the
park commlssioners and the government and
the Ontario Power CofpflY-

One tf the terms f tht agreement la that
the company must complete the development of
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10,000 horse-power within six years from the
date of the contract, besides doing other work.

Imnr.ediately thereafter notice was given of an
applicatton to this parliament for further time
to complete the works.

Annexed hereto la a copy of a latter from the
counsel for the park commissioners and the
Ontario government, atating that they wish
the Bil now before the Senate to pass.

The clauses as to conmencement and com-
pletion of the work in the Ontario Power Com-
pany's contract with the Ontario government,
dated April 11, 1900, are as follows:

31. The company undertake to begin the works
hereby authorized within two years from the
date of this agreement and to have proceeded
so far with the said works on or before April
1, 1906, that they will have completed within
the park water connections (that la to say :
headrace, forebay, penstocks and tallrace) for the
development of 25,000 horse-power, and have
actually ready for use, supply and transmission
10,000 developed electrical pneumatic horse-
power by said last mentioned day, and if not
then completed, the Lieutenant-Governor in
Council may declare this agreement, the liber-
ties, licenses, powers and authorities so granted
and every one of them to be forfeited and void,
and thenceforth after such declaration the same
shall cease and determine and be utterly void
and of no effect whatever.

Provided always that unless the company han
on or before the 10th day of July, 1902 completed
works capable of del!vering at least 15,000 horse-
power, or unless the time for the completion of
sueh works, limited by section 2 of chapter 105
Dominion Statutes of 1899, ls duly extended by
the parliament of Canada, the Lieutenant-Gover-
nor in Council may, on and after the 10th day
of July, A.D. 1902, declare this agreement and
the liberties, licenses, powers and authorities
hereby granted, and every of therm, to be for-
feited and void, and thenceforth after such de-
claration the same shall cease and determine
and be utterly void and of no effect whatever.

Provided always, that no extension of time
by the parliament of Canada shall extend or
affect the time for completion under this agree-
ment beyond the lt day of April, 1906.

Toronto, April 18, 1900.
The Honourable the Chairman,

Private Bills Comxnittee,
House of Commons, Ottawa, Ont.

Re Ontario Power Company of Niagara Falls.
Sir,-Under Instructions from the government

of Ontario and as counsel for the commissioners,
Queen Victoria Niagara Falls Park, acting in
connection with the agreement 'between the park
commlisoners and the above company, I beg
to say that an agreement dated April 11, 1900,
between the above company and the park com-
missioners bas been executed, and with the ap-
proval of the Lieutenant-Governor ln Council of
Ontario. •

One of the clauses of the agreement requires
the company to have completed certain works
within the park on or before April 1, 1906. Au
the time for the completion of their works,
limited by section 2 o! chapter 106 of the Do-
minion statutes of 1899, wil expire on July 10,
1902, I suggested to the counsel for the company
that it was necessary to obtain from the par-
liament of Canada an Act extending the time
under this section for four years longer.

The government of Ontario and the commis-
sioners authoriue me to assure you and your com-
mittee that it is desirable that the Bill to ex-

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

tend the time for the completion of the works
by the com-pany should be passed.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Sgd.) ÆMILIUS IRVING.

Those are the facts connected with this
case, so far as I am advised, and I think,
under all the circumstances, that their re-
quest is reasonable, and I see no reason why
it should not be granted. However, the
matter Is in the hands of the House, and I
shall have much pleasure ln hearing the
objection of the hon. gentleman froin
Monck, and if the House thinks proper to
refuse the Bill, It wIll be thrown out and not
allowed to go to committee. But if it is
referred to the committee, they wIll Inquire
Into all the circumstances and decide upon
the question in a satisfactory manner.

lon. Mr. McCALLUM-This Is a very
innocent little Bill, merely an extension of
time. These gentlemen have had thirteen
years already within which tos complete this
work. My hon. friend did not tell us
whether they had made a start yet. We
chartered this company ln 1887. We ex-
tended the charter from time to time until
to-day, and now they have three years from
the 10th of July next

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Two.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I said two the
other day, but I was mistaken: I should have
said three. My hon. friend has been quoting
here from an agreement with tie Ontario
government. The Ontario government 1s
very much mixed up in this project. Why
do not these gentlemen go to the Ontario
government ? I do not think they should
come to this parliament for their charter.
I know some of my hon. friends wili talk
about our constitutional power, but I stand
here as a layman and I venture to assert
that they should go to the local legislature
of Ontario for legislation. The local gov-
ernment are mixed up with the undertaking
and are the proper parties to give the com-
pany relief.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-I do not understand
the matter. The hon. gentleman says there
is a charter ln existence that this company
obtained in 1887 from the Dominion parlIa
ment. What le the objection to their con-
tinuing to come to this parliament for a re-
newal of their charter ? Why does the hon.

560 [8ENATE]



[MAY 16, 1900] 56~
gentleman want them to go to the local
legislature ?

Hon. Mr. MeCALLUM-They have an
agreement with the province of Ontario. It
1s a local work. Why should they not get
their legislation there ? These people have
been getting money from men on the other
side of the ine. It has been a mine for
them. I can trace back what they have
received. They have obtained $110,000, and
the amounts of two years I have not
yet been able to get. I sent to headquarters
and the information has not yet arrived. I
asked the hon. gentleman from Rideau yes-
terday privately, if he would postpone the
second readtng of the Bill, to see if I could
not get that information. He kindly pro-
mised to do sol and from the way he speaks
to-day, I think he would be willing to post-
pone'it still further. I do not want to take
the company short, but what have they
done ? These people have had a charter
for thirteen years with three years still to
run, making sixteen years, and they have
done nothing. When this Bill firet came
to the House It was an orphan. The com-
pany had not even petitioned the Senate to
pass it. They treated the Senate with con-
tempt, and the other day, in the kindness of
my heart, I thought I was dolng good to
some one by advancing the Bill a stage,
and I moved that it should be read on a
certain day. After I had taken charge of
it, I wanted to see what it was, and I found
out that it was not legitimate. If it is a
proper Bill why smuggle It ln the House
like this ? Why should they travel all the
way to Nova Scotia to entrust this Bill
to a friend ln Yarmouth. It does not look
well. That was the first incident that
aroused my suspicions about It. I do not
want the Senate to accept my statement,
but I want themi to look into the matter them-
selves. I know the hon. Minister of Justice
wIll contend that this la the proper place
to come for this legielation, but I do not
think so. Hon. gentlemen will remember
the Cataract Power Company Bill. I took
an active part against that Bill, and succeed-
ed in defeating it, and why ? Because I
thought they were destroying the Welland
Canal. They were taking ten thousand
cuble feet of water Out of the Welland
Canal, and then, when they did not get the
power here what did they do ? They got
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it from the local legislation. What is there
to hinder these people to go to local legis-
lation if they cannot complete their work
within the remaining three years ? There le;
something mysterious about this Bill whIchý
I do not understand. I have searched the
sessional papers of the province of Ontario
as far as I could, and It ls very hard to get
them, because there ls not an Auditor
General ln Ontario. If we have an Auditor
General, we have no Auditor General's re-
port ? I see that In 1893, the government
of Ontario got $35,000, from the people across
the river.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-For what?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-To not allow that
work to go on, and they kept doing that
until it got so hot for them ln Ontario that
they had to stop. Now they want to come
here and get us to help them out of the
scrape. I could not get any figures for 1894,
and that is why I want the hon. gentle-
man to postpone the Bill. I have no figures
for 1894-5. In 1896, they got $25,000, in 1897,
$25,000, ln 1898, 25,000, making in all $110,-
000. The Ontario government got ail that
from UnIted States people across the river,
beaides the payments in two years that I
cannot trace, for keeping back this Improve-
ment. But they could not delay the work
any longer. The people were up in arms
against it; but they stili want to get more
money out of it. As far as I am concerned,
there is no man in this country to-day who
is more desirous of having the power used
for electric purposes than I ail. But why
come here at all. Why not go to the local
legislature ? I know very little, but what
I do know I know, and I am perfectly satis-
fied to follow precedent. We ought to dé-
feat this Bill and send It to the local legis-
lature, particularly when they have three
years from the 10th of next July, to go on
with their work, and they have had thirteen
years already, and they have not stuck a
spade in the ground yet. It la trifling with
parliament. They do not even send in a
petition, and some of them have the as-
surance to say it la not necessary. Their
solicitor says It la not necessary to do se,
because the Bill has passed the House of
Commons. Are we to accept what the
House of Commons may do?

Hon. Mr. cLEMoW-'There was a petition
to the House of Commons.
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUWl-We know there
was, but there has been none sent here, and
that is why the Bill is an orphan here. As far
as I am concerned, I would prefer to have
a day or two before the second reading of
the Bill. I should not move the six months'
holst If the hon. gentleman will postpone
the second reading until after the adjourn-
ment. Nobody will be hurt by it, for this
reason, the company has three years from
the 10th of July, to do this work, and if we
refuse to give them this Bill, they have the
local government of Ontario to fall back
on, and the local legislature ought to deal
with it.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The commIttee wll
have an opportunity to hear all evidence.
It could not come before the committee un-
till after the adjournient.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Postpone it until
after the adjournment.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I am in the hands of
the House.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is a case where
the question can be better fought out in the
committee than in the House. The strong-
est point made against the second reading
of the Bill Is that the charter has been in
existence for thirteen years, but the paper
which the hon. gentleman from Rideau
division read, on moving the second reading,
shows that It was only the other day that
the road was made open to this company to
do the work-that another company had a
charter to dé the work, and the Ontario gov-
ernment would not allow this company to
proceed until after the other charter had
expired.

Hon. Mr. MeCALLUM-Who gave the
other charter ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is not a matter
of any consequence. We are dealing with
the conduct of this company. They are not
to be blamed for not going on with the
work when they were prevented from doing
so by the Ontario government. I am sur-
prised that a gentleman so fair-minded gen-
erally as the hon. gentleman from Monck,
should attribute blame to this company for
not going on when they could not do no, be-
cause their work was stopped by the exist-
ence of the other company. Now, the other
company Is out of the way, and this com-

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

pany have made a contract with the Niagara
Falls Park Commission ana are ready to go
on, and it seems essential, in order to com-
plete this contract, that they should have
the time they ask for. The details of the
Bill can be better fought out in the com-
mittee than here, and as the hon. gentleman
from Rideau does not intend that the com-
mittee should consider it until after the
adjournment, I think the views of the hon.
gentleman from Monck are met.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-When my hon.
friend says I am fair-minded, I would be
very sorry indeed if I was not as fair-minded
as he Is. I have already stated that I am
not going to divide the House on the second
reading. I appeal to the generosity of the
hon. gentleman from Rideau to postpone the
Bill, and I stand by that. If he insists that
the Bill should be read the second time now,
I say amen ; but I would prefer hlm to put
it off until we can get more information.

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

SEOOND READING.

Bill (102) 'An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for
relief of James Milne.'-(Hon. Mr. Lough-
eed.)

FROST & WOOD CO.'S RELIEDF BILL.

SfCOND RUADING.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved the second read-
ing of Bill (113) ' An Act to confer on the
Commissioner of Patents certain powers for
the relief of the Frost & Wood Company,
Limited.' He said : This is a Bill somewhat
similar to the one that has just had its
second reading. Under the patent law au
inventor has an exclusive right in his in-
vention for eighteen years, but in this part-
icular case the fee was paid only for the
first six years, and then the patentee had
the right to extend for an additional twelve
years by paylng the fee. The patent was
origlinally owned by some person ln the
United States, and was purchased by the
Canadian Concern whose names are men-
tioned In the Bill. The expiration of the
first six years was not noticed by the Cana-
dian purchasers. They spent a good deal
of money ln erecting works and machinery
for the purpose of manufacturing the pat-
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ented article, a kind of barrow, I believe,
and they discovered that the six years had
expired. Since that discovery they made
application to the patent office and
offered to pay the fee for the addi-
tional twelve years. The officer told them
that he was not in a position to accept the
money, unless the patent was extended by
Act of parliament. The object of this Bill
is simply to put the company in the same
position they would have been -in If they had
paid the money at the proper time, saving
the rlghts acquired by any person.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
not the Bill go further ? In the second clause
it guarantees any right that may have been
acquired ' by assignment, user, manufacture
or otherwise any interest or right in respect
of such improvements or invention.' If I
understand the words 'user' and 'manu-
facture,' they would apply to some firms that
have had a privilege from the patentee to
continue the manufacture of this article by
paying to him a royalty. The patent having
expired a few days before the patentee apf
plied for the renewal, would leave that
manufacturer, who formerly paid a royalty
to the owner of the patent, the right to
continue it. If that be the case, we would
deprive the patentee of the rights which the
law is supposed to give him as the owner
of the invention. I call the attention of the
House to it, so that when the Bill goes to
commIttee it may be considered. In the Bill
which has just passed Its second reading,
the wordIng of the clause is not, I under-
stand. the same as it is in this Bill. It simply
grants the request of the patentee who 's
asking for the renewal, and reserves the
rights of those to whom the patent may have
been assigned, either partially or whole. The
House çill see the effect of this if the Bill
becomes law. I am simply calling attention
to the wording of this clause and the effect
which it may have in case it is not amended
In committee.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am unable to see any
difference between the language used in the
Bill before the House and the language used
in the BIl which has Just been passed. They
both include 'assigument, user, manufacture
or otherwIse.' The wording is exactly the
same, and that provision is inserted in all
Bils of this kind, because It would be very
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unfair that any person who had lawfully
and properly begun to use the invention,
when the right of the patentee was In
abeyance, should be interfered with after-
wards. It would simply be making him
suffer for the negligence of the patentee.
A provision of the kind ls inserted in al
these Acts, and I think very properly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
matter may be discussed lu committee bet-
ter. In the one Bill there was no right
given by royalty or otherwise to continue
the manufacture, and the party clalming the
extension of the patent, in the one case,
applied before the expiration of his patent.
In this case, as I am informed, through
negleet, the patent had ceased to have force
and effect for a few days before the atten-
tion of the patentee was called to it, and the
party who was manufacturing the article,
paying a royalty, ceased to do so the moment
the patent expired, and not until he had
called the attention of the owner of the
patent to the fact that it had expired, which
the patentee did not know.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In clause 2 the hon. gen-
tleman will see that there is protection to
the parties who hold any right by assign-
ment or had acquired it by user or manu-
facture.

Hon. 'Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Or
otherwise.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know just ln
what other way it could be ac(quired, but, at
all events, if there is any other way than the
three mentioned it will be protected by this.
For instance, when a patent is assigned to
a man and he acquires a right by that assign-
ment, that right, by the revival of this, is
not taken away, and I do not see that there
would be any continuous right if the assign-
ment, after the period for which the patent
was issued, had expired. If It had expired
and the party continued to manufacture the
article, my Impression ls that his right to
manufacture would be a matter of use or of
manufacture. If he had not any assignIment
and begun his manufacture, then he would
have that, because there was no Impediment
in his way, and this clause, as it stands, I
take it. protects hlm, no matter how he ac-
quired the right to manufacture in the first
Instance because there -was no right standing
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in his way, or because he obtained an assign-
ment he will continue to have the right not-
withstanding the revival of the patent under
this Bill, and that is all the interest there le
to protect. Of course, after this Bill le passed
no one could acquire by manufacture or
user a right to manufacture, because the
right ls absolutely vested là the party who
has obtained its revival, except as against
those who had a right by assignment to use
or manufacture before the revival, and I
think these three parties, or users, are pro-
tected by this Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If the
man is manufacturing under the royalty
which he pays to the owner of the patent,
would he have the right to continue the
manufacture of articles without paying the
royalty ? I infer, from the argument of
the Minister of Justice, that he could con-
tinue the manufacture without paying the
royalty after the passage of this Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Without the payment
of the royalty.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
I should like to know from the minister le
this : would he have the right to continue,
independent of the owner of the patent, by
paying the royalty ? If the patent lapses
and the man commences to manufacture, he
has the right to continue that unless he le
prevented by law ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Would
the case of the man who le manufacturing
under circumstances I have indicated, that
le paying the royalty, have the right to con-
tinue after this law passes, though the ap-
plication for manufacture was not made
uytil after the expiration of the patent ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-To my mind, It le clear
that the moment the period for which the
patent was issued, his duty of paying royalty
to the original patentee would come to an
end. He may continue, therefore, to manu-
facture without the payment of any royalty,
the same as the manufacturer who has ac-
quired his right by use. He does not stand
in a different position. There would be no
difference between him and any other per-
son who had a right before the revival of
the patent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This patent appears to
have expired on the 6th of June last. After
that it was free to anybody to manufacture.
If anybody did commence to manufacture
and use, that person can still continue to
manufacture, notwithstanding the passage
of this Bill.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-For how long?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-For all time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Unless
you prevent him.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This does not interfere
with him. It only interferes with those who
are not within the exceptions.

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

LIVE STOCK RECORD ASSOCIATIONS'
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (134) 'An Act respecting the in-.
corporation of Live Stock Record Associ-
ations.' He said: This Bill authorizes the
incorporation of any five persons to become
a live stock record association. It le for the
purpose of giving facilitiels for the formation
of these associations over the whole Domin-
ion. By filng an application In the Depart-
ment of Agriculture and conforming to some
ordinary regulations they become incorporat-
ed for any special breed-short-horns, Ayr-
shires or any other breed of live stock. There
le a provision that if they do not go into
operation, or if they cease acting for a year,
the charter expires. It 1s Simply for the pur-
pose of giving facilities to persons to form
an 'incorporation of the kind.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Is this éfor the
whole province ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Anywhere ln the Dom-
Inlon ; any five persons can associate them-
selves together and make application to the
minister to be registered as au association
for short horn cattle for the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-What particular
cause has given rise for this Bill ? Where-
ln should this particular industry be treated
differently from others, thus dispensing with
all the requisites of other corporations ?
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is a very important
one, and It le not one of pecunlary benefit
specially to the parties. It Is to keep up
particular breeds of animals, In which men
are known to take particular interest. The
whole public are interested in our having
excellent breeds. They are improving Can-
ada, and this is rather to stimulate asso-
ciations of the kind in order to keep a pro-
per record of high bred animals.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-If I understand
the Bill properly, it Is to be for a province.
Agricultural associations, as a rule, have
provincial exhibitions. I cannot understand
how we can have an organization of that
kind that wIll extend all over the Domin-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It has nothing
with county associations. It does
terfere with them.

to do
not in-

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I know that, but
I thought it would be a provincial matter
instead of a Dominion matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Take the case of a
wealthy farmer residing in the North-west
Territories. He writes to a friend in Ontario,
and says: Will you go Into an arrange-
ment with me for the purpose of importing
a certain stock from England.' And another
man may write frbm Quebec, making the
saie request.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
is done now by sone association, is it not ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Largely.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is a Canadian stock book which contains the
pedigree of each animal. I understand that
Is done by the Provincial Agricultural As-
sociations.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-I do not know how
many corporations there are now, but there
are certainly some corporations with refer-
ence to certain special breeds, but not of all
the breeds. This is for the purpose of
enablIng those who are taking an interest
ln any particular breed, whether of cattle,
sheep, hogs, or horses, to unite together,
and keep up the record of that particular
breed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tliat
le done now. I have ln my library a stock-
book of horses, cattle, sheep and swine, and

If I want to trace the pedigree of any ani-
mal I look In these books for it. I under-
stand this Is simply to organize a company
for the purpose of doing that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am not aware that
there Is any regular organization for all
breeds. There may be of some.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I am endeavour-
Ing to elicit information. I am not op-
posed to the principle of the Bill, but the
Bill seems to be entirely without machinery
for raising sufficient funds for accomplish-
ing the object in view. There are no pro-
visions with reference to the subscription of
stock or obtaining capital in any way ex-
cept by membership fees.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Fees that they regulate
by themselves.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHIED-It will be very
difficult to carry out such an object as the
Bill has in view by membership fees; that
Is to say, such an association can scarcely
contemplate what its outlay during a cur-
rent year might be, and how they will
arrive at the amount to be raised, by simply
fixing a membership fees. It seems to me
there should be a greater elasticity about
it than the payment of fees. If liabilities
are contracted, there are no means, ap-
parently, of collecting from the association.
I notice that the members are simply held
liable for the amount of their membership
fee. It seems to me that this is establishing
a precedent extremely dangerous, and liable
to abuse. If they contract a liability, that
liability should be placed upon some should-
ers by which the creditor may be able to
recover the amount due him.

Hon. Mr. SGOTT-When the Bill goes to
committee we can further discuss the de-
tals of It.

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

EXPERIMENTAL FARM STATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
Ing of Bill (135) ' An Act to amend the Ex-
perimental Farme Station Act.'

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

565



[SENATE]

The House resolved itself into committee
of the whole on the Bil.

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say to hon. gen-
tlemen that this Bill repeals sections 5 and
6 of the Revised Statutes of Canada, Chapter
57, and suibstitutes the brief provisions con-
tained In this Bill, In place of those two
sections. The sections lu the original Act
are very brief. Section 5 reads as follows :

The same farm station shall be under the
control and direction of the minister, subject to
such regulations as are from time to time madè
by the Governor in Council, and the Governor
in Council may appoint a director, and such offi-
cers and employees as are necessary for eac'i
farm station.

Section 6 reads:

The Governor in Council may fix the rate of
remuneration of the directors and officers and
employees of each farm station, and such re-
muneration and ail expenses incurred in carry-
ing this Act into effect shall be paid out of
such moneys as are provided by parliament for
the purpose.

The Bill before us reads as follows:

1. Sections 5 and 6 of the Experimental Farm
Station Act, chapter 57 of the Revised Statutes,
are repealed and the following is substituted
therefor:

5. The said farm stations shall be under the
direction and control of the minister, subject
to such regulat!ons as are made by the Governor
in Council.

2. The Governor In Council may appoint, and
fix the remuneration of, a director and such
chief officers as are necessary for each farm sta-
tion.

3. The minister may employ, and fix the re-
muneration of, such other officers and employees
as are necessary for each farm station.

4. Such remuneration, and ail expenses In-
curred in carrying this Act into effect, shall be
paid out of such moneys as are provided by par-
liament for that purpose.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
ls very little change. Perhaps the hon.
gentleman could explain why the changes
are made ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will see
that there are subordinate duties connected
with these farm stations, and it is simply
provided that the minister shall not be
obliged to go to couneil with every detail.
It is made an administrative act on the part
of the department, Instead of being com-
pelled, as under the provisions of the exist-
Ing law, to go to council. It ls simply to
facilitate the work of administration. In-
stead of the Governor in Council making
the regulations, and also carrying them out,
the minister carries them out.

Mon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
reguilations muet be adopted by the Gover-
nor In Council. Then the administration
of the Act devolves upon the minister under
regulations. The change is In the third
clause, whIch reads :

The minister may employ and fix the re-
muneration of such other officers and employees
as are necessary for each farm station.

That gives him the administrative power
of making an appointment and fixing a re-
muneration without going to the Governor
lu Council. The fourth provision is the
corollary of the other. The salary must be
paid out of the money voted. It is a ques-
tion of policy altogether as to whether the
minister should have the individual power
of making these payments without consul-
tation with the Governor In Council. There
are many reasons why this sytem should be
adopted. There are reasons which I could
give why they should not be adopted, but
It is quite unnecessary to do so now. It is
a question that occupied the attention of
the government very many times In the
period during which I had anything to do
with It. It is a power that, if properly ex-
ercised, should, I think, be in the hands
of the minister. It is a power that may be
-and I have, known It to be-fearfully
abused. However, the minister must take
that responsibility, and te held responsible
to parliament for any abuse of that power.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

The Bill was then read the third time, and
passed under a suspension Of the rules.

MANITOULIN AND NORTH SHORE
RAILWAY OOMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. WATSON moved the second
reading of Bill (109) 'An Act to incorporate
the Manitoulin and North Shore Railway
Company.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Will
the hon. gentleman explain where this road
is to be built and its purpose ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I may say to the
hon. gentleman that I know very little
about it. The Bill comes from the House
of Commons, and I understand any neces-
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sary explanations will be made lu the com-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Is this the Bill Mr.
Clergue is Interested in, from Sault Ste.
Marie ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-No, It is not. I
was in the Commons when this Bill came
before them, and I may inform the House
that the road starts from Manitoulin Is-
land, and the intention Is to build It as far
as Sudbury, In order to allow the ore to
come to the water front, and to develop that
part of the country. Manitoulin Islands
have been clamouring for a number of years
for rallways which would bring them In
contact with civilization. For & number
of months they cannot cross over to the
mainland and they hope by the construction
of this railway to see their fertile lands
settled to a considerable extent

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Do
they propose to bridge the portion of the
Georgian Bay at Little Current ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Yes.

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

TIHE POST OFFICE AT MONTMAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
1. What part of the Montmagny post office la

rented, and on what flat are the rooms that are
leased?

2. What Is the amount of the rental?
3. What are the names of the parties who

have leased those roome, and how much each
of them do pay?

4. Are there any other parts of the Mont-
magny post office which are occupied by parties
who pay nothing for such occupation?

5. Who are such parties, and what rooms do
they occupy?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have received the fol-
lowing answer to the hon. gentleman's
question : The following rooms are rented-
viz. : Ground floor. One room to ' La
Banque Nationale.' Rent, $60.00 per annum.
ßne room to Council of St. Thomas Parish.
Rent, 530.00 per annum. First floor. One
room to Catholic Order of Foresters. Rent,
$30.00 per annum. There is also on this
floor a large room which is rented, from
time to time, as a concert hall. Two
rooms on ground floor are occupied, free of
charge, by the Municipal Corporation of

Montmagny one as the Municipal Council
Hall, and the other for housing the fire
apparatus of the town. As per arrange-
ment contained ln Order In Council dated
April 14, 1898, the Corporation of the Town
of Montmagny retained the right to occupy
two rooms in the building, as above stated,
in consideration of a free transfer of lot on
which the building is situated.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (114) 'An Act respecting the Toronto
Hotel Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Allan.)

Bill (101) ' An Act respecting the Nipissing
and James Bay Railway Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. McMillan.)

Bill (139) 'An Act to amend the Land
Titles Act, 1894.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thur8day, May 17, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair ut Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (H) 'An Act respecting the Great
Eastern Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Owens.)

Bill (I) 'An Act respecting the Montreal
Bridge Company.'-(Hon. 'Mr. Owens.)

Bill (73) 'An Act respecting the Restigouche
and Western Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
McKay.)

Bill (71) 'An Act respecting the Dominion
Cotton Mils Company, Limited.'-.(Hon. Mr.
Forget.)

Bill (35) * An Act to incorporate the
Comox and Cape Scott RaIlway CompanY.'-
(Hon. Mr. MacDonald, B. C.)

Bih (98) 'An Act respecting the Yarmouth
Steamship Company, Limited.'-(Hon. Mr.
Lovitt.)
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BRITISH AMERICAN PULP AND PAPER
OOMPANY'S BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved concurrence in
on Miscellaneous Private Bills, reported Bill
(U» 'Au Act to incorporate the British
American Pulp and Paper Company' with
amendments.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY, moved concurrence in
the amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved the suspen-
Sion of rule 70, so far as the same relates
to this Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I regret that I should
be called upon to do anything that might
cause the hon. gentleman from Stadacona
any dissatisfaction, but I feel it my duty to
object to the suspension of the rule in this
Ca se.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the hon. gentleman
objects, I shaH withdraw the motion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I was going to say why
(I objected. The committee have made im-

provements in the Bill, but this House should
consider whether they should allow a com-
pany, incorporated for the purpose of con-
ducting pulp manufacturing, to build rail-
ways in various portions of the province of
Quebec, and It is in order to give hon. gen-
tlemen an opportunity to consider that ques-
tion that I take the objection.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In answer to the ob-
jection made by- the hon. gentleman, I call
his attention to the fact that that power bas
been taken out of the Bill. They are now
1mited to a tramway to connect one miil
with the other. They have no right to build
an ordinary raiway from one point to
another. If that is the only objection the
hon. gentleman has, he might drop it. How-
ever, the hon. gentleman has a right to ob-
ject, and if he insists upon his objection, I
shall move that the Bill be read the third
time to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This is
one of the cases where necessity exists for
an exiplanation of the character of a Bill
when it ls introduced by any member of the
Senate. When tbe hon. gentlemun moved

Hon. Mr. MILi.

the second reading of the Bill he proposed it
should go to the Com-mittee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Haibours. The Senate, hav-
ing no information as to the full character
of the Bill, said : No, we will send it to the
Committee on Private Bills, it being a Bill
simply to incorporate a pulp company, but
when the committee considered the Bill
this morn'ng, they found there was a clause
ln the Bill giving very extraordinary powers
for the construction of tramway Unes to be
worked by electrie power. It went so far
as to give power to this company to construct
these roads from Chicoutimi to Montreal,
through different parts of the province of
Quebec. That was objected to. Then the
hon. gentleman from Stadacona waived the
right to go to Montreal, limiting the balance
of the clause for the construction of railways
in connection with their enterprise.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-One mill might be many
miles from the other.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--To
what extent that power would enable them
to go, I am not prepared to say. That
question was not discussed. The hon. gen-
tleman from Stadacona probably could in-
form the House : but I merely rose to call
attention to a request that I have indvi-
dually made very often, when a member is
introducing a Bill, that he should explain
to the House the full powers asked for under
the Bill. The hon. gentleman admitted, ln
the committee to-day, that in the notice ask-
ing for incorporation of this company noth-
ing was said a«bout the railway; consequent-
]y, there may be other railways which would
be affected by the power given under the
clause ln the Pulp Mill Bill. These are
deductions one may draw without knowing
all the facts. Perhaps by to-morrow the
hon. gentleman may be able to satisfy the
Senate that there is no extraordinary power
given by the Bill.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-When I introduced
the Bill, as the hon. leader of the opposition
has said, I proposed to refer It to the Com-
mittee on Railways, because last year that
BilH was brought up in the last days of the
session, and was referred to the Railway
Committee, and therefore I took a similar
course this year. It was not passed last
year because the committee could not get a
quorum. It came up again this year,
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and I adopted the same course that
was foHlowed last year in referring it to the
Railway Committee. In reply to the hon.
leader of the opposition, I may say that I
never admitted in committee what he says I
admitted, that the public notices did not
cover the Bill. It was not this Bill. It was
another one.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I stand
corrected.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I move that the Bil
be read the third time to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN moved:
That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it do

stand adjourned until Monday, the 4th of June,
at 3 o'clock in the afternoon.

He said : The hon. leader of the House,
promised to give an answer to-day whether
we should adjourn or not.

Hon. Mr. MLLIS-I see at present no ob-
jection to adjourning to-day when the House
adjourns, until Wednesday the 30th of May,
at 3 o'clock in the afternoon. We have been
in session for a long time-.since the first of
February. The House of Commons, so far,
has not been making very rapid progress,
but for the remainder of the session they
may get on very rapidly, and we have sev-
eral Bills that require careful consideration.
For instance, the measure relating to the
elections, which is a somewhat long Bill,
Rathough there are not many new features
In it ; the Bill relating to the Banking Act,
which wilil occupy a good deal of time, and
aiso a measure relating to the warehousing
Of the -grain of Manitoba and the North-west
Territories. Al these Bills are pretty long,
and will require considerable attention on
the part of the Senate. Therefore, while 'I
should be pleased to adjourn until the date
mentioned by the hon. gentleman, I under-
stand that it does not make very much differ-
ence to the maritime men whether we ad-
journ to May 30, or June 4 : if we adjourn
only until the 4th of June they would be
obliged to leave home nearly as early as if
we adjourned until Wednesday the 30th of
this month. However, I am fnot wedded to
that particular day. Within that period we

are In the hands of the House and our wish
is to meet the expectation of hon. gentlemen.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Gentlemen who go to
the lower provinces could fnot very well get
here on Monday, unless they left their homes
on Saturday. I would say Wednesday the
6th of June-either that or the proposition
of the Minister of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I might say, further,
the reason I spoke about sitting longer than
to-day was that I hoped that a Supply Bill
would be presented to-morrow for our ap-
proval. Of that there is not any prospect
now, unless we remain here until Monday.
I have no doubt, if the payment of certain
officers can be made without the formal
sanction of this House before we meet again,
as they are officers in the public service, that
the proposed payment, with the approval of
the Auditor General, wiil be sanctioned by
the Senate. Although the proceeding is not
strictly regular, it Is, nevertheless, one which
I prAume they will approve of as a matter
of course. If that statement is concurred
ln by the House, perhaps the Auditor will
venture to carry out the wishes of the
House without its belng put in the form of
an Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not think any possible objection would be
taken. I have made some inquiry to-day of
members of the House of Commons -as to
the probable length of the debate in the
other Chamber, and from what I can learn,
if we wait until that supplementary estimate
comes down, we shdil remain here until the
24th of May, and perhaps longer. There is
no telling when the debate will end. Then,
I learned, as the Minister of Justice has told
us, that the appropriation for legislation-
not for the ordinary civil service, but for
carrying on legislation-had been exhausted,
and that the sum asked for is to pay the
officers of both Houses. If the Auditor
General has qualms of conscience as to whe-
ther he would be justified in advancing the
sum until the .Senate had approved of the
appropriation, I do not think the Senate
would object, under the circumstances, to
indemnify him if it should be necessary
to do so, and therefore that need not stand
in the way of an adjournment as proposed
by the hon. gentleman opposite ; whether it
should be to the 30th of May or the 4th of
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June is a matter for the House. I think the
Auditor General may rest assured that any
appropriation of that kind which comes up
will be voted by the House without any
difficulty.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-From the remarks
made by the leader of the opposition, it
seems to me we will be sitting here for a
couple of months more. If the discussion
going on at present in the House of Com-
mons should last a couple of weeks, 'then
July will see us here, and I would suggest
instead of June 4 that it should be Wednes-
day the 6th of June.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-The question of ad-
journment was discussed in the Railway
Committee this morning informally, and In
anticipation of the action of the Senate, It
was thought that the longest adjournment
would be to the 5th of June, and It was de-
cided that a Bill, which is engaging the
attention of a good many people, would be
taken up on the 6th. Notice has ali4ady
been given to the parties to that effect, but
I can change that notice.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I should like to bring
to the notice of hon. gentlemen the fact that
there is a divorce Bill which has been hung
up for the necessary time.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The relief cannot be
given -untli the Governor General sanctions
the Bill.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I do not like to see
those Bills treated as they have been. The
people pay their money and, as we ail know,
At is an expeusive business to get a divorce
Bill, and their cases ought to be considered.
I mention it, so that they will know, If any
obstruction takes place owing to this ad-
journment, who are to blame for It.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It Is not the fault
of the Senate that this Bill has been delayed,
but the fault'of the applicants. They were
late in their notice of application ; conse-
quently the Senate Is in no way involved In
the delay.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-That is true, but the
Bill has been hung up for fourteen days. If
there.should be sufficient time to get the Bill
through the House of Commons after we
meet again, I have no objection.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-I move that Wednes-
day, the 6th day of June be substituted for
the 4th day of June in the motion.

The amendment was agreed to, and the
motion as amended was adopted.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (151) ' An Act to amend the Act relat-
ing to Ocean Steamshlp Subsidies.'-(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

Bill (112) 'An Act to incorporate the Que-
bec and Lake Huron Railway Company.'--
(Hon. Mr. Landry.)

QUEBEC SOUTHERN RAILWAY COM-
PANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.
Hon. Mr. MAGDONALD (B.C.), from the

Committee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills, presented their 20th report recom-
mending the suspension of rule 54 so far as
it relates to the Bill (75) ' An Act to Incor-
porate the Quebec Southern Railway Com-
pany.' He said: In regard to this Bill, no
peitition for it was sent to the Senate. It
was explained to us that by mistake the
petition was sent to the House of Commons,
and the Committee recommend that the rule
be suspended and that the Bill be allowed
to pass.

The report was adopted.

BRITISH-AMERICAN PULP AND PAPER
COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.
Hon. Mr. POWER-At the request of the

hon. gentleman from Stadacona (Hon. Mr.
Landry) who has charge of this Bill, I wlsh
to say that I withdraw my objection to the
third readlng.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I tender my thanks
to the hon. gentleman, and I move that the
Order of the Day fixing the third reading
for to-morrow be reconsidered and that the
Bill be now read the third time.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

NOVA SCOTIA STEEL COMPANY'S
BILL.

THIRD READING.
Hon. Mr. McKAY moved the third reading

of Bill (24) 'An Act respecting the Nova
Scotia Steel Company.'
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Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I would like to ask
the hon. Minister of Justice if the govern-
ment has taken into consideration and is
prepared to-day to give a decision with
regard to this measure ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have looked over the
Bi]l with a good deal of care, and it does
not seem to me to go further than some of
our Bills which have been introduced here
before, so far as the general principle or
policy is concerned. Last year, In the gen-
eral Bill for the union of loan companies, we
gave powers similar to those conferred by
this Bill. Whether the policy of uniting
mining companies would be advantageous
or not, I am not going to discuss at all. Al
I can say is that parliament has heretofore,
on many occasions, permitted this : The
only thing that I see ln the Bill that seems
to me questionable is a question of ultra
vires that arises with reference to the pro-
posed transfer of franchises, which, on a
reconsideration of the General Loan Com-
panies Act of last year, I came to the con-
clusion-and that view is supported by emi-
nent lawyers-that we cannot transfer fran-
chises that have been conferred by another
legislative body.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That I think is very
clear. The franchise conferred by the prov-
ince is a distinct franchise from anything
that can be conferred by us, and we cannot,

authority of that sort, would be to transfer
the property and assets and business. That,
I understand, is practically what wil be
done in this case, and I understand that it
ls a matter of great interest, that negotia-
tions have been carried on, and there Is a
large amount of money ready to be invested,
and that It was almost vital to the parties
that this measure should not be further
hindered or delayed, and under these cir-
cumstances I do not feel warranted in delay-
ing the measure. AIl I do is to call the at-
tention of the promoters of the Bill to the
fact that If the union is to be effected be-
tween companles incorporated in England
and the Dominion, or of companies Incor-
porated in the provinces and the Dominion,
that the franchises of the different corpora-
tions cannot be united under the jurisdiction
of one company-that a Dominion company
cannot have its franchise enlarged in that
way.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-While I agree
with the doctrine laid down by my hon.
friend generally, with regard to the question
of franchises, yet I think my hon. friend
has taken too comprehensive a view of the
construction that would be placed by, say,
a court of law upon the Bill before us. It
does not purport to say, or this Bill does not
give It power to absorb the franchises grant-
ed by a local legislature, and, therefore, I
think the canon of construction which would
be applicable to this Bill would be that this

under one charter, unite those two fran- parliament meant, or intended, that it would
i Trh

%- acqUire other franchises granted by the
franchises will still be the franchise of the federal parliament and not by a local parlia-
companies incorporated by the province, but ment. It seems to me that in the absence of
You can authorize such an incorporation to any express provision as to Its power to
transfer its property and business and rights, acquire local franchises, no other construe-
so far as assets are concerned, to another tion could be placed upon the Bill than that
company incorporated by another 'body, but which I have indicated, that that it would be
the company, in the abstract, as created by necessarily limited to that.
the Act of Incorporation, would remain, if
it were a company incorporated by another Hon. Mr. DICKEY-Is there, or is there
legislative body. As I understand it, some not, any objection on the part of the govern-
of these companies have been called into ment to the Bill being carried ?
existence by the local legislature. Their Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, the government
franchises are derived from the local legis- does Dot make any objection.
lature, and they cannot be transferred to a
company created by the Dominion, unless Hon. Mr. DICKEY-The House will re-
the legislature that called into existence the collect that, on the former occasion on which
company were to give pOwer to the company I had the honour to address it, I stated that
to do an act of that sort. I think that ail it was a point of state policy, and that I
that could be done, without some special should leave the matter entIrely in the hands
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of the government who have assumed the
responsibHity and acted upon it, and as the
government are not asking the House to
reject the Bil, I shall certaènly not feel my-
self warranted in taking any further action
in the matter.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

SECURITIES FOR SEED GRAIN ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second
readlng of Bill (143) 'An Act to amend
the Act respecting securities for seed grain
indebtedness.' He sald : Last session an
Act was passed authorizing the Minister of
the Interior, when he was satisfied that the
land which had been given as security for
the advance of money to purchase seed grain
was a sufficient protection to the Crown, to
discharge the sureties. That was a per-
missive power, and It Is proposed now by
the Bill that the sureties In all cases shah
,be discharged, retaining only the land as a
security for the original grant. I find, on
looking over the records of the debt, that
there has been a very considerable absence
of any principle that has prevalled. I have
a short summary in my hand wlth reference
to dealing with the seed grain indebtedness.
In 1886-7-8, advances of seed grain were
made to settlers, the government taking
bonds. They did not always take sureties.
Sometimes they simply took the land as
security. These transactions were carrIed on
at Winnipeg and not at the head office. In
1894, advances of seed grain were again made
to settlers, secured by liens and bonds, as
w!as done in 1886. In many cases the surettes
have left the country, and In other cases they
were Insolvent, and It is found that the fair-
er way wlil be to release the sureties in all
cases, holding only the lands where the lands
are held by the Crown, and In order to re-
move any question as to the discretion of
the minister I propose, when the Bill goes
to committee, to insert the word ' all' in the
Bill, so that It will read in this way :

The Governor In Council may discharge fron
liability ail persons who are liable to the Crown
as sureties upon bonds given to secure paynment
for seed grain furnished by the Crown to per-
sons In the North-west Territorles.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.-Would
it not be better'to substitute the word 'shall
for ' may ' ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My hon. friend knows
what the word 'may ' In an Act means. The
Çrown never use any other word than ' may.'
All persons wIll be on the same plane. The
Bill consists of only four ines, and perhaps,
by permission of the House, we mlght take
the second and third readings to-day.

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Bill be
read at length at the Table, and that the
word ' al' be Inserted in the Bill before the
wbrd 'llability.'

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I quite agree to the
Biil as it now stands. I was proposing to
offer an amendment, but after the explan-
ation given by the hon. Secretary of State,
I have nothing to say.

The Bill was then read at length at the
Table.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My hon. colleague sug-
gests that it would be more correct that
the House should go into Committee of the
Whole on the Bill.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-What is the great
hurry ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is only four lines.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-We might as weil
leave It till we meet again.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Some importance is
attached to the Bill, from the fact that per-
sons cannot obtain their patents until they
are relleved from this security.

Hon. Mr. McOALLUM-Then, in that case,
let us go on with the Bill.

The House resolved itself Into Committee
of the Whole on the Bill.

(In the Ommittee.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Has
it been the practice of the department to re-
fuse the issue of a patent to a settler who
had become securIty for another settler,
though his full time had expired which was
necessary under the law to entitle him to a
patent ? I understood from the hon. gen-
tleman behind me just now that that was
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one of the reasons why he was urging the
passage of this Bill at once, so as to enable
the surettes who had complied with the
laws In every other respect to obtain their
patents.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I questioned Mr. Roth-
well, the solicitor of the department, and he
tells me that the practice has not been uni-
form. They had not sufficient data to guide
them. The records ln Winnipeg had not
been kept with care in former years. In
many cases, the patents have been issued,
and the sureties practically discharged, and
it was thought proper to place them ail on
the same level.

Hon. 'Mr. BERNIER, from the committee,
reported the Bill with an amendment, which
was concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third time and
Dassed.

TORONTO HOTEL COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved
the second reading of Bill (114). 'An Act
respecting the Toronto Hotel Company.' He
said: I desire to give the reasons why,
though It appears to be a private Bli for the
incorporation of a hotel company, this Bill
should be presented to this parliament.
There are provisions ln the Bill affecting loan
companies and the banks. There are cer-
tain loan companles who have, as I am
informed, made loans on portions of the pro-
perty which this hotel company proposes to
purchase, and also the banks have made
advances on them. The Bill gives power to
the loan companies and to the banks to
continue their loans on the hotel property.
Therefore, I propose to refer it to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce, because
it refera particularly to money matters and
commerce.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It practically amends
the charters of other companles, and
authorizes the dealing with trust funds, a
very important matter for the Banking and
Commerce Committee to consider.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The hon. leader of
the opposition has toM us that ail
prIvate Bills introduced here should be ex-
plained at the second reading. I am not

satisfied with his explanation of this Bill.
Why does this Bill come here at all ? It Is
a local matter altogether. It is a matter
affecting Toronto. Why not get a charter
there to carry on the business without com-
Ing to parliament ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
comes here because, as the hon. Minister of
Justice has just stated, It interferes with
the loaning powers of banks and. loan
companies acting under Dominion charters.
If it were merely a local Bill, for the pur-
pose of purchasing property and erecting a
hotel In the city of Toronto, then there
would be no necessity for coming to this
parliament for a charter ; but It Interferes
with the operations of banks and loan com-
panles acting under Dominion charters.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-That explanation
is satisfactory as far as It goes. I think it
would be a bad thing for the people of Can-
ada that these financial institutions should
get power to build hotels. I do not think
It ta right that they should have that power.
I do not happen to have much bank stock,
but I know some who have, and I do not
think It is right to give those banks power
to invest the stockholders' money in hotel
speculations. If we adopt the motion for
the second reading of the Bill, we adopt the
principle of it. Now, I protest strongly
that this Bill should not come here at all.
It Is a matter altogether for the local legis-
lature. The Bill provides :

The Ontario Companles Act (chapter 191 Re-
vised Statutes of Ontario) shall apply and relate
to the said company as if the several provisions
thereof were incorporated herein, excepting sec-
tions 9, 10, 12, 14, 15, 23, 24, 98, 99 and 101.

My hon. friend did not tell us what effect
this has. I am sure I do not know, and be-
fore supporting the second reading of the
BiH, we should know something about it. I
do not intend to oppose the second reading,
but I think we should have in explanation,
according to the doctrine laid down by my
hon. friend. I may have a Bill here some
day myself. It may be an orphan, and my
hon. friend may expect me to give all
possible explanations about It. I wish to
protest against the bankers of this country
taking the money of the peop'l and specu-
lating with It In hotels. It la a principle
which should not be ,alowed.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-Although I am strong
In my own faith, I agree with my hon.
friend in being a strong protestant on this
subject.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
not going to prolong the discussion. I was
.asked to move the second reading by my
hon. friend from Toronto (Hon. Mr. Allan)
who made this explanation to me. The
clauses of the Act to which he refers, as I
understand them, are to give additional
power to the banke and to the loan companies
to loan money, or to take security for loans
of money, on this building which is to be
erected. As f ar as the principle of the
Bill is concerned, I am very much of the
opinion of the hon. gentleman who has
spoken, and I told one of the directors from
Toronto, when he spoke to me a short time
ago, that I had very grave doubts as to
the propriety of allowing loan companies,
who are handling the money of other people,
to Invest in hotel property. The reason I
gave for It was, that some of the largest
and most extensive hotels in the Dominion
at the present time had been unprofitable for
a great number of years, and if loan com-
panies cannot ~obtain' some return for the
money they Invest, the stockholders must
neeessarily suffer. go far as I understand
the Bill now, I am very much inelined to the
opinion of the hon. gentleman from Monck,
and that la one reason why I shal ask the
House, when the time comes, to refer it to
the Committee on Banking and Commerce,
whIch deals exclusively with banking and
loan companles.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I agree entirely with
the remarks of the hon. leader of the oppo-
sition. If we carry this principle further,
almost every transaction would come under
our jurisdiction. Banks give accommodation
and get securlty. The banks have suffi-
cient power now, under the Banking Act,
to carry on the legitimate business of bank-
Ing. I do not'think they should go beyond
It. This 1a purely and simply a local Bill,
which should be dealt wIth by the legislature
at Toronto. I strongly belleve It wlll not
be assented to by the Committee on Banking
and Commerce.

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

The Senate adjourned.
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM. .

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday June 6, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

LAND TITLES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (139) 'An Act to amend the
Land Titles Act, 1894.' He said: This
Bill is of a somewhat technical character,
and has been asked for by the lawyers ln
the North-west. It is amending and ex-
plaining various clauses of the Land Titles
Act, fifty-four different sections. Probably
the better way to proceed will be to give
the explanation in committee. The first
clause removes doubts which existed sInce
the repeal of the Title's Act, in 1894, as to
the proper proceedings for discharging
mortgages and loans on land. The second
clause provides that writs against land
which have been registered in the district
shall not bind the land for a longer tern
than two years, unless renewed from that
date.

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

LIVE STOCK RECORD ASSOCIATIONS
INCORPORATION BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved Itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (134) 'An Act
respecting the incorporation of Live Stock
Record Association.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This Bill Is asked for
at the instance of the live stock associa-
tions, particularly that association having
in view the Improvement of high class live
stock. It appears the pedigrees are not
recognized In the United States where com-
panies are incorporated under provincial re-
gister, and It Is for the purpose of overcom-
ing that difficulty. It does not Interfere
in any degree with the l've stock asso-
c'ations that are'already incorporated. It
in no way disturbs or affects them. It
simply gives to a Dominion association the
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right to associate as they please for the
benefit of the individual and for no other
purpose. It is a formai Bill, simply giving
an opportunity for breeders to associate
themselves under letters of association from
the Minister of Agriculture.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
the object is, I suppose, to
ized stockabook ?

BOWELL-The
have an author-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-So that
we can trace the pedigree of ail cattle pre-
sented therein-a stock-book similar to that
which exists in the United States and Eng-
land?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, that is it. The
United States will not recognize pedigrees
unless they are verified by the association.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Have
we not a Canada stock-book now ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think they are
incorporated by the Dominion. I think
they are incorporated under general laws
in the province of Ontario. I do not think
there Is any special Act.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-Are these
the same people that are in the other asso-
ciations who are now applying for incorpora-
tion ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is open to
who are Interested In live stock
association under this Bill.

any parties
to form an

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I in-
tended to look at some two or three
volumes of stook-books that I have at home,
in which are recorded the pedigrees of
cattile in Canada, but I must confess that I
forgot to look at It to see how far this Bill
would affect It, or whether it would estab-
lish an additional record of the stock for
the whole Dominion. I do not know that
any harm will come of It.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-It is a permissive Bil
for those who choose to take advantage of
It. It does not affect any other corporation.

On clause 4,

Hon. Mr. WOOD-If I understand the
hon. gentleman aright, clause 4 is not In-
tended to Interfere with any of the asso-
clations teiat are formed now.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It does not affect them.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-The associations now
in existence are not under this Act, but if
another association should be formed under
this Act, would it not interfere with the
existing one ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If, for instance, breed-
ers of Ayrshire cattle ail over the Dominion
wished to associate themselves together as
one body, they could Incorporate under this
Bill, and so with any other stock breeders.
This Bill enables those who are interested
in a particular breed of cattle to associate
together for the purpose of keeping up the
record of that particular breed.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I understand that, but
the minister did not catch the point I was
inaking. Take, for Instance, the Ayrshire
breed. I think there is an association now
In existence of Ayrshire breeders, and a
stock-book. I know there is a Shorthorn
association, because I am connected with
It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They would not want
to come under this.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-The point I was mak-
ing was this, that under this Bill there
could be another association formed? The
association in existence is not under this
BiH. There could be only one under this
measure. Where an association is already
in existence, you authorize another one
under this Bill.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-This is
Dominion. It is asked for
want a Dominion association
of any particular breed.

for the whole
by those who
for the benefit

Hon. Mr. McMIILAN-Can you have
more than one ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, not of that parti-
cular class of animais. It Is lmited to
one.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-Will not the
two clash, those In existence now and those
to be formed under this Bill ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The object Of this
association, as I have explained, ls that the
breeders of each particular' elass of animals
can form a Dominion Assoclation if they like.
It does not interfere with any existing as-
soclations, or any which may be formed in
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the future under provincial laws. It is
entirely at the instance of special breeders
that this bas been asked for. It can do
no harm to others.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-Probably of
persons who could not get their cattle into
existing stock registerb. They will perhaps
be able to run in animais that fault was
found with and which could not be register-
ed in other herd-books.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWFLL-The
hon. gentleman from Westmoreland asks a
pertinent question. I do not think the
Secretary of State quite understood it. He
says there is an association now of cattle
breeders of Shorthorns, to which he himself
belongs.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Dominion or local ?

-Hon. Mr. WOOD-Dominion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They would not come
under this.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Sup-
pose parties in New Brunswick form another
association under this Bill, with books that
are printed giving a record of the particular
class of cattle rwhich the incorporation gives
them power to establish, which record book
Is to be the authorized reference If a man is
buying and desires to have a pedigree of
bis purchase ? A man may have an animal
that the present association would reject
and would not record as a pure-bred animal,
and might gain admission to the new asso-
ciation. How Is the purchaser to know
which Is the proper register ? I think the
present registration gives general satis-
faction, I am at a loss to know why the in-
dividual breeders of any particular class of
cattle require a special association and a
special record of the cattle they raise. The
book that is now printed and has been
printed for some ,years, if my memory
serves me right, by the Provincial Agricul-
tural Association of Ontario, contains a re-
cord of the pedigrees of the particular
classes of cattle in which people deal. Now,
you are going to have a lot of separate
associations throughout the Dominion in the
different district%, and the Idea suggested
Itself to me before, but has been more
clearly defined by hon. gentlemen around
me, as to the conflict which might arise and

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

the diffliculties it would raise In securing
a proper register of pure bred cattle.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have here a memo.
from Mr. Fisher on the subject:

In negotiations with the United States to secure
recognition by their customs authorities of our
registration of live stock, so as to secure free
entry for thoroughbred stock, they refused to
recognize our provincial associations, but I bave
reason to belleve they would recognize a Do-
minion association. My live stock commission-
er. Mr. Hodson, has been discussing this matter
with the live stock men of Ontario, and has their
endorsation of the request.

This Bill does not interfere In any way
with the var'lous provincial associations,.
whIch can stili go on with their work, but
provides for their becomIng Dominion asso-
eiations. If any of them choose, or tlhey ail
choose, by means of a combination. At pre-
sent, moet of the live stock associations In
Canada are entirely Ontario ones, and they
have expressed at meetings held this win-
ter, at' which Mr. Hodson was present and
discussed the matter, their approval of thîs
Bill. It seems to me this Bill is In the ln-
terest of breeders.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I would suggest that
this clause 4 should stand for the present,
and the minister's attention be called to It.
I am really raising the objection in the in-
terest of the Bill. If the clause said that
an association should not be incorporáted
under this Act where a Dominion associa-
tion already exists, I could understand it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is no other
Dominion association that I am aware of.
If there Is such a one, this Act does not
interfere with It at all. For instance, if
there is already a Shorthorn association
prevailing over -the Dominion, the minister
would not permit an incorporation under
this Bill. There would be no reason for
it. It Is only where none exists, and it
must be limited to each class of animals.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-The difficulty might
arise with persons dissatisfied wlth the
present association, who might wish to form
an association under this Act, and they
could do so.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Does the hon. gentle-
man wish the clause to stand?

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Yes.

The clause was allowed to stand.
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Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN, from the com-
mittee, reported that they had made some
progress with the Bill and asked leave to
oit again.

OCEAN STEAMSHIPS SUBSIDIES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-

ing of Bill (151) 'An Act to amend the Act
relating to Ocean Steamship Subsidies.' He
said: This Bill provides for a renewal, for
a further period of ten years, of the contract
for steamship services between British Col-
umbia, China and Japan.

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

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (112) 'An Act to Incorporate the
Quebec and Lake Huron Railway Com-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Landry.)

Bill (101) ' An Act respecting the Nipissing
and James Bay Railway Company.'-<Hon.
Mr. MeMillan.)

Bill (75) 'An Act to Incorporate the Que-
bec Southern Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Dandurand.)

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (170) 'An Act to amend the Act re-
specting the Merchant's Bank of Halifax,
and to change its name to the Royal Bank
of Canada.'-(Hon. Mr. Power.)

Bill (125) 'An Act respecting the Algoma
Central Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Watson.)

Bill (149) 'An Act respecting the inscribed
stock of Canada in the United Kingdom.'-
(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Bill (150) 'An Act respecting the Salis-
bury and Harvey Railway Company.'-
(Hon. Mr. Baird.)

Bill (100) 'An Act respecting the Buffalo
Railway Company (foreign).'-(Hon. Mr.
McCallum.)

Bill (146) 'An Act to enable the city of
Winnipeg to utilize the Assiniboine water
power.'-(Hon. Mr. Watson.)

BiH (20) 'An Act respecting the British
Yukon Mining Trading and Transportation
Company, and to change Its name to the
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British Yukon Railway Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (81) ' An Act to incorporate the Acci-
dent Guarantee Company of Canada.'-(Hon.
Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudiere.)

Bill (55) 'An Act to incorporate the Cana-
dian Banker's Associatlon.'-(Hon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (161) 'An Act to amend the Acts re-
specting interest.'-(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

THE NICKEL STEEL OOMPANY OF
CANADA INCORPORATION BILL.

FIRST READING.

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (68) 'An Act re-
specting the Nickel Steel Company of Can-
ada.'

The Bill was.read the first time.

Hon. Mr. KIROHHOFFER moved that
the Bill be read the second time on Friday
next. He said: When my name was first
mentioned ln connection with this Bill, I
had a vivid recollection of the last great
steal that was before this House, and I
objected to taking charge of it, but I ob-
serve that the word is spelled 'steel' in the
present Bill, and I therefore have no ob-
jection to ilt.

The motion was agreed to.

COLD STORAGE CONTRACTS BILL.

FIRST READING.
A message was received from the House

of Commons with Bill (152) ' An Act to
authorize contracts with certain steamship
companies for cold storage accommodation.'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This measure authorizes
the government to enter into contracts with
the Allan and the Reford companles for this
year and next year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Only
for two years ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, only for two years.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Are
the contracte confined to any amount ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Not to exceed $28,750
a iear.

The Bill was read the first time.
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EXPROPRIATION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

FIRET READING.

A message was recelved from the House
of Commons with Bill (160) ' An Act to
amend the Expropriation Act.'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Bil simply reduces
the raté of Interest to be paid, from 6 to 5
per cent, in accordance with another Bill
which is before parliament reducing the rate
of Interest on claims of that kind.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstood that the Bill introduced by the
Finance Minister reduced the legal rate
of Interest from 6 per cent, to 5 per cent in
case of a judgment, and where no bargain
was made ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
it would not be under similar circumstances.
This Bill is to place judgments obtained
through the Exchequer Court in the same
position as though they were under the
general Act.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-This applies to cases
where an expropriation is made and the
Crown takes possession of the property and
does not pay over the money at the time.
The Crown is liable to pay 5 per cent, in-
stead of 6 per cent as heretofore.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-It Is not retroac-
tive ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

The Bill was read the first time.

DOMINION ATLANTIC RAILWAY COM-
PANY'S BILL.

FIRST READING.

A message was recelved from the House
of Commons
specting the
Company.'

with Bill (83) 'An Act re-
Dominion Atlantic Railway

Hon. Mr. POWER moved that the Bill
be read the first time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I see
this is a voluminous Bill, and I should like
to know what its object is ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is simply intended
to consolidate the existing Acts relating to

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

the Dominion Atlantic Railway Company in
Nova Scotia, and to make some changes la
the law.

The Bill was read the first time.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I should like to know,
from any one of the ministers, if that re-
turu to an address for ail petitions and
correspondence [n connection with the Gaspé
Short Line Rallway, for which I moved
some time ago, has been prepared ? If
not, can any et the ministers say whether
it will be ready before the Railway Com-
mittee meets ?

Hon. Mr.
gentleman
will make
recelved it.

MILLS-We promised the hon.
to bring the return down. I
Immediate inquiry; I have nó,t

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-An address was
voted by this House for the return.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-What department would
it be with ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--It
ought to be with the Department of Rail-
ways.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I should like to know,
also, if that solitary document whIch the
vigilant eye of the Secretary of State caught
one day on the table of the Executive
Council has been found, and If we can ex-
pect to have it placed on the Table of this
House during the present session ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Which one was that?
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The correspondence

relating to the Manitoba sehool question.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Since the last return

was brought down ?
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Yes. Perhaps, also,

the bon. minister would be good enough to
complete the reïturn which he submtitted the
other day in connection with the Montmagny
post offiee. The deed has been produced,
but the titles which the deed recites are
missing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That would be in the
Post Office Department, I suppose ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In the Public Works
Department.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will inquire about it.
The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, June 7, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three

-o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ROYAL TRUST COMPANY'S BILL.
WITHIDRAWN.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, to whom was
referred Bill (D) 'An Act respecting the
Royal Trust Company,' reported that the
promoters desired not to proceed further
with the measure this session, and recom-
mended that the fees pald by the pro-
moters of the Bill be refunded, less the ex-
pense Incurred in printing the Bill.

The report was received.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved that the report
be adopted.

The motion 'was agreed to.

THE POSTMASTERSHIP OF NEW
WESTMINSTER, BRITISH COLUM-

BIA.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL, In the

absence of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) inquired:

If Mr. Brown, who has accepted a provincial
office, has resigned the postmastership of New
Westminster, British Columbia? If so, has it
been accepted unreservedly?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say that Mr.
Brown, the late postmaster In New West-
minster, B.C., resigned the postmastership

Of that office. In reply to the second por-
tion of the question I may say that his
resignation has been accepted unreservedly.

CLAIMS OF MACKENZIE & MANN.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL in-
quired :

1. Has any claim or claims been inade by
Messrs. Mackenzie & Mann for compensation, by
the government, for alleged expenditure Incur-
red by them on account of the non-ratification
by parliament of a contract entered into by them
and the government for the construction of a
railway from the waters of the Stikine River,
in British Columbia, to the waters of Teilin
Lake?

2. Does the government admit or recognize
that any legal or equitable claim exists on the
part of the said Mackenzie & Mann, arising out
of the non-ratification of the said contract?

371

3. Wbat sum has been claimed in payment of
such expenditures, disbursements and losses, and
what evidence has been laid before the govern-
ment sustaining such claims?

4. Has the government taken any action in
connection with such claims? If not, do they
propose doing so?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say, in reply to
the first question of my hon. friend oppo-
site, that the answer is yes. In answer to the
third question, I may say that the amount
and interest is $303,433.24. The evidence
produced in support of the claim consiste
of vouchers duly certified, approved and
receipted and in nearly ail cases the retired
bank cheque is attached. In answer to the
fourth question, I may say that no decision
has yet been arrIved at ln respect of this
claim, and therefore my hon. friend will
see that I am not in a position to answer
the second question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
the matter la still under consideration ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The matter la still in
the hands of the government and has not
yet been concluded.

SENATORS GOWAN AND SULLIVAN.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I might say a word or
two which, I am sure, will meet with time
hearty approbation of hon. gentlemen on
both sides of the House. I am pleased to
see that my hon. friend, the Senator from
Barrie (Hon. Mr. Gowan), aud my 1·oa.
friend the Senator from Kingston (Hlon. Mr.
Sullivan), both of whon bave been some-
what indisposed for some tIme, are able to
be present here with us again. Tie lon.
gentlemen have performed, botb of them,
long and Important public services as mem-
bers of this body, and I am sure that I hnt
express the sentiment of bon. ;endemen on
both sides of the House when I say we are
pleased to see them here, and it will be a
matter of congratulation with every mem-
ber of the Senate that those hon. gentle-
men should long enjoy such health as will
enable them to -adorn the positions which
they occupy in this House. (Applause).

LAND TITLES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE.
The House resolved itself into Committee

of the Whole on Bill (No. 139) 'An Act to
amend the Land Titles Act, 1894.'
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(In the Committee.)

On the 1st clause,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Some doubts have exist-
ed whether the repeal of what was known
as the Territories Real Property Act of 1894,
affected proceedings that were then being
enforced for the payment of judgments ln
existence, and it was thought best to re-
move any doubts, and the object of the
first clause Is to remove any doubt that
proceedings can be continued, notwith-
standing the repeal of the Act.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I have looked
over the Bill, and it seems to me to be
necessary.

The cause was adopted.

On the second clause,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This clause is for the
purpose of limiting writs filed ln the reigstry
office to two years, unless they have been
renewed. It would be improper to allow
them to remain if the amount were really
discharged. If the amount has not been
paid, the writ must be renewed to keep the
claim alive.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I propose to add two
amendments to the Bill. The hou. gentle-
man from Calgary had a Bill which was
promoted by Mr. Davin In the other House.
It came here, and it was rather uncertain
whether the language of that Bill was
really ln accordance with what the parties
desired, or in accordance with the practice
ln the North-west. It has been a subject
of a good deal of discussion, and Mr. Brad-
shaw and one or two judges of the North-
west have been ln communication with the
solicitor of the Interior Department on the
subjeet. I propose to add, as clause 5, the
following :

5. Subsection 1 of section 89 of the said Act
is hereby repealed, and the following subsection
substituted therefor:

89. Whenever the owner of any land, for which
a certificate has been granted, dies, such land
shall be subject to the provisions of this Act,
vest ln the personal representative of the de-
ceased owner, who shall, before dealing with
such land, make application ln writing to the re-
gistrar to be registered as owner, and shall pro-
duce to the registrar the probate of the will
of the deceased owner, or letters of administra-
tion, or the order of the court authorizing him
to adminIster the estate of the deceased owner,
or a duly certified copy of the said probate,

Hon. Mr. MILL, . . I

letters of administration or order, as the case
may be; and thereupon the registrar shall enter
a memorandum thereof upon the certificate of
title, and for the purpose of this Act the pro-
bate of a will granted by the proper court of
any province of the Dominion of Canada, or of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire-
land, or an examplification thereof, shall be
sufficient.

I thought it proper, before the Bill was
rend the third time, that we should have
this amendment and another amendment
printed, so that members of the profession,
interested in the North-west should have
an opportunity to read them, and see if
they meet with their approval, and settle
matters that have been the subject of a
good deal of discussion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Why are letters of ad-
ministration omitted ln the last provision ?
For instance, if a party dies in England
and administration is taken out, why should
not an exemplification of letters of admin-
istration taken out in England be recog-
nized as well as If taken out in one of the

provinces ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Because they may be
open to question, and may require to be
confirmed. That bas been the feeling of
the Bar, that while they were quite pre-
pared to accept an authenticated copy of a
probate of a w!ll they were not ready to ac-
cept the probate of a letter of administra-
tion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As I understand, the
Bill provides that copies of letters of ad-
ministration granVted in any province of
Canada will be accepted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not see that there
is any greater objection to accepting letters
of administration taken out in the United
Kingdom than there is to accepting letters
of administration granted in one of our pro-
vinces.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have not undertaken
myself to judge this question. It has been
the subject of a good deal of correspondence
between Mr. Bothwell, the solicitor of the
department, and persons ln the North-west
Territories. I move the adoption of the
amendment.

Hon. Mr. KIROHHOFFER-I think it was
considered that there would be opportuni-
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ties for verification here that would not be
had in England.

Clause 5 was adopted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I would just call the
attention of my bon. friend from Brandon
(Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer) to another new
clause which I propose to add to the Bill. It
is as follows :

6. It la hereby declared to have been the in-
tention of the Acts known as the Territories Real
Property Acts, chapter 26 of the Statutes of
1886, and chapter 51 of the Revised Statutes,
and of the Acta amending the latter Act, as
well as that of the Land Titles Act, chapter
28 of the Statutes of 1894, and of any Act in
amendment thereof, that land In the Territo-
ries devolving upon the personal representative
of a deceased owner thereof, shall bo dealt with
and distributed as personal estate, and that shall
be taken and held to have been the law and
the true intent and meaning of the said Acts
from the date upon which the said firat-men-
tioned Act, chapter 26 of the Statutes of 1886,
came into force, that la to say, the lst day of
January, 1897.

I understand there bas been some doubt
on the subject. and the Deputy Minister of
Justice, to whom the matter was referred.
thought it would be advisable to remove all
doubts. There Is no doubt as to what the
Intention was, that :'and was to be treated
as personal property, and whether the lan-
guage fully expressed that or not, I arn
not going to discuss the point ; but the opin-
ion of some lawyers is that it Is not as clear
as It ought to be.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-That is in
the Territorles ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-It is assimi-
lating it to the province of Manitoba.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. BAIRD, from the committee,
reported the Bill with amendments, which
were concurred lu.

LIVE STOCK RECORD ASSOCIATIONS
INCORPORATION BILL.

REPORTED PROM COMMITTEE.

The House resumed ln Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (134) 'An Act
respecting the Incorporation of Live Stock
Record Associations.'

(In the Committee.)

On clause 4,,
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was looking up the

point rwhether the shorthorn associations
have been incorporated by the Dominion,
and I find they have not been.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-That is quite correct.
I thought they were incorporated by a
Dominion Act, but on looking up the mat-
ter I find they are incorporated under an
Ontario Act although their membership
extends over the whole Dominion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-We
have all been turning our attention to it
I find that my understanding of It was
correct, In regard to the herd book for
Ontario. The first herd book was prlnted
In 1867. There are nine volumes extend-
ing up to 1886, it was then called the Can-
ada herd book. After 1886, the title of the
work was changed to that of the Domin-
ion herd book, of which there are five
volumes under the latter tItle, but none
of these works have any reference to
any breed of cattle other than shortVhorns.
Now, that I understand the measure, I may
say that I think it is a very good one. In
the library we have some United States herd
books, and also English herd books, giving
the pedigrees of all kinds and classes of cat-
tle, but I found that we have nothing of that
kind in Canada, very much to my surprise.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELIr-I
should like to call the attention of the hon.
Secretary of State to a change which has
been made. It is true it might be called
a clerical error, but it would have an im-
portant bearing on many a BIIl-the chang-
ing of the word 'and' to 'or.' Using the
word 'and' might be Interpreted to In-
clude the whole. The word 'or' would
mean an association, perhaps for each. The
change being of that character, is It not
proper that it should be sent back to the
Commons as an amendment rather thani that
we should just call it a clerical error ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No. The Commons in-
tended that the associtlon should be
limited to each breed, or they could not
have an aggregate. They could not ta-
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clude several in one. The
muet ibe distinct, and the pige,
muet be distinct. The word ' or'
formity with the meaning.

Ayrshires
or sheep,
le in con-

Hon. Sir MACK®NZIE BOWELL-The
point to which I called the attention of the
Senate was as to whether we should make
an important change without reporting it to
the Commons. The hon. gentleman says the
intention was so and so. I do not know
that we have to deal with the intention of
the Commons. We have to deal with the
fact as it comes before un in the Bill.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think it Is one of
those changes that tihe law elerk usually
makes in the final preparat!ion of the Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-I do
not think so.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As the hon. leader of
the opposition has pointed out, the amend-
ment makes a very serious change in the
meaning of the Bill, and unless the thing
is done in a regular way there would be
no autbority for the clerk to alter the Bill,
and as there ls plenty of time, I think the
wiser way is to place ourselves on the safe
aide. The clerk would have no authority
to alter this Bill unless there was an order
of the House. It is a matter of some little
consequence, and there Is ne necessity to
rush the Bill through.

Hon. Mr. iSCOTT-It le quite clear that
in issuing letters of incorporation they would
only issue them ln accordance with the Bill .
They could not include swine and eheep in
one class. The minister would understand
what parliament meant by it. It is an in-
corporation for each particular class of
animals, not for a number in the aggre-
gate.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No
harm could possibly arise by calling it an
amendment; what necessity is there for
leaving any doubt ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Very well.
Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN, from the com-

mittee, reported the Bill wlth an amend-
ment, which was concurred ln.

SECOND READINGS.
Bill (V) 'An Act for the relief of Wm.

Henry Featherstonhaugh.'-(Hon. Mr. Cle-
mow.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Bill (146) 'An Act to enable the city of
Winnipeg to utilize the Asiniboine River
water power.'-(Hon. Mr. Watson.)

Bill (81) 'An Act to incorporate the Acci-
dent and Guarantee Company of Canada.'-
(Hon. Mr. Snowball in absence of Hon. Mr.
Casgrain, de Lanaudière.)

Bil (68) 'An Act respecting the Nickel
Steel Company of Canada.'-(Hon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer.)

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (151) 'An Act
to amend the Act relating to Ocean Steam-
ship Subsidles.'

(In the Committee.)

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I propose to strike out
of clause 2, the quotation marks.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
simply makes it a new Bill containing the-
same principle ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes; as it stood it would-
be a Dominion Act from 1899.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
a valuable body this Senate le!

Hon. Mr. POWER-Has the hon. Minister
of Justice considered the important question
as to whether we can originate a money
Bill ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We are not originating
it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend wll.l see
we have not altered or amended a Bill ln
any way as respects money appropriations.
It le practically correcting a clerical error.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The-
Bill did not originate here.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY, from the committee,
reported the Bill with amendments which
were concurred in.

ROYAL BANK OF OANADA BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved the second read-
ing of Bü1 (170) ' An Aet to amend the Act
respecting the Merchants' Bank of Halifar,
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and to change its name to the Royal Bank
of Canada.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I find
that this Bil is a material amendment to a
Bill that has already passed both Houses
of parliament this session. This, being a
new Bill, should have been referred to the
Committee on StandIng Orders before the
principle of the Bill is adopted by the second
reading. We passed Bill No. 72 a short
time ago, when it came up to us from the
House of Commons, changing the name of
the Merchants' Bank of Halifax, to that of
the Royal Bank of Canada. The second
clause of that Bill reads:

2. Before this Act shall take effect, a general
meeting of the shareholders of the said bank
shall be called for the purpose of considering
it, and a resolution accepting and approvlng
thereof shall be passed by the shareholders pres-
ent or represented by proxy at such meeting,
and la certified copy of such resolution shall,
within fifteen days after the passing thereof,
be transmitted to the Secretary of State of
Canada, and shall be by him published In the
' Canada Gazette,' and this Act shall take effect
from the date of such publication.

Now, a Bill i Introduced to repeal that
section and substitute the following :

2. The first section of this Act shall come Into
force upon its publication in the ' Canada
Gazette,' and the Secretary of State of Canada
shall cause it to be so published upon receiving
a certificate under the hand of the president
of the said bank and the seal of the said bank
certifying that the sald Act has been approved
by a vote of the directors, and upon receivIng
a sum sufficient to pay the cost of such pub-
lication.

The change ls to take the power out of
the hands of the shareholders, as I under-
stand It, to bring it into force, and place
It in the hands of the directors. The
point I want to call the attention of the
House to, is this : No notice having been
given that such a Bill was to be intro-
duced, and no petition having been pre-
sented praying for this change, should
we not send the Bill to the Standing Orders
Committee, wbo could recommend that com-
pliance with the rules be dispensed with, in
order to allow the Bil to be proceeded
wlth ? I do not know that there is any
objection to the Bill. I merely pointed out
what the changes are, and I ask whether
the point I bave taken is correct or not ?

Hou. Mr. POWER-I know that in the
House Of Commons this Bill, which la nOW
before us, passed through ail Its stages under
a suspension of the rules, in order to allow

it to go through. The original Bill only
provided for changing the name of the
bank. It did not affect the position of the
sbareholders or creditors, or any other
person interested, ln the slightest degree.
I suppose it would Involve a good deal of
expense and Otrouble to have a genera$
meeting of the shareholders of the bank
for the purpose of ratifying what, I un-
derstand, the shareholders had already
agreed to at a prevlous meeting. It simply
provides, in order to avoid expense and
trouble, that the BiH may become law upon
the receipt, by the government, of a re-
port that the directors have passed the
necessary resolution. If It affected in any
way the interest of any other persons, there
would be a great deal of force in what the
hon. leader of the opposition says, but Inas-
much as It is a mere change of name,
which I understand had been agreed to by
the shareholders previously, it seems to me
that there ls no object ln raising any sert-
ous question about It, particularly as, in
the House of Commons, where the matter
was discussed, this Bill was put through
ail its stages with wonderfully rapidity.

Hon. Sir MACKENZE BOWELL-I am
not objecting to the change made by the
amendment, taking the word of the hon.
gentleman that the shareholders had al-
ready approved-

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not piledge myself
to that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
only suggesting that we are not complying
with the rules relating to the introduction
of private Bills.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-If the Bill were refer-
red to the Standing Orders Committee, they
could report that It would be a proper
measure to pass.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I move that this Bill
be referred to the Committee on Standing
Orders and Private Bills, in compliance
with rule 59.

The motion was agreed to.

INSCRIBED STOCKS OF OANADA IN
THE' UNITED KINGDOM BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. SOOTT moved the second read.

Ing of Bila (149) ' An Act respecting the ln-
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scribed stock of Canada In the Uniteil
Kingdom.' He said : This Bill authorizes
the Governor ln Couneil to direct that any
part, or the whole of the funded debt of
Canada may be lnscribed in registry books
te be kept In the United Kingdom, for the
purpose of further securing the co-operation
«f the Imperail government, and the re-
cognition of the Canadian funded debt as
capable of being used for investing what
are called trust funds. Hon. gentlemen are
aware that a very large amount of money
la held In England by trustees. Those
trustees are limited now as to the particular
channels ln which they can invest moneys,
and it would be a very great advantage te
our securities if they were authorized to
Invest in Canadian securities when offered
any of them. It has been discussed for the
last twenty years, and efforts have been
made to secure that advantage te Canada.
I do not know what particular difference
it would make, or that It would make a
marked difference ln the rate we would be
able to float our loans at. Correspondence
has been going on between the government
of Canada and the Imperial government on
the subject, and the Imperial government
have finally acquiesced in recommending to
the Imperial parliament an Act authorizing
Canadian securities, under certain condi-
tions, te be listed for the investment of
trust funds. They conform te an old Act
known as 'The Colonial Investment Act,'
under whIch we have te give security that
If a judgment be rendered we shall see
that it is pald. That is net a very onerous
condition; as hon. gentlemen will see, the
thIrd clause of the Bill provides :

3. The Minister of Finance and Receiver Gene-
ral may, out of the Consclidated Revenue Fund
of Canada, pay, satisty and discharge any judg-
ment, decree, rule or order of the court in
England, which under the provisions of section
20 of ' The Colonial Stock Act, 1877,' is to be
complied with by the registrar of the inscribed
stock of Canada in England.

The Imperial legislation lias not taken
place. I believe that a Bill is now before
the Imperial parliament, but we require
te give authority to the G'oernor ln Couneli
te complete the arrangement when the Im-
perlai Act has been Dassed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--I con-
gratulate Canada on having obtained an-
9ther concession from the Imperial gov-
arnment that will no doubt be of great

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

advantage, as pointed out by the Secre-
tary of State, to this country when it is
asking for a loan ln England. It has
been a source, not only of correspondence,
but of very earnest effort during the last
ten or fifteen years by our late High Com-
missioners, and more particularly by Sir
Charles Tupper, to obtaln this concession
from the Imperial government. They have
steadily refused it in the past. The con-
cession made to-day is another evidence of
the confidence which the people of England
have in the securities of their colonies, and
more particularly of Canada, and I am very
glad to know, from the correspondence which
has taken place, that the present govern-
ment have continued, under their present
High Commissioner, te press the same de-
mand on the Colonial Secretary and that it
has been acceded to. It will be, as the
Secretary of State pointís ont, of great
advantage to us from a pecuniary stand-
point. It must give every Canadian a
great deal of gratification to know that
we are gradually obtaining the same posi-
tion ln the money market ln England ln re-
spect to our securities that the Imperlal
government itself has, and when they have
gone so far as to consent to pass a special
Act of the Imperlal parliament granting this
concession, which has been refused for
very many years past, I think we may con-
gratulate ourselves on another step towards
the confederation of the empire.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--I am pleased to hear
my hon. friend congratulate the government
on the success of this matter.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
should I not ? We have been fighting for it
while I was ln office.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think it is very com-
mendable. I cannot suppose for a moment
that the Imperial government, during the
past few years, while this subject was
under discussion, could have had any doubt
as to the character of the securities that
Canada afforded, and not having any
doubt, it bas always been a matter of sur-
prise why they should hesitate to per-
mit Investments being made ln these securi-
ties. But there Is no doubt of this, that
the government there has been subjected to
pressure, as every government is, by those
who feel that the larger the number of
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securities in which parties may be per-
mitted to invest, the greater Is the extent
to which those which are purely local in
the United Kingdom are affected. of
course people would not invest In Imperlal
securities, if they felt that those of Canada
were perfectly safe at higher rates, and I
am sure that the action of this country
In reference to matters which concern
vitally the empire, has had its influence
upon the Imperial government itself, and
It did not feel that it could fairly hold the
people of Canada at bay any longer in this
regard.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
Is no doubt of It.

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

ALGOMA CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. WATSON moved the second
reading of Bill (No. 125) 'An Act respecting
the Algoma Central Railway Company.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-Will
the hon. gentleman explain the nature of
the Bill ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The Bill is simply
making some amendments with reference to
the terminals of the road. The charter was
granted some two or three years ago.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The road starts now
from Sault Ste. Marie ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Yes.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-A survey was
made lately, and it was found that the ter-
minals mentioned in the Bill could not be
reached because of obstacles in the way,
lakes, and so on, and they asked for a
change in the route.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is a
good job some hon. gentlemen knows sone-
thing about the Bill.

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

COLD STORAGE ACCOMMODATION
CONTRACTS BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-

Ing of Bill (152) ' An Act to authorize

contracts wlth certain steamship companles
for cold storage accommodation.' He said:
In 1897 parliament gave authority to the
government to make contracts with a num-
ber of steamship companles for the pro-
viding of cold storage. The amount paid
last year, I find, was $47,000. The period
was limited for the three years. It was
thought then that the amount advanced by
the government to assist in putting in order
the necessary changes required for the cold
storage would have been sufficient to have
justified the steamship company to have
continued to provide the cold storage with-
out any additlonal subsidies. However, in
consequence of a large number of vessels
having been taken off the regular route
last year, owing to the war in South Africa,
It has been found that there Is a consider-
able deficit, and It Is necessary now to
make further provision. It is proposed
under the Bill to limit the anount to $28,-
750. The amount pald last year was $45,-
695, by the Auditor General's Report.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Was
that all for 1899, or part of it for 1898 ?

Hon. Mr.
year, 1899.
could only

SCOTT-I presume for the third
The Auditor Geueral's Report

be down to 30th June.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
there might be a payment in that sum for a
debt due in 1898 ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It was assumed that a
sum of $10,000 would be necessary to equip
certain steamers. For steamers going to
another port, I thlnk It was $13,000, and
the government were to pay one-half, dl-
vided over the three seasons. The three
seasons had terminated, and looking up the
Auditor General's Report, I find that last
year the amount pald was $45,695. It will
be observed that this Bil limits the power
of the Lieutenant-Governor in Council to a
payment of $28,750, ln any one year, and
the Bill is confined to 1900 and 1901.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELLThat
is $19,850 less than was paid last year ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Could
the hon. gentleman state the average
amount paid for cold storage during the
last two or three years ? The hon. gen-
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tleman understands what I mean. I asked
if that $45,000 was for the service of 1899,
or whether any portion of it was for a
debt due for services rendered ln 1898. Per-
haps the hon. gentleman could find that
out when we come to the third reading ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The payments were to
extend over three years, 1897-8-9, so that
it would make very little difference, so far
as the Auditor General's Report is con-
cerned. All the payments would be made
after the last session of parliament. Under
the arrangement the government paid in
three equal annual instalments. The Allan
& Torrance line had four steamers. The
Allan & Thomson Une three steamers, the
Reford two steamers, the Elder Dempster
five. That makes fourteen steamers. Then
there was a steamer to Avonmouth, and
that steamer was allowed the high subsidy,
for some reason which I cannot explain, of
$13,325. The government, as I said, were
to pay one-half. The total amount, exclu-
sive of the Prince Edward Island service,
as I make it out, would be $76,662. One-
third of that in eaeh year would be $25,-
554. But from the Auditor General's Re-
port the sum of $45,695 has been paid. That
does not cover ail the items that are charge-
able against cold storage, because my hou.
friend knows there were advances made to
the railway companies to put on the re-
frigerator cars, and then the creameries
were subsidized to put in cold storage, and
in a variety of ways the amount was swol-
len very much larger than $45,000. The
gross amount in the Auditor General's Re-
port was $83,000 ; but that included many
things outside of cold storage. It included
spraylng and trial shipments, and a variety
of things. But the real cold storage items
were limited on the steamships to $45,000.

Hou. Mr. WOOD-May I ask the hon. gen-
tleman if the subsidies proposed under this
Bill are to be paid to the same steamers
receiving them in the past ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, it is limited to the
H. & A. Allan, and the Robert Reford
Une. Evidently the Elder Dempster Une
are not in it. It may be that ail the other
vessels running to Canada are provided
with cold storage accommodation. When
the contract was made three years ago, the
government paying one-half, extending over

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

1 three years, they were then to continue pro-
viding the cold storage, and I assume that
is the reason, although I do not know.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-If the steamers which
have been doing this work, and are already
fitted. are to continue running without any
subsidy, is it proposed to fit out a new lot?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Additional steamers are
wanted.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Can the hon. Secretary
of State say how many additional steamers
they intend to fit up ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The amount is limited
to the $28,750 in any one year. That is the
whole sum that will be allotted ln the pre-
sent year, and a similar sum for next year.
I noticed in the public press a considerable
amount of butter was delayed, and I think
a remark was made ln the other House,
when this Bill was before them, that a
considerable amount of butter had not gone
forward owing to lack of cold storage. It
was all due to the large number of steamers
Laken away to South Africa.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.
It was due to the negligence of the Minister
of Agriculture in not renewing the contracts.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Because the Minister
of Agriculture had not foreseen that Presi-
dent Kruger was going to kick up a row ?
Is that it ?

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I confess I do not quite
understand the hon. gentleman yet. These
steamers that have been fitted up with
cold storage, where the government bore
half the expense of fitting them up, I pre-
sume were under contract to run in ser-
vice during the season. Surely those
steamers could not have been taken away
to South Africa after they were fitted up
with cold storage ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. The contracts
were only for three years, and we had no
control over them. We are now in the
fourth year ?

Hon. Mr. WOOD-And have those steam-
ers all been taken away ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Some of them have.
Hon. Mr. WOOD-And those that have

not been taken away will run without auy
subsidy ?
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I presume so. I do not
really know.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I do not wish to ap-
pear to be too captious. i am asklng for
information. If there are a number of
steamers which have already been fitted
up, and which will continue to run wlthout
Subsidy, then this appears to be a very large
amount to be votiug for fitting up additional
steamers, because the amount, If I under-
stand the figures which the hon. gentleman
bas mentloned, Is larger than the average
amount which bas been pald during the
last three years, and I presume would fit
up a larger number of steamers than we
have had running In the last three years.
and that in addition to those we have al-
ready fitted up. It appears to me that It is
a very large amount, until I hear further
explanations.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will Inquire from the
Minister of Agriculture and will be able to
advise the hon. gentleman at the next stage
Of the Bill. The contracts were made for
three years on the assumption that, having
once been provided with cold storage, the
trade would be sufflcient to justify their
continuing cold storage, and after that the
enterprise would take care of Itself, that
there would be so much demand for It that
the steamers would keep It up. I do not
know what the result hias been, but I see
by the newspapers that there Is a shortage
in the cold storage accommodation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I hope
before the next stage of the Bill, that the
hon. Secretary of State will procure the
information as to the number of vessels
proposed to be subsidized, and the amount
Of cold storage upon the ocean, exclusive of
creamerles and railways to which the hon.
gentleman bas called attention, which make
Up a very large amount. This Bill con-
fines the subsidy for cold storage to the
Steamship service. The hon. gentleman
night also let us know the amounts that
have been paid for the last three years,
and, If he can, give us an explanation of
why it was not continued. From the de-
bates which have taken place, and the
articles in the press, it would appear that
the fact of the expiry of the contract had
been overlooked by the hon. Minister of
Agriculture. If hon. gentlemen will refer

to the Hansard of the House of Commons
they will find that the Minister of Agri-
culture acknowledged it himself, and it is
OWIDg to that negligence that the loss, to,
which the hon. Secretary of State refers,
bas occurred. They were unable, from the
subsidy not having been revoted, to carry
the butter and other articles.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think my hon.
friend is quite clear. The Act of 1897 was
perfectly clear. It authorized the Governor
in Council to enter Into contracts and to
pay subsidies for three years, and I remem-
ber distinctly that at that time it was
thought that if we paid one-half of the cost
of fitting up cold storage, the trade ln the
third year would be sufficlent to justify the
steamers in contInuing. It was never in-
tended that we should vote a further sub-
sidy at the end of three years. It Is owing
to the condition of things at present exist-
ing that it is necessary to supplement the
amount, because had the war ln South
Africa not occurred, and had all the steam-
ers whieh were provided with cold storage
still continued to run to Quebec, there would
be no necessity for this legislation. I think
that is a fair deduction to draw. It was
supposed that the enterprise would be suffi-
ciently supported to justify the steamers
in continuing after the third year. In
1897 we did not propose to continue the
subsidy beyond three years.

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

EXPROPRIATION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second reading

of Bill (160) 'An Act to amend the Ex-
propriation Act.' He said : This is a very
small Bill. It is simply changing the rate
of interest that wil1 be allowed hereafter
to parties whose lands are being expropri-
ated by the Crown, limiting the rate of in-
terest that will be paid to them, in case the
Crown does not promptly pay the money.
They will be entitled to draw 5 per cent
instead of 6 per cent, as at present. It 18
following a Bill which the hon. Minister
of Justice bas charge of, and which will
come before us in a few moments, authoriz-
ing the payment of 5 per cent instead of
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4 per cent on claims establlshed In the Ex-
chequer Court.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I wish to make one
remark in reference to this Bill. I think it
is a question worthy of consideration whe-
ther in changing an enactment of this kind.
the whole section should not be repealed
and a new section put in its place, instead
-of simply changing the word ' six' to 'five.'
Uniess hon. gentlemen have the original
Act before them, they cannot understand the
Bill. If the original section was repealed,
and a new section, with the amendment
embodied ln it substituted, it would be very
plain to ordinary men as well as to lawyers
themselves. While I am on my feet I may
compliment my hon. friend, the hon. Secre-
tary of State, on giving the explanation
whieh he has made, because without that
explanation it would be quite ambiguous to
ail persons who had not heard his remarks,
and I think that we are getting into a very
loose habit in this House ln reference to
motions that are made for the second read-
Ing of Bills. In the good old days it was
generally understood that a Bill should be
explained by the gentleman who has charge
of it at the second reading, but it is the
exception now to give an explanation at
that stage. I must except the hon. Secre-
tary of State in this regard, because he has
given the explanation, but ln many other
Bills the motion has been made for the
second reading to-day and no explanation
given at all. In many sessions past we have
motions made in the same way for a second
reading, and then a motion to refer to a
certain committee, and we are not ail mem-
bers of that committee, and really we are
largely ln the dark ln reference to the na-
ture of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Might I ask the hon.
Secretary of State why the government
sbould not pay their debts when they are
due, and why they should come here and
ask to have the interest reduced from 6 to
5 per cent ? Why not pay their debts when
due ? Some land of mine in the North-west
was taken for government purposes, and I
bad to wait for montbs before gettlng paid.
I think I should have got the money as soon
as the land was taken.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman is
quite right: the government ought to pay

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

its debt as soon as the award Is made, but
unfortunately for the government delays
arise through red tape. As far as I am
concerned, I do not consider 6 per cent is
too high where the government defer pay-
ment. However, the rate of money has
gone down now, and 5 per cent is consIdered
a good Investment, and it seemed right that
the law should be brought in harmony with
a law to be passed during the present
session.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--The
hon. gentleman expresses no opinion in re-
ply to the hon. gentleman from Prince Ed-
ward Island.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have no obj ction to
making the change that he suggests. I
tpresume we shall have a revision of the
laws in a very short time, and i have io
objection, if it is the desire of the House,
to rearrange the Bill in the way indicated.
I shall have the change made for to-mor-
row.

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

INTEREST ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-

ing of Bill (161) 'An Act to amend the Acts
respecting Interest.' He said: The House
will see, in looking at the provision of the
Bill, that It refers to the particular Acts
where the rate of interest is mentloned as
6 per cent, and it is a substitute of 5 for 6.
The matter is very simple and requires no
further explanation than that which I have
already given. lu the consolidated statutes,
chap. 127, the rate of interest mentioned la
6 per cent, and then in the Act of 1889, the
rate of interest is mentioned as 6 per cent.
In the Act of 1894, the rate is mentioned at
6 per cent, and In the Act of 1897, at 6 per
cent. I propose, by this very brief Bill,
in each of these statutes to substitute 5
for 6.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-It is
simply making the legal rate of interest,
where no contract exists, 5 instead of 6 per
cent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Will this affect the

rate of interest that banks can charge ?
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-They can
charge 6 per cent ?

still

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They can take all they
can get.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstand they can get any rate of interest
they please, provided they make a bar-
gain.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-They have a right
now, I understand, to charge 6 per cent.
According to this amendment it will be re-
duced to 5 per cent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-On all judgments, after
the passing of this Bill, the rate of interest
will be 5 per cent.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The other day we
passed the Usury Bill, allowing 6 per
cent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The statute of 1899
provides that the rate shal be 6 per cent
until the judgment is satisfied. If this be-
comes law, every judgment debt shall bear
interest at the rate of 5 per cent until set-
tled.

Hon. Mr.
Bill which
have to be

OLEMOW-Then the Usury
we passed the other day will
amended.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-As far as I am per-
sonally concerned, I am opposed to this Bill.
I do not see the necessity of it. I do not
believe it ls demanded by the people of
Canada generally, by the commercial com-
Munity or any other class that I know of.
I have not seen the subject referred to in
the public press. I am not aware that
there has been any discussion of the subject,
and the public generally are not aware that
such a Bill is before parjiament, or Is likely
to be passed. I desire to call the attention
Of the House to this tact, that ln the dit-
ferent sections of the Dominion-at all
events wherever I have been, or have any
acquaintances with business transactions,
the legal rate of Interest is always 6 per
cent. The public generally have learned
to regard that as the legal rate, and I do not
see what object there is ln changing it. I
do not know of any part of the Dominion
where the 6 per cent rate is considered un-

just or oppressive. In the Maritime pro-
vinces, at all events, 6 per cent is not re-
garded as too high a rate of interest to be
paid on ordinary business transactions.
There are securities on which you can ob-
tain loans at 5 per cent, and some at 4
or 4j per cent, but they are a special class
of loans and the securities on which they
are made are of a very high character.
tsually, such loans are made by trustees of
estates, or persons having money to in-
vest in exceptionally good investments for
a number of years. I shall regret very much
if this Bill passes into law this session.
I think public attention should be directed
to it, so that public sentiment could be
more fully expressed with regard to it. I
think we should hesitate before making
what I regard as a revolutionary change in
the method of doing business, ln this hasty
way, without public attention being more
generally directed to it, and wlthout ob-
taining a more general expression of public
opinion on the subject.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I was very much sur-
prised to find tha-t -the hon. gentleman from
Sackville objected to this Bill. I was
expecting that the hon. leader of the oppo-
sition would have congratulated the govern-
ment on having introduced a Bill to which
no exception could be taken.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-Don't
you think one congratulation is enough for
one day ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-The government should
be congratulated as often as they deserve It.
The hon. gentleman does not confine his
condemnations to one per day ; and he should
not confine his congratulations either. It is
perfectly true, as the hon. gentleman from
Sackville has stated, there has not been
much agitation or discussion of this measure,
simply because there are no politics in It.
Probably if there had been politics in the
measure there would have been agitation or
discussion. It is not a matter out of which
newspapers can make much capital. It is
business and common sense, aind those do
not often lend themselves to polities ? The
hon. gentleman has surprised me. This
Bill does not at all interfere with the right
of parties to make any bargain they please
with regard to the rate of interest; it simply
provides that, where no bargain is made,
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the rate of Interest shall be 5 instead of .6
per cent There is not a gentleman in this
House who knows better than the bon. gen-
tleman from Sackville that 5 per cent to-
day is a higher rate for money than 6 per
cent was twenty years ago.

Hon. Mr. OLEMOW-We all admit that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In the province of
Nova Scotia the legislature has acted on
that general feeling and has, reduced the
rate of interest, where no contract exists,
from 6 to 5 per cent. I think the govern-
ment would have been justified if they had
reduced the rate to 44 per cent, because 44
.is as much as 6 per cent was twenty years
ago. It does no injustice to anybody. In
,the province of Nova Scotia, at any rate,
it is very diffleult now to get 6 per cent
on a real estate loan if the security is at
.all good. The regular rate ls 5 per cent.
In the cities it Is very difficult to get even
that. Money is often loaned at 4, and large
quantities at 4J. If the rate were left at 6
per cent we would have this consequence.
A loan is bearing a rate of 5 per cent.
The creditor secures judgment, and the
rate becomes 6 per cent. That is most
unfair to the debtor. I think the general
feeling throughout the country, whatever
the feeling of the hon. gentleman from
Sackville may be, Is that this is a step In
the right direction, and that the government
might have gone further without doing
injustice to anybody.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I think the biggest
farce in the country is the interest law. We
have been discussing and legislating on the
subject of interest for many years, and to-
day we have to pay as much for money as
one's necessity demanda. If you are a
poor man you have to pay a high rate of In-
terest, regardless of the laws on the statute-
book. We have In the North-west private
banks which do not pretend to loan for
less than 10 or 12 per cent. If one man
has money and another has not, and has to
borrow, he must pay what the leuder wants
In the way of inlterest. The rate la governed
by a man's necessity. It Is the same all
over Canada. The moment a man who has
money finds that another wants It, he fixes
his rate. If you could make a penalty for
exceeding the rate, it would be all right,
but you leave a loop-hole through which

Hon. Mr. POWER.

the lender can escape, so that all this kind
of legislation Is a farce.

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

DOMINION ATLANTIC RAILWAY BILL.
SEOOND READING.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved the second read-
Ing of Bill (83) 'An Act respecting the
Dominion Atlantic Railway Company.' He
said : I find that I was lu error yesterday
when I answered the hon. leader of the
opposition with respect to this measure.
The substantial object of this Bill is to
validate two agreements which have been
entered into by the Dominion Atlantic Rail-
way Company with other parties. The Bill
appears to be voluminous, but it Is not. The
schedules are voluminous, and they can be
considered by the committee to which the
Bill wIll be referred.

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

BILL INTRODUCED.
Bill (115) 'An Act to incorporate the Cana-

dian National Railway and Transport Com-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

GRAIN TRADE INSPECTION BILL.
FIRST READING.

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (141) 'An Act re-
specting the grain trade in the inspection
district of Manitoba.'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Bill be
read the first time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
would ask the hon. Secretary of State what
effect this Bill will have on our present
trade ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It arose out of an agita-
tion in the North-west to establish what are
called flat warehouses instead of elevators,
and allowing the farmers to insist on having
one flat warehouse at least at each station,
and afterwards increasIng the number.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the first time.

BANK ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
F'IRST READING.

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (163) ' An Act to
amend the Bank Act.'
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Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the Bill be
read the first time.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWEDLL-This
ls a very important Bill. Are there any
material changes made in the law? Of
course. we all know that the bank charters
expire at the end of every ten years, and
that this ls a renewal of the bank charters.
I presume experience has led to some ma-
terial changes in order to protect depositors
and others. Are there any greater restric-
tions or any greater liberties given to the
banks ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I shall give full ex-
planations when I move the second read-
ing, but the hon. gentleman will fInd, on
examination of the Bill that it ls sub-
stantially the same as the law is now.
The principle is exactly the same. There
are very few alterations, and those are of
a suibordinate character. But the banking
association is given some supervision over
the issue of notes so as to prevent some
of those fraude which have been committed
under the present law.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Will
the bankers' association have power to re-
gulate the issue, and relieve the govern-
ment of the responsibility now devolving
on them to see that the law is carried out?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

The Bill was read the first time.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, June 8, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

committee. The one is that the site on
which this hotel is to be built shall be more
definitely set forth, and this amendment
describes exactly where the hotell is to be
placed. The other amendment is in re-
ference to the subseription to the stock on
the part of banks and corporate companies,
and the committee required that in any case
where subscriptions of that kind were given
by a bank, or corporate company, the mat-
ter should be submitted to the shareholders,
elther at a general or a special meeting. The
second amendment embodies that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As this ls a measure
about which there was a good deal of dif-
ference of opinion, and as It is not always
easy to catch the exact nature of an amend-
ment when it is simply read at the Table,
I should ask the hon. chairman of the com-
mittee If he will not defer the consideration
of the amendments till Monday ?

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The two amendments
are very simple. The committee objected
to the site being mentioned In generai
terms. The amendment states exactly
where their building is to be erected. I
wil read the amendment again so that there
will not be any mistake about it. The site
the building le to Occupy is to be within
the area in the city of Toronto bounded on
the north by King St., on the east by
Leader Lane, on the south by Colborne
St., and on the west by Yonge St. Anybody
who knows the locality at ail will see that
It is as distinct as it can be. The other
amendment reads :

In the case of any such corporation, so sub-
scribing, whether before or after the passing of
this Act, If the assent of Its shareholders or
any proportion of them would otherwise have
been necessary to validate such subscription,
then the approval of sucli subseription by a
majority of the votes o tlhe sharehoiders pres-
ent or represented by proxy at the annuai meet-
ing or at a special general meeting shall be
requisite in order to bind the corporation as a
party to the agreement.

TORONTO HOTEL COMPANY'S BILL. I submit that makes it perfectly clear.
REPORTEDD FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee on
Banking and Conmerce, reported Bill (114)
'An Act respecting the Toronto Hotel Com-
pany,' with amendments, and moved that
they be concurred In. He said: There are
just two amendments made to the Bill, in
conformlity wilth the views expressed by the

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-There is no doubt
the amendments proposed are improvements
upon the Bill, but I oppose the measure on
general prinieples. I consider that it ls es-
tablishing a very bad precedent for the
future. It is a kind of discrimination of
which I cannot approve. The banks and
these people who are now interested in this

[JUNE 8, 1900]1 591



592 [SENATE I
project are very wealthy men and the coun-
try has every confidence ln them, but there
ls no guarantee that other men, who are
not of the same character as these parties,
will not apply for similar privileges
ln the future. I think It Is wrong
ln principle, and I hope It will not
have a detrimentaa effect upon the
banking institutions of this country. So
far we have been very fortunate in our
banklng affairs with very few exceptions,
and I should regret exceedingly If we should
do anything whereby the etabllity of these
institutions should be Impaired. That Is
my chief reason for opposing this measure.
I look upon it as a local Bill, and I think
the matter should have been decided by
the local authorities If It was possible. I
have no doubt that they wIll get a meeting
of the shareholders, but It will be a meeting
of such men as are Interested Indirectly An
the acquisition and Increasing the value
of this property for the purpose of
Ibuilding the hotel. The great majority
of the people who subscribed for stock An
the past were not aware at the time that
such a privilege was to be granted to the
banks. I do not know what the effect
mlght have been, whether It would have
been injurions to them or not, or whether
they would have taken stock, knowing that
this power was to be granted to the bank.
However, there Is the naked fact that the
great majority of the stockholders of this
company are scattered over the whole world,
and it Is utterly impossible that these mat-
ters can be brought to their knowledge by
a meeting ln complilance with the require-
ments of the Act, but three or four men,
eontrolling as they do the majority of the
stock, wlll meet and take upon themselves
to say that they acquiesce and agree to this
,resolution introduced by my hon. friend
from Toronto. I oppose this measure An ail
sincerlty, and with the full knowledge of
the responsi(bility of parliament ln reference
to the banks of the country. I think It Is
a discrimination of the worst kind. It
1s true, a great m-any parties are interested
in this Bill, but whether it is going to be
a general benefit to the clty of Toronto or
not, I do not know and do not Inquire, but
I know that they are dolng something now
which they could not have done without this
Bill. It As contrary, An my opinion, to the

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

best interests of the country and our finan-
clal Institutions. It Is establishing a bad
precedent which may hereatter be acted
upon. I Intend to oppose this measure on
the motion for third reading. I do not
oppose the amendments, because I think
they are an improvement. At the third
reading we wIll ascertain the opinion of the
House as to whether my view Is acquiesced
in by a majority of the members.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I hope that this
measure will be allowed to stand over until
next week. I was not at the meeting of the
CommIttee on Banking and Commerce. I
am not a member of that committee, but I
have strong convictions on this question, and
I hope that concurrence An the report will be
postponed until some time next week, so
that we can have an opportunity to see what
we are asked to do. If I understood the
chairman of the committee aright, he says
they have fixed the area An the city of
Toronto where the hotel should be built. Is
not that presumption on the part of the
Senate of Canada to say where the company
shall build a hotel in the municipality of
Toronto? We assume too much responsibility.
I have no objection An the world to these
people, who are wealthy men, subscribing
their own money to build h'otels, If they
want to do so. I agree with my hon. friend
from Rideau (Mr. Clemow), on principle, An
objecting to banks speculating In hotels
with the stockholders' money, and I ask the
chairman of the committee to postpone the
consideration of the amendment until next
week. I am proud of the banking institu-
tions of this country, and what they have
done. They have enough to do legitimately,
witbout speculating in hotels, and asking the
Senate of Canada to fix the area An the muni-
cipality of Toronto where a hotel should be
built. I hold the Minister of Justice respon-
sible for this measure. He knows whether
there Is power enough An the municipality
of Toronto or in the local legislature to fix
the site for a hotel In the city of Toronto,
without coming to this parliament. I want
to hear his opinion, and I should be guided
a good deal by It. I agree with my hon.
friend fromu Rideau division, on the general
principle, An opposing this Bill. It Is wrong
to come to parliament and get a privilege to
speculate with other people's money, when
they do not risk their own. If the chairman
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of the committee persists in pressing con-
currence In the amendments now, I shall
have to oppose the motion.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-It is but just to
the committee to say that what we authorize
these Institutions to do, is mentioned In the
Bill, and so stated as to give us an Idea of
the responsibility that they will assume.
The committee took the Bill as It came
from the House of Commons, but went still
further, and In order to protect the vested
rights of the shareholders In these com-
panies, have made It imperative that the
directors shall consult the shareholders.
Although the Bill ls exceptional, it seems
there Is no very strong objection to allowing
those flourishing institutions to contribute
to the progress and prosperity of the city of
Toronto.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
the hon. gentleman who has charge of this
Bill will consent to the request made, to put
off the consideration of the amendment for
a day or two. I would also suggest that the
amendments be printed In the proceedings,
so we can study them. I agree wlth the hon.
gentleman from Monck (Mr. McCallum), in
saying that It seems presumptuous to define
the area In which the hotel shall be built.
The promoters did not ask to have it de-
scribed, but In compliance with the wish of
some of the members of the committee, it
was done. I also took exception to investing
the money of banks In the manner proposed
In this BUll, and In order to remove the ob-
jections which I and others had to the Bill,
as proposed, the promoters consented to
submit the question of subscription by these
different Institutions to the approval of the
stockholders, and a motion was made by
myself. that before any subscriptions would
become valid, made by any of the corpora-
tions mentioned In the Bill, it should first
recelve the approval of the stockholders at
a special or general meeting. That amend-
ment the promoters of the Bill also accept-
ed. The commIttee were Informed that the
stockholders had in many cases, he believed,
approved, but the commlttee deemed It ad-
visable that there should be no possible Mis-
understanding upon that point-that an In-
stitution which had to deal with large sums
of money owned by the stockholders, who
might be living In aIl parts of the world,
should not be permitted to divert any of the

38

funds from the purposes for whieh the In-
stitulon was organized, unless it recelved
the approval of the stockholders themselves.
That amendment was accepted, and that, as
my hon. frlend has explained, 1s the pur-
port of the amendment. The first amend-
ment is to locate the hotel.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-You located It
without being asked ito locate it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
commlttee Insisted upon It. The promoters
did not ask for it.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-It was done be-
cause the area had been fixed by the House
of Commons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Bill restricts the corporations who are em-
powered to Invest money in this undertaking,
which are doing their business within a
radius of one mile. The principal amend-
ment-I think the Senate wll concur in that
vlew-is the one which I am about to read.
After stating that certain corporations may
have power to subscribe a certain amount of
money, to the extent of $2,500 per annum, for
twenty years, It says : 'In case any such
corporation shall subscribe, whether before
or after the passing of this Act '-that was
in order to include the subscriptions which
have already been made, the Bill as intro-
duced would validate those subscriptions
without the consent of the stockholders-
' that In the case of any such corporation
so subscribing, whether before or after the
passing of this Act, If the assent of Its
shareholders, or of any proportion of them,
would otherwIse have been necessary to
validate such subscriptions, the approval of
such subscription by a majority of the votes
of the shareholders present, or represented
by proxy, at the annual meeting, or at a
special general meeting, shall be requisite
In order to bind the corporation as a party
to the said agreement.'

I think that protects properly the interests
of the shareholder. Had not that been put
in, I think the committee would have re-
jected the Bill.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I thlnk notice of this
Bill should have been published In the Can-
ada Gazette. If the directors choose to risk
the money of a bank in such a doubtful ven-
ture as a hotel, I think it should be made
public. It does not follow that a majority
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of the stockholders present at the annual printed ln French, and it was translated for
meeting, represents the vast majorlty of the the purposes of this House by one of the
shareholders. I know from experience, that clerks. I am not responsible for the error
the annual meeting seldom calls out any- in translation.
thing like a majority of the shareholders. Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will see
If proper notice has been given, and no ob- I am getting my Information from what
jection has been taken, then I have no ob- Itan on frompaperstands on the paper.jection to the bank acting with the consent
of their shareholders. Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-4 have ne objection to does not need to lose any t1že looking for

allowing the report to stand over untIl to- .a judgment in 1885, when it was given ln1895.
morrow. In answer to the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, I may say the law provides Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am looking ln 1895.
the way ln which notice shall be given. I apprehended that It was intended for 1895,

The report was allowed to stand until but there are a number of other matters
onday next. connected with the hon. gentleman's ques-

tions that I wish to look further into, and
HE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION. up to the time the House met, I had no op-

portunity to get the information which will
INQUIRY POSTPONED. enable me to give a satisfactory answer to

The notice of inquiry being called: the hon. gentleman's questions.
-By the Hon. Mr. Landry, that he will inquire

of the government:
1. Did the Governor General in Council, on the

21st March, 1885, render judgment upon the ap-
peal brought before hie tribunal by the Catho-
lie minority of Manitoba, and le that Judgment
known under the name o The Remedlal Order.'

2. Did not that judgment order the legislature
of Manitoba to do justice to the recognized
grievances of the Catholic minority of that pro-
vince

3. Has the legislature of Manitoba complied
with that judgment, and has it remedied the
grievances of the Catholices?

4. If justice has not yet been rendered to the
minority injured ln its rights, does the govern-
ment intend to exact that the judgment rendered
shall be executed, and le it going to take the
steps te have It executed?

5. The case which this school question caused
to rise having been appealed to the federal tri-
bunal, and a judgment having been rendered
by that tribunal, la it not precisely. upon that
tribunal and upon no other that the obligation
ftalls of causing its judgment to be respected?

6. When ls the government golng to cause
the constitution and the judicial decrees to be
respected, and when will the Federal govern-
ment, which, by law, ls constituted the protector-
of the rights of min-rities, treat this school ques-
tion from the point of view of right and duty,
and not at al as-a question serving as a stepping-
atone for certain poiiticians?

Hon. Mr. MILLS--I should; like to have
that motion stand until Monday ou Tuesday
next. I have only partly looined, for the in-
formation for whIch the hon& gentlemwa
asks, and I have been far too much engaged
to complete my investigations. T flnd, for

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I suppose the hon.
minister is not confounding that first ques-
tion with the other one ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Because the first one
requires only one search of that judgment.
There was only one judgment, and it was In
1895. It should not take twenty-four hours
to find it out. If the hon. gentleman wants
it, I can give it to him immediately.

Hon.. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
date is 1895 ln both these notices.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is ln the other
motion to be called on Monday next, but it
is the same Judgment as the one referred
to ln the fIrst notice. l the English edition
it is 1885, but It should be 1895. I think the
hon. Minister of Justice should be the last
one to shelter himself behind a clerical error.

- Hon. MT. MILLS-I am not sheltering my-
self at all. I called the hon. gentleman's at-
tention to that, but I am telling the hon. gen-
tleman I have been engaged ail morning,
meeting various parties who have been be-
fore me, and have not had an opportunity
to examine Into the questions- that the hon.
gentleman hae put on the paper, and I have

Instance, the hon. gentleman refers in his neea nit te let It stand until Mbnday or
question to a judgment of March 21, 1885. Tuesdy.

Hon. Mr. LANDBY-That should be 1295. Hon. Mr. L&NDRY-î mlunderstood the
The original notice was correctly written. and hon. gentlenàM; L thongkt he said he had

Hon. Mr. ALMON.
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been taking a great part of his time search-
ing for a judgment of 1885. I hope he will
not lose his time searching for a judgment
in that year, but will take it for 1895. Will
Monday be a suitable day for the hon. gen-
tleman ? If not, Tuesday wIll be satisfac-
tory to me.

The notice was allowed to stand.

A SUPPLY BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill (178) 'An Act for grant-
ing to Her Majesty certain sums of money
required for defraying certain expenses of
the public service for the financial year end-
ing June 30, 1900.'

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This Bill contains the
suplementary estimates for the balance of
this month, and if the House bas no objec-
tion, I will move the suspension of the rules,
and bave the Bill passed to-day.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI,-What
is the amount voted ? If I understand the
Bill correctly, it is to pay the salaries due
the officials of both Houses?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Are we
to understand that these estimates are for
the sessional staff, in addition to the ses-
sional clerks, during the present session, and
the estimates necessary to meet the expenses
of the staff as laid before parliament, of
$18.278, are in excess of the amount voted
at the last parliament for their services ?
Last session I understood that the same
a'Mount was voted that was necessary for
the staff the year previous. Then this is an
increase in the expenditure in that particular
branch of the service, of $18,278.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Part of the estimate
last year, I think, was a supplementary
estimate for tbis Purpose. The ordinary
estimate for sessional purposes was for a
period of about three months. Withl the
ending of thi's month we will have been
exhactly five months In session, se that the
expenditure for such a purþose Ist alWays
a little more When the session is very long.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
are likely to be a month longer, I suppose.

Hou. Mr. MILLS-It may be.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Will they increase
the members' indemnity accordingly?

The Bill passed through all its stages,
under a suspension of the rules.

THE WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA.

MOTION.

The SPEAKER-A message bas been re-
celved from the House of Commons which
reads as follows :
To the Queen's Most Excellent Majesty:

Most Gracious Sovereign,-We, Your Majesty's
du-tiful and loyal subjects, the House of
Commons of Canada, in parliament assembled,
desire to offer to Your Majesty our beartfelt
congratulations on the approaching termination
of the war in South Africa, as foreshadowed
by the recent successes, culminating in the fali
of Pretoria, which have attended the British
arms.

The feelings of pride and satisfaction with
which we hail every fresh addition to the long
and glorlous roll of deeds wrought by British
valour and resource, are enhanced on the pres-
ent occasion by the proud consclouanesa that
through the active co-operation of her sons on
the battlefield, Canada is entitled to share in a
new and special manner in the joy of the pres-
ent triumph.

We rejoice that the conflict, now happlly draw-
ing to a close, will result in the removal of
those disabilities under which many of our fel-
iow-subjects have laboured for so long, and we
cannot doubt that the extension of Your Ma-
jesty's graclous rule over the whole of South
Africa will be attended by those blessings which
flow from a wise and beneficient administration
of ust and equal laws.

We pray that for ycur people's sake the bless-
ings of Your Majesty's reign may long be con-
tinued.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move the adoption
of this address by this honourable body,
seconded by my hon. friend opposite, the
hon. leader of the opposition. I think there
will be no dissenting voice in this House.
We all rejoice at the prospect of an early
peace. I do not think that this war in any
degree had its origin in a jingo spirit.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There was no one
within the Ilmits of the British Empire, so
far as I know, who desired that a war
should be undertaken against the Orange
Free State or against the Transvaal Re-
publie for the mere purpose of conquest.
We know that the vast majority of the
people of this country desired that the em-
pire should remain lu security and at peace,
but no one who lias read the correspondence
,that bas taken place between the Transvaal

595



596 tSENATE]
Republic and the Secretary of State for the
Colonies, and the High Commissioner lu
South Africa, can fail to see that it was
Impossible that peace could be maintained
without British subjects within that re-
public belng subjected to very gross In-
justice, to tyranny and to oppression, and
the British government and nation being
placed before mankind in a position of
humiliation, utterly incompatible with the
independence and sovereignty of the great
empire. (Hear, hear.) The people of the
Transvaal Republic acquired the limited
Independence which they possessed upon
certain conditions, whicli were set out in
what is called the Sand River Convention,
subsequenty in the convention at Pretoria,
and lastly in 1884 ln the convention at Lon-
don. Those Boers, a population of Dutch
origin, were British subjects by birth. They
were as much the subjects of Her Majesty
as any part of the population in this Do-
minion. They emigrated from Cape Col-
ony because they were dissatisfled with the
abolition of slavery, and with the amount
of compensation which they received when
their slaves were liberated. The views
which prevailed in the parliament of the
United Kingdom in respect to the subject
of slavery, were views which they did not
adopt and with which they did not sympa-
thize, and so they moved beyond the limifs
of Cape Colony with the expectation that
they would be In a larger degree at liberty
to exercise a control over the dark races
that surrounded them, that they could not
If they remained within the limits of the
British Empire. But there is no principle
of our law better settled than that a sub-
ject of the British dominions cannot divest
himself of his allegiance and of bis respon-
sibility as a subject by going beyond the
territorial limits of the empire. So that
these people when they crossed the Orange
River, and when they crossed the Vaal,
were still the subjects of the King of Eng-
land and of Her Majesty atter she suc-
ceeded to the Throne-as much so as they
had been when they remained within Cape
Colony. After the Sand River Convention
their independence for the purpose of local
self government was 'recognized. They
were not recognized as a sovereign state
having the right to enter into treaties or
negotiations with the sovereign countries
of Christendom. Before 1877 they had
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entered into conflict with the Zulus and
with other native tribes and nations, and
they were defeated on three successive oc-
casions. Their government was disorga-
nized. They were without the necessary
revenues to sustain their government. They
were lu a condition of chaos and disorder
and when Sir Theophilus Shepstone came
into the country they, practically without
protest, acquiesced in his proclamation em-
bracing the terrltory within the British do-
minion. From 1877 until 1881 they acquiesced
in that state of things, but when the Bri-
tish army defeated King Cetywayo and the
Zulus, and when they were no longer In
danger from the attacks of native tribes,
they again sought their independence. They
surpriseil and defeated some British troops
that were scattered through the country,
and the British goverument of the day, not
being anxious to undertake to govern any
section of the people of South Africa
against their will, acquiesced ln the under-
standing that was arrived at in the conven-
tion, negotiated in 1881, at Pretoria. Any one
who will take the trouble to read over the
convention that was agreed upon on that
occasion, and the declaration of facts upon
whlch that convention was based, will sec
that it was understood. both upon the one
side and the other, that the two European
races that were found in the country, the
English and Duteh, were to stand upon a
rooting of perfect equallty. That was the
declaration of the Dutch delegates. That
was the basis upon which the negotiations
proceeded. It was upon that basis that,
so far as these two populations were con-
cerned, the treaty was agreed to. Hon.
gentlemen will also see that there was a
declaration made to native chiefs who were
present on that Occasion, and in that de-
claration to the native chiefs the British
commissioners announced the condition
upon which the authorlty of the Boer popu-
lation of the country, or of the native popu-
lation of the counrty was again re-establish-
ed. They were told that their rights were
secured, that they were not to have those
rights encroached upon, and that if there
was any departure from the principles that
were agreed upon, and upon which they
should be treated, the British government
would intervene for the purpose of proteef-
Ing them. That right of intervention was
reserved again under the London conven-
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tion of 1884, and it is very difficult to see
how, ln the face of a declaration made by
the British delegates ln the presence of the
Boer delegates and acquiesced ln by themi,
ln which it is clear that the suzerainty of
Her Majesty was asserted, that that suzer-
ainty eau be subsequently, with any de-
gree of force and reason, called in question.
After the convention of London was agreed
to, there Is no doubt the reserved power to
the British authorities was greatly restriet-
ed. It was restricted by the concessions
fiiade fron what had been reserved under
the convention of Pretoria, but it was not
until after that second convention was
agreed to, not until the gold mines begain
to be worked and a large European popula-
tion floated into the country that the Boers,
through their legislature, undertook to re-
strict the rights and liberties of the Eng-
lish-speaking population and place them in
a condition of marked inferiority to those
who were Boers. It was before under-
stood that any British subject who became
a resident of the country, and who swore
allegiance to the government, should be at
liberty to exercise all the rights of etizen-
iship. But that period was first increased

to ive years, and then increased to four-
teen years, and then at the end of four-
teen years, without the concurrence of a
inajority of the Boer population of the dis-
trict ln which the English resident bad
taken up his abode, lie could not be ad-
mitted to full citizenship ; so that at the
end of two years lie was required to takei
an oath of allegiance to the authorlty of
the Transvaal, that lie was to wait twelve
years longer, and after he had denational-
Ized himseif and become a subject of the
Boer authorities and was liable to perform
all those duties which they chose to impose
upon him, then he mlght perchance be en-
titled to the full right or a burgher, If the
majority of the burghers ln his locallty chose
to conf er those rights upon him or to acqui-
esce ln them. Not only were disabilities lim-
posed In that regard, but we find that ln
the matter of education the sane policy
which liad been adopted towards the French
settlers, while the territory Was still a
Duteli colony, was adopted ln the Transvaal
towairds the English. After the English
children lad passed tIie third form ln the
sehool, they recelved no English Instruc-
tion. In the city of Johannesburg 19-20ths

o! the European population were English.
The children of English parents heard no-
thing but English spoken. They were sent
to schools tauglit by men fron Holland.
They were taught in schools in which the
teachers were natives of Holland who had
spent three months in England, as a qualifi-
cation to teach English, who scarcely knew
a word of English, and who were, therefore,
utterly Incapable of giving instruction to
children of English birth, who spo&e Eng-
llsh, and who knew no other langange than
English ; and although the Englislh popu-
lation were subject to an enorious tax IVr
the purpose of malntaining the sehools in the
district ln which they resided, they were
utterly incapable of availlng themselves of
the schools which had been so established,
and were obliged to establish schools sup-
ported by their own voluntary contributions
in order that their ebildren might be edu-
cated at all.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Was that a wrong?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then there were not
only the disabilities in this way, but there
were aiso disabilities with regard to their
legal protection. The courts were placed
absolutely under the control of the presi-
dent and the Volksraad, and the Volksraad
resolution was to rank above the constitu-
tion and the judges who were not disposed to
acquiesce ln this tyrannical regulation were
compelled to obey or were expelled from
the bench. That was not all. We find they
had frequent quarrels with their neighbours
and the English population were comman-
dered, as it was called, the moment they
arrived in the country, which was wholly
contrary to their obligation under Inter-
national law. British subjects were coi-
pelled to enter Into the active militia set-
vice of the Transvaal Republic. They were
sent to fight the natives who were ln arms
against the oppressive measures of the re-
public, and they were subjected to military
duties from which the Dutch population
themselves were exempted. There were
regulations exempting Frenchmen who were
lu the country, and exempting Portuguese
and Germans, but there were no regulations
to exempt the English population, and that
exemption unque9tiônably they were en-
titled to under the well-settled rules and
principles of International law. In one In-
stance it was reported that a cripple froin
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Cape Colony was ordered to the north,
commandered by one of the cornets. He
refused to go. The éornet was on hore-
back armed with a long leather whip, with
which he flogged him along the street.
the man being a cripple, utterly incapable
of resisting; and when the cornet was called
to an account they did not object to execut-
ing the law against hin so far as bring-
ing him to trial was concerned-so far as
imposing a fine upon him-but they put
thelïr hands into the public treasury and
pald the fine that this rufBan had Incurred
under the law as it then stood. Now, that
ls but a single instance of the sort of treat-
ment, the vexations administration of the
law, the tyranny and the oppression prac-
tised towards the English population, and
here was a great powerful empire having
a colony alongaide in whieh Dutchmen and
Englishmen stood upon a footing of equality,
ln which, in the Dutch districts, all schools
were conducted in the Dutch language, ln
the courts of justice men were allowed to
plead ln the Dutch as well as ln the English
language, and ln the legislature they could
speak the Dutch as well as the EnglIsh; but
in the Transvaal the English was not per-
mitted to be used, and a magistrate, who
understood both languages, and who, for
the purpose of convenience, took the evi-
dence of the wltnesses ln the Engllsh lan-
guage, was fIned for havIng done so, because
the law required that his record of the pro-
ceedings of his court should be kept in
Dutch. Now, I say I cannot .understand
how any man, or any number of men, ln
this country could have any sympathy with
a population who undertook to conduct a
government upon the Unes which have been
adopted by the government of the Transvaal
under the presidency of Mr. Kruger. A
more narrow-mlnded, a more heartless
tyrant has not governed a civilzed com-
munity during the present century. (Hear,
hear). I think it ls hnpossible to read the
proceedings of the legislature and the
executive government of the country and
come to any other conclusion. I say, there-
fore, that I am pleased that the British
troops are ln possession of the capital of
the Orange Free State. I rejoice that they
are in possession of the capital of the
Transvaal Republic (cheers). and I shall
still further rejoice when British troops are
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ln the peaceful possession of every town and
hamlet within the limits of these two re-
publics. (Renewed cheers). I trust that no
hysterical sympathy wli permit any sec-
tion of the British people to oppose the per-
manent establishment of British authority
ln these two repUblies. We can give them
a better government under our system than
they have hitherto had-a less corrupt gov-
ernment than that which they have had in
the Transvaal republic. No one desires to
deprive the D'utch population of the freedom
which they possess and to place them ln a
position of Inferiority as Dutchmen. I
would rejolce to see them in the possession
of ail the rights that belong to an English-
man, an Irishman, a Scotehman, or the
citizen of any other country who would
become a resident and citizen of that coun-
try, 'but I do not want to see power put Into
the hands of men who, instead of under-
taking to carry out the authority of the
government under the sovereignty of the
Queen, undertake to use the power with
which they are possessed to intrigue against
the government of Her Majesty, and over-
turn her authority ln South Africa. There
is but one thing possible, and that Is the
paramountey of the British government
must be established In that country.
(Cheers). It is necessariy the half-way
house between the British Islands and
Australla and India. It ls essential to the
maintenance of the integrity of the empire,
and ln the maintenance of that integrity, I
belleve that the people of this country feel
juet as keen an Interest, no matter whether
they be of Engliah or French orign, as do,
the people of the United Klngdom. There
was a perlod ln the hlstory of this empire
when we thought we were like a family-
that the government In the British Islands
were the parent government of the empire,
and we would ail grow up and reach matur-
Ity and that each one would politicaily set
up, each section in business for itself. That
notion prevailed at one time ln the United
Kingdom. It ls elaborately and very ably
argued in John Stuart MIl's work on re-
presentative government; but I apprehend
there is no leading statesman, whether
Liberal or Conservative, ln the United
Kingdom, who subscribes te those notions
to-day. (Cheers). We occupy a higher
eminence politically than those who stood at
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tbe head of afif airs twenty-five or thirty vInce of Quebec, when calling attention to
years ago. We have a clearer view of what the loyalty of the Dutch population and of
the constitution of the empire is. Since the Frencl who inhablted Cape Colony un-
then great and powerful states have grown der Britiuh rule, he attrlbuted it in a great
up, have assumed large proportions, and mensure to the liberty whicl was given t
the very necessity of our existence, if we and enjeyed by ail classes of the community,
are to remain an independent and self gov- no natter of what race, no matter what re-
erning people, capable of protecting our- ligion they mtght pr3fess, while the dis-
selves, imposes upon us the duty of holding ioyalty that existed prior to the acquisition
together. That being so, I feel that ail the of that country by Great Britojn arose f rom
people of this country will be disposed to the tyrannical administration of affairs by
cordially acquiesce in the sentiments ex- the Dutch lu re<uslng to the French
pressed In this address. We congratulate portion of the population the rlght te
Her Majesty. Every person is loyal and speak their own language, and even
devoted te Her Majesty. Every person re- the right te enjey their own religion,
cognizes that she stands easliy first of all se that that race, at one period ef the his-
the people who for a thousand years have tory of the werld, occupied about the sane
been charged with the government of the Position towards the Dutch rulers In Cape
British Empire. (Cheers). Her influence bas Celeny that the English people have et late
always been an Influence in favour of virtue ocupied towards the Boers [n the Trans-
and against vice-In favour of honesty and vaAi. I have very great pleasure tn second-
against disbonesty, in favour of liberty as ing an address of this kind. 1 wouid have
against oppression, and it is because of the stIll greater pleasure If we were enabled te
character of Her Majesty, perhaps even cengratulate ler Majesty upon the end o!
more than on account of her position asthe war. I anot ef these who think that
sovereign In the empire, that the peopie the struggle la net yet ever. There may be a
In every portion of the empire are devoted system of guerila warfare carried on uader
to Her Majesty as much so as a child le the direction et the ex-presidents ot the
devoted to the parent that he loves. I Orange Free State and the Transvaal.
therefore move the adoption of this address, Hewever, I bave net the siightest deubt
which is seconded by my hon. friend who as te the ultimate resuit, and that ls, that
sits opposite. (Cheers). the British fiag wllî fient over the ihole

of that portion ef ;South Atrica, and
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am that when it dees se, and pence le

relieved to a very great extent from making obtained, I think the people of Canada will
any lengthened remarks after the speech agree with the utterance of Lord Salisbury
which has just been delivered by the hon. and Mr. Chanberiin, when they said that
1Minister of Justice. He bas dealt with the England canent alew that country te re-
question in such a lueid manner, particular- main in a position te repeat the experiences
ly with the historical portion of it, that It the iast tweive nonths-wblch eimply
would be a waste of time to add anything means that the two republies-the Orange
to that branch of the subject. I shall, how- Pree State which has aiready been annexed
ever, revert to one remark that he made te Great Britain under the proclamation le-
In which I antichpated, and on which I sued by Lord Roberts, and another eue which
thought he would have elaborated a little 1 hope seon wili make its appearance annex-
more. He referred to the conduct of the lug the Transvaal-wll be breught under
Dutch in South Africa prior to the British the British fiag, and that when peace le pro-
government obtaining possession of that e
section of Africe. The eonduet of tee Iaed thesa ostion new eccupld
Boers towards the French population at that b e Ceon thhat 80oston as they
time was precisely the same as that which
the EnglIsh population have been to the are prepared fer it wlil receive that Masure
present time subjected to. I heard Sir of self gevernment whlch we enJey In Can-
Henry de Villiers, whom we ail had the ada. êCheers). Until that la done, I have
honour of meeting during the colonial con- very littie hepe of tranquiity exlsting In
terence, make the statertient In the pro- Seuth eyfrica ? While regretting sincerely
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the loss of life and the circumstances which
ceompelled the taking up of arms and the
sending of a large force Into that country by
Great Britain, I am not prepared to say that
in the end it will not be without benefit to
the civilized world. It will show to the na-
tions-as It has done already to those who
have been jealous of the power and prestige
oit Great Britain-that ours is a united em-
pire. that whep necessity requires it Britain
can defend herself and her colonies ; and
what Is of a still greater source of gratifica-
tion to every lover of bis country, the var
has tended to unite the empire In one Indis-
soluble whole. (Cheers). There was a time,
not far distant, when the outside world look-
ed upon England as a nation of shop keep-
ers, that Britain was beceoming effete-that
she would not be able, under such diffi-
culties as have recently arisen, to defend
herself. and that the colonies had not any
attachment to the empire. All this the
events of the last year have proved to be
not only an absurdity but a fallacy. The
war has tended to bring together the sub-
jects of Her Majesty, no matter In what
part of the world they have taken up their
abode. It has shown to the world that
whenever the centre of the empire is at-
tacked, Her Majesty's subjeets in all sec-
tions of the globe are ready to rush to the
rescue and defend her even at the risk of
their lives. It will have the effect of pre-
venting war, which otherwise might possibly
arise between European nations, and which
we have been fearing for so long a peïriod,
for this reason: they have learned the im-
portant fact that if war does break out, no
matter with whart nation it may be, Brit-
ish subjects as a whole, from whatever
race they may have sprung or whatever re-
ligion they may profess, will be ready to
defend the empire at a hazards. One
reason why I am gratified particularly at the
resuits so far, of the war, is that Canada, as
an important portion of the empire, has
lent lier aid In securing the victory. What
will be equally gratifying to us as Canadians
Is the fact that one ef the boldest dashes
made In the whole war, and whIch led to
the capture and surrender of Cronje and his
army, was led by Canadians. (Cheers).
ShowIng, as the Premier very justly said in
the few remarks he made when movIng this
address, that the sarne blood courses through
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the veins of the present generation as
ceoursed through the veins of their ancestors,
when they achieved victory In almost every
contest that they had in every portion of
the world. I am delighted to know that
the end of the war is approaching. There
may be, and I have no doubt there will be,
struggles In the future, but that the end
must soon come, I think Is beyond a doubt.
We have had battles in the past. We have
had contests of which we British subjects
often boast at our convivial meetings. In
past wars in which Canada was interested,
when backed by a few British soldiers,
Canadians showed that they were able to
defend their own borders. Events have
shown that the same feeling which existed
in the past continues to exist. As the age
advances we advance In thought. The ideas
of British statesmen of twenty-five years
ago of the value of the colony no longer pre-
vails. The Manchester school of polti-
clans has died out, and it bas been brought
home to British statesmen that lif Britain is
to maintain her supremacy in the world she
must be backed by what are termed lier
outlying dependencies. The time has
arrived when we no longer will be looked
upon as a dependency, but as a part and
parcel of the empire. The word colonist
will cease to have any application to us,
and we shall be properly designated Brit-
ish subjects, and that alone. Nothing
has done so much to unite the people of
the empire as this war, and I believe that
the result, sad though it is that so many
lives should be sacrlficed, will be the
strengthening of the empire. I second the
motion with pleasure, and I hope that ere
another session of parliament takes place-
I might say before this closes If it should
last a month longer-we may be able to pass
a resolution congratulating Her Majesty and
the BritIsh Empire on having obtained a
complete and absolute victory over the
Boers, and that peace may reign for many
years to come. (Cheers).

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I rise, not for the
purpose of making a speech, but simply to
offer a suggestion to the hon. mnister who
has introduced this motion for the adop-
tion of an address to Her Majesty.
I have lstened with !great attention
to the speech lie has made. I did
not find that it had great relevancy to the
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subject before this House. I thought it was
a chaipter f rom the book which he Is now
preparing as a maker of history, but what
amused me very much was when the hon.
gentleman found tears to show the deplor-
able position in which the Uitlanders of the
Transvaal were placed In regard to their
echools and their liberties, and I thought to
myself of that passage of the seripture
where it is said to the daughters of Jeru-
salem 'do not weep for me but weep for
your own sins.' If the hon. gentleman had
looked not far away over the sea, but on
this continent, he would have seen the same
condition of things for which he found such
pathetie words to express his feelings, ex-
Isting in this country, and I would suggest
that he should add to the address the fol-
lowing words if it be possible :

We rejoice also that the example given by
the people of this Dominion In co-operating with
the empire for the removai of those disabilities
under which the Uitlanders of the Transvaal
bave laboured so long, will be looked upon as
a precedent applicable to our own country, and
we feel assured that the present government
will take necessary and urgent measures to grant
to the Catholie minority of Manitoba the restora-
tion of the rights, recognized by a decision of
your Privy Council, the execution of which will
be attended by the same blessings which flow
from a wise and beneficient administration of
just and equal laws.

I suppose the hon. gentleman, who stands up
here In the name of justice and liberty, will
accede to my suggestion and will have those
words placed In the address.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I rise with great plea-
sure to concur In the address to Her Graclous
Majesty congratulating her on the success
of British arms In South Africa. That It
has the full concurrence of the people of
Canada no one can doubt who has followed
the events of the last few months. From
the Atlantic to the Pacifle the people of
Canada spoke out loyally, intellIgently, plain-
ly and emphatically. They remembered the
obligations they owed to Great Britain-that
they were protected in their infancy by
Great Britaln,-that they had the Institu-
tions of Great Britain to look to In all that
made for the peace and prosperity of the

,empire. Take our commerce. We boast-
ed. and with truth, at one time tbat our
commercial navy was amongst the first
of the world ; our ships traversed every sea,
and with safety, and why ? Beca'nse British
Ironclads were on every sea, and If our
ships were Interfered with, would have ask-

ed the reason why. We owe a deep debt
of gratitude to the mother country for the
way in whidh we have been protected and
fostered, o to speak, to nationhood by the
motherland, and it well becomes us to feel
as we do, and the resolutions I think fitly
and wisely express the sentiments of the
people of Canada. They desire, we de-
sire all of us, peace, but peace with honour.
There can be no peace in South Africa
until British rule Is there supreme. The
Boers have been tried. My hon. friend the
Minister of Justice and my hon. friend the
leader of the opposition have brought out
clearly the unfitness of the Boers to rule a
free people. They never will have In South
Africa a free government until the British
flag waves supreme. History shows that
wherever that flag floats it is the emblem
of freedom, clvilizition and justice, that free-
dom which is calculated to ennoble a people,
and when that flag floats supreme in Africa,
I have no doubt the day will come when a
government will be granted to the whole of
South Africa as a united country, confeder-
ated under a common sovereIgn, and that
such rights and privileges will be granted to
them as may be compatible with the existing
condition of things there, and will lead ulti-
mately to the establishment of a free govern-
ment as we have it in Canada. I said we
owed much to Great Britain from the very
first-from 1792, I think It was when we were
granted a constitution,which, In the words of
Governor Simcoe, was the very image and
transcript of the British constitution, finally
responsible government was conceded. We
worked under that for some time, and now,
the government in accordance wlth the well
understood wishes of the people as expressed
through their representatives is firmly estab-
lished. Under that government we have lived
and flourished, and I hope and trust the day is
not far distant when we shall have closer
relations with the mother country even than
we now enjoy The British constitution is
not a thing merely of parchment. It is not a
matter of writing. It consists In the aggre-
gation of princIples brought out from Im-
portant events and doings, and any one who
studies the British constitution will see that
the agenda of ages and dynasties have
been the bases whIeh have established the
great principles of the British constitution,
and so It will be with regard to an Imperlal
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constitution. I believe that when the gov-
ernment of this country listened and re-
sponded te the mandate, the clear mandate
of the people, and with, I will say, all rea-
sonable despatch-at least that is my view
seeing the matter was of first instance and
paramount Importance-and when they acted
and obtained the sanction of parliament to
their acts from that moment the found-
ation of an Imperial constitution was laid.
and when our gallant fellows stood beside
the soldiers of the Queen, prepared to shed
their blood lu defence of the empire, that
moment their blood sealed the compact of
the foundation and beginning of an Imperial
constitution. It will grow. Events will
spring up from time to time and I belleve that
It Is not by proposlng this scheme or that
scheme that it will come, but by acting
upon the clear feeling of the people of this
country, which is loyal to the empire which
recognizes the overpowering advantages of
Imperial Federation. That will develop in
time into the formation of an Imperial con-
stitution, and my own deliberate impression
1s that it would be unwise 'by any act of ours
to try to prematurely force the result. Some
have put forth the view that we should
have a representation ln the British House
of Commons, but that never could be ac-
complished. Another scheme is that we
should have a representation ln a certain
council representing the whole empire. That
may be feasible but It Is beset with innumer-
able diffieulties. Time and the feeling of the
people of United Canada will accomplish
it, because I believe there ls no difference
of opinion with regard to it. It has been
said that In some parts of the country there
ls a want of such feeling, but I cannot be-
Ileve that there ls. The people are accused of
certain want of loyalty and want of love for
the mother country, and attachment for the
empire, but they cannot fail to remember
that the treaty made by Britain was re-
ligiously and faithfully kept, and rights
guaranteed to them which exIst In no other
province of United Canada, and they cannot
fail to bear in mind that If their place was
ln the United States. the moment there was
a population far and away beyond them of
different nationalities, their guaranteed
rights would not stand for an hour. But
it is not c3nsiderations of that kind which
will alone be operative with a chival-

Hon. Mr. GOWAN.

rous people. They feel and know the
grandeur, the safety and the advantage
of being part and parcel of the greatest
empire the world has ever known. We eau-
not fail to appreciate the immense advan-
tage of being a colony of England. I am
one of those who think that ere long the
whole family will be unlted, all who have
become part and parcel of the British Em-
pire will be one people, and wherever the
British flag fioats it will be a true emblem
of rational liberty.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that His Honour
the Speaker do sigu the said address on be-
half of this House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before that motion
is carried I would ask if that address, which
will be signed by the Speaker, is to be sent
to the Queen ?

Some hon. MEMBERS--Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then I would call the
attention of the House to the fact that the
French translation ls very poorly done and
contains grammatical faults.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (54) 'An Act respecting the Ontarlo
Mutual Life Assurance Company, and to
change its name to " The Mutual Life Assu-
rance Company of Canada." '-(Hon. Mr.
Kerr.)

Bill (134) 'An Act respecting the incor-
poration of Live Stock Record Associations.'
-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Bill (151) ' An Act to amend the Act relat-
ing to Ocean Steamship Subsidies.'-(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

Bill (149) 'An Act respecting Inscribed
Stock of Canada in the United Kingdom.'

BUFFALO RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM moved the second
readIng Of Bill (100) 'An Act respecting the
Buffalo Railway Company (Foreign.)' He
said: I must say, in looking over the Bill,
that without further explanation I should
not be favourable to it, but I think hon.
gentlemen will be kind enough to let it be
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referred to the Committee in Railways. The
company are asking too much and offering
too little. They want to control a lot of
railways on this side of the line. They
want to control the franchise and good will
of the Niagara Fails Railway Company and
the Queenston Heights Company and a
Bridge Company. It may be all right, and
no doubt they will furnish us with any
necessary information when it comes before
the committee. They should let us know
who the stock-holders of this company are.
We know nothing of them. This country
was Invaded by foreigners not long ago,
and we do not wish that class of people
here, but at the same time in order to do jus-
tice to ail I think we should read the Bill a
second time now. I do not bind myself to
support the measure, but merely ask that
it be sent to the committee as a matter of
f orni.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-If the hon. gentleman
is not the father of the Bill he must be the
step-father ; otherwise he would not have
given us so many reasons why we should
not pass the measure.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I was wondering,
when I looked at this Bill, what sort of a
speech the hon. gentleman fron Monck would
make in its favour ; and I must say that
he bas preferred to be consistent rather
than to vigorously support his own measure.
I think it is safe to let it go to the committee
with the endorsation the bon. gentleman
bas given it.

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

SECOND READING.

Bill (20) 'An Act respecting the British
Yukon MIning, Trading and Transportation
Company, and to change its name to the
British Yukon Rallway Company.'-(Hon.
Mr. Clemow.)

CRIMINAL OODE AMENDMIENT BILL

CONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENTS POST-
POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called,
Consideration of the amendments made by the

House of Comnions to (Bill K) 'An Act to further
amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'-(Hon. Mr.
Mills.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I had not been able to
ceonsider the amendments made to this Bill,
and I therefore move that this Order of the
Day be discharged and placed on the Orders
of the Day for Tuesday next.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If hon.
members of the House are in the same
position as the hon. Minister of Justice, and
have not looked at the amendments, I should
like to call attention to one or two changes
which it would be well to consider. The
House of Gommons has made a number of
amendments to the Bill to which I think
the concurrence of the House would be
readlIy given, but It ls a question whether
we should accept some of the other amend-
ments. I am calling attention to themn now, so
that members may consider the question of
the rejection of the
currence ln them.
there is a provision
not come into force
of January next. I
why that provision
Bill. If there are

amendments or con-
In the first place,
that the Bill shall
until the first day
cannot understand
ls added to the

clauses in the Bill
which are intended to prevent immorality
and swindling which le belng carried on in
the way of lotterles, it should come into force
at once, because these evils shoulid be stop-
ped: They have struck out of the Bill the
clause which was inserted at the instance of
the hon. senior member for Halifax, provid-
ing that in cases of seduction there should
be corroborative evidence. That Is struck
out of the Bill. They have also added to the
Bill that short proviso which was struck
out by the Senate, on the motion of the
hon. gentleman to whom I have referred,
and supported by the Senate, which exempts
certain trades union from the effect of com
binations ; rejected on the ground, I take it,
that there should be no class legislation.
No matter what the other branch of
parliament may do for the sake of secu-
ring votes, by passing measures which
are really class legislation, the sooner this
House puts a stop to this kind of legislation
the better. That which Is wrong when
committed by one class of the communitY 1s
equally wrong when committed by another
class, though they may have the greater
number of votes at an election. For that
reason I opposed it years ago, and I think
we should continue in that Une. The clause
provIding for the whipping of children le
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also struck out of the Bill, and there are
a number of other amendments, which are
of a technical character, affecting legal pro-
ceedings in courts, of which I have no
knowledge, and which the legal members
of the House must deal with when the mat-
ter comes up. I dare say the Minister of
Justice will be able to explain these amend-
ments, but I thought it well to call attention
to the important changes which have been
made, in order that members who have not
taken the trouble to study them may be ln
a better position to give an intelligent vote
wlien the Bill comes before us.

The motion was agreed to.

COLD STORAGE ACCOMMODATION ON
STEAMSHIPS BILL.

POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called,
Committee of the Whole House on Bill (152)

An Act to authorize contracts with certain
steamship companies for cold storage accommo-
dation.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have not been able
to obtain the Information asked for when
this Bill was read the second time, and I
move that the Order of the Day be dis-
charged, and placed on the Orders of the
Day for Tuesday next.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If the
hon. gentleman would be good enough to lay
on the Table of the House on Monday the
information asked for, we would be able to
look at it, and consider it intelligently.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
from Westmoreland asked a question with
reference to the vessels which had been
subsidized continuing to provide cold storage
in future. Their contract was limited to
three years. I do not know what they are
dolng. My hon. friend inquired what posi-
tion they were in, and whether they would
continue to afford the cold storage.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Yes, and how many ?
I also desired to know if the minister could
give us the number of additional steamers
It was proposed to subsidize under this Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
and how much it cost last year ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-From the Auditor
General's Report, under the bead of sub-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

sidies for steamships for cold storage, I
find an amount of $45,695.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Was
that exclusively for steamships ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, it is put down as
expended entirely on steamships.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-The hon. minister stat-
ed that the expenditure for the three years
had been some $76,000.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is the calculation
that I had made up, of what was expended
in 1897. When the Act of 1897 was passed,
there were resolutious laid on the Table in
answer to a request from this House, or the
other Chamber, giving the steamers n
which cold storage facilities were to be con-
structed, and -Tour vessels were to be con-
structed. Allan and Thompson three, Allan
and Reford two, Elder Dempster five. On
that the cost was assumed to be $10,000, and
the government was to contribute one-half,
and it was to be spread over three years,
and I made up the calculation, taking the
fourteen steamers, that the government's
portion would be $70,000. Then there was
a steamer to Avonmouth, for which a larger
sum was to be paid. I made it up at $76,-
000. Looking at the Auditor General's Re-
port 1 found the amount was very mueh
larger than had been contemplated.

The motion was agreed to.

INTEREST ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.
BILL.

POSTPONED.
The Order of the Day being called,

Committee of the Whole House on Bill (160)
' An Act to amend the Expropriation Act.'-(Hon.
Mr. Scott.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
from Prince Edward Island objected to the
figure '5' being substituted for the figure
'6,' and suggested that the section of the
Act had better be recast, and I have framed
the Bill in that way. I move that the Order
of the Day be discharged, and placed on
the Orders for Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

]NTEREST ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (161) 'An Act
to amend the Acts respecting interest.'
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(In the Committee.)
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say to my hon.

friend that I thought perhaps It would be
well to amend this provision by exceptlng
transactions where the interest had already
begun to run, and to confine the Bill to lia-
bilities hereafter to be created. That would
not affect transactions of which any person
could complain. After the word five I pro-
pose to add the following :

Provided this statute shall not apply to liabili-
ties created before the passage of this Act.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Does not the hon. min-
Ister think that too wide an extension Is
likely to be given to the word 'Ilabilities'?
I can understand that the law should not
apply to Instruments made before the pass-
ing of this Act; but supposing a debt Is
maturing after the passing of this Act, the
liability exists, but the debt may not be In
the form In which It bears Interest. I do
not think this Act should be made applicable
to such a case.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I would suggest to the
minister that he should give notice of this
amendment, and have It prInted In the min-
utes of procetdings, abd bring it up another
day. It Is a matter of Importance, and It
is difficult to say just what the effect of the
wording would be when It is fot before us,
and we have not had time to consider it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-When the committee
reports the Bill we shall have an oppor-
tunity to see it, and have time to consider
It before the third reading.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I think It would be 9
better way of proceeding to give notice of
the amendment and have It printed In the
minutes, and let us have an opportunity of
considering it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If I
understand the amendment, it Is simply to
confine It to future operations. and not glve
It a retroactive effect of any character.
Is that the object of it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That Is the object.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I thlik

It Is a very good provision, so as not to
affect existing contracts, or existing debts.
It comes Into operation when sanctioned by
the government and not before. If I under-
stand the decisions given In Ontario on this
Interest question, say you have a mortgage
or note drawing 8 per cent ; If it Is not pacid

at maturity the lender can only collect 6
per cent afterwards. and in the case of a
note, even if you say ' until paid,' the de-
cisions have been that you can draw only
6 per cent. Under this measure you can
draw only 5 per cent. You have to speclfy
distinctly that unless the amount of the
note Is paid at maturity, and the interest
which it Is provided to be paid on the face
of the note shall be the Interest to be drawn
until It ls paid, It cannot be collected. It
lias to be peculiarly worded if I recolleet
right.

Hon. Afr. MILLS-I take It if we were to
pass the Bill as I Introduced it without any
amendment, after It becomes law, the rate
of Interest on ail transactions, where there
Is no agreement as to the rate would be 5
lnstead of 6 per cent ; and If the rate of
Interest had been running at 6 per cent, it
would cease at that point, and begin then
to run at 5. The amendment I suggested
would have this effect, that with regard to
ail transactions, where the rate of Interest
has not been agreed upon, they wlll con-
tinue to draw 6 per cent and the 5 per cent
rate would operate after the sanction of
this Act to all future transactions.

Hon. Mr. WOOD--So far as I have been
able to study the Bill since yesterday, I
tbink It goes even further than the M'nih-
ter of Justice says. If I read the Bill cor-
rectly, and the statute which It amends, on
any contract or agreement where the In-
terest Is already running at 6 per cent, it
would not stop when this Bill was passed,
but It really would have the effect of mak-
Ing the rate of Interest, from the time that
:contract was made 5 per cent untîl the
transaction was closed-that it not only bas
the effect of changing the rate at the time
of passing the Bill, but bas a retroactive
effect, and makes the rate 5 per cent from
the date of the transaction.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-That
ls what the Minister of Justice wants to
prevent.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-The amendment of the
Minister of Justice certainly makes the Bill
more acceptable, so far as I am concerned.
I feel that It Is a matter of importance that
the wording of an amendment of this char-
acter should be carefully considered. It 18
very evident the Bill passed through the
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House of Commons without receiving full
consideration.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That le a reflection on
the House of Commons. The hon. gentle-
man's opinion happens to be different from
the opinion of the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I am not here express-
ly to please the hon. gentleman from Hall-
fax. I cannot say that I have any more
respect for his opinion than for those of
other hon. gentlemen. Although he feels
it his duty, when I make a suggestion, to
interject remarks before I have exPilained
my views, I think I have a right to express
my opinions. I only regret that they are
so very often resented by the hon. gentle-
man. I should like to again ask the atten-
tion of the Minister of Justice to the sug-
gestion that I have already made. that a,
notice of the amendment which.he proposes
should be placed upon our proceedings. so
that we should have an opportunity of fully
considering its effect.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
has undertaken to say that I wish to inter-
fere with his freedom of action in this
House. The hon. gentleman is quite Wrong.
He undertook to say that he was satisflied,
from the character of this Bill, that it had
not been considered by the House of Com-
mons. That is a reflection on the action of
the House of Commons that I do not think
the hon. gentleman, as a member of tbis
House, bas a right to make.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-He did not mean
that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Whether the hon.
gentleman meant it or not, he said it ; and
further, it Is a reflection on the governmeut
who Introduced the measure. The hon.
gentleman is a wise man ; still I do not
think he embodies in himself ail the wisdom
of both branches of parliament.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Is tbis the proper
time to introduce this legislation ? Interest
bas gone up in England. We want to in-
duce capitalists to come to this country.
Will it have the effect of bringing capital
into this country when we reduce the rite
of interest ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-A man can make his
sown contracts.

Hon. Mr. CLEIMOW-Those people do not
know that. At this time we want to bring

Hon. Ur. WOOD.

in capital. Will capitalists have the same
advantage with this reduced rate of ln-
terest? It is well to bring the matter be-
fore the House in order that they may con-
sider iL. I agree that the rate of interest
should be cbanged, and probobly 5 per cent
is enough at the present time ; but Is it wise
or prudent to make a change wheu we know
that money in England bas been quoted as
high as four and a half per cent ?

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-We do not want the
votes of the people of England just now.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-We might want their
money.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This îs not the time to
disecuss the principle of the Bil or its op-
portuneness or inopportuneness, because that
we passed upon when we read the Bill the
second time ; nor do I think it is a matter
merely of public opinion, because hon gen-
tlemen know right well that it would
the duty of parliament in this matter to
certain what Is the ordinary average rate
of interest and approximately to fIx that
as the rate where no rate of interest bas
been agreed upon. Every one knows that
six per cent was fixed at a period when
the profdts of money ln the form of interest
was considerably more than It Is at pre-
sent ; so if six per cent was a proper
rate twenty years ago, five per cent Is quite
high enough to fix at the present tilfie, and
what I propose ls this ; as the Bill stands
it was suggested to me that we ought not
to touch transactions where the rate of la-
terest had already begun to run. That
seemed to me not an unreasonable proposi-
tion. They will stand undisturbed, and the
only transactions affected by the Bill will
be those transactions which will arlse after
the measure goes Into operation, so I
thought an amendment such as I suggested
would meet the requirement. I would sug-
gest that the amendment be adopted, and Y
shall ask the committee to rise and report
the BM as amended and treat it as a tenta-
tive proposition to be considered before the
BiH receives ilts third reading.

The amendment was adopted.

'on. Mi. MENNIZE, frôm the committee,
rèported the' Bill with an ainendment.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, June 11, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SEOOND READING.

Bill (55) 'An Act to Incorporate the Cana-
dian Bankers' Association.'-(Hon. Mr.
Lougheed in absence of Hon. Mr. Kirch-
hoffer.)

GRAIN TRADE IN MANITOBA BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bdll (141) 'An Act respecting the
grain trade in the inspection district of
iManitoba.' 'He said: Hon. gentlemen are
aware that for very many years a consider-
able amount of dissatisfaction and discon-
tent has prevalled In the Northwest and
Manitoba between the farmers and the ele-
vator people. The farmers had a number
of grievances that from time to tIme had
been pressed on the attention of the govern-
ment, but up to the present tIme no actual
legislation has been enacted. In October
last the government appointed a commission
to inquire Into those grievanceg. That com-
mission consisted of the late Judge Senkler,
and the gentlemen assoclated with him,
Mr. Slocum and Mr. Casault. They is-
sued notices to the farmers of Manitoba and
the North-west to meet Vbem at a number
of centres, and a considerable amount of
evidence was taken on the points at issue.
Unfortunately, Judge Bënkler died before
very much progress had been made, and a
chairman was appointed in bis place, who
le now the present Jùdge Richard, of Winni-
peg. The result of their Inquiry was em-
bodled ln a: return whieh I thlnk has been
laid before parliament, and bas-been printed.
I have not a copy of it now myself, but
this Bill Is the outcome of the suggestion
made by the commission. I, may say that
the grievances of" the farmero of Manitoba
and the North-west might' le placedu undW
three head, One wasthat th* verdor of
the grain, the farmer; was subjeetedtô'an
unfair and'excessive dòckageat the-time'ofr
the sale of his grain and th'e reeeption ofit
at the elevator. This doekage ineans- thei

amount of inferlor grain or seeds In wheat,
or broken wheat, which of course were ob-
jectionable, and had to be removed. There
was a method of removal, not by actually
testing the quantity of foul seeds or de-
fective wheat that was in the aggregate
quantity, but by testing with a sieve, which
was known as the dockage tester. This
had often proved very unsatisfactory, and
the farmers objected to its continuance.
They objected, also, to the fact that they
had not those ample opportunities that are
usually afforded in matters of trade between
people, of witnessing the weighiug .of their
grain, and a good deal of dissatisfaction
arose from that cause. A third was that,
as the trade was carrIed on under the ele-
vator system, it practically gave to the
owners of the elevators a monopoly of the
purchase of grain. The farmer practically,
when he came to the raliway station, had
no alternative but to hand over hie grain
to the elevator, and he w'as from that time
powerless to remonstrate in any effective
way with the results that were handed out
to him, elther as to the luantity or the
quality of his grain; and as the farmers
maintain, whether rightly or wrongly, they
were, under those conditions, forced often
to sell their grain at less value than the
market price justified. One of the proposals
under this Bill, therefore, Is to authorize
any ten persons to unite together and con-
struct what le called a flat warehouae, where
the grain may be housed in separate bine -in
the name of each owner of the grain,
awaiting, shipment to a, terminal elevator, or
such other disposition, as the farmer might
wlsh to make of It. One would readily re-
cognize that the shortest, cheapest and
easiest- way to deal with the grain is to
have it welghed, cleaned and distributed
through the elevatore- if the terme were
reasonable, rather than have It hôused in a
fiat elevator: where the labour of housing it
would be greater than placing it in an
elevator, and wihere tþe labout• cf removing
It to a car wouldý be greater than taking It
fromi' the elevator. When this Bill passes,
its pro'rlstons may be such as to really
avoid the neeestity tôt the construction of
those- ffat elvators. That, I should hope
would be the result, thougb, as a relief to
the farinere, they art iroW authortzed under
this elli to construct one fiât elevator or
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more, if the commissioner, who is charged
with the carrying out of the provisions of
this Bill, ls of the opinion that more than
one flat elevator is wanted. The Bill
authorizes the appointment by the Gov-
ernor in Council of a skilled person, known
as a warehousing commissloner, for the In-
spection district of Manitoba, which would of
course embrace Manitoba and the North-
west. He also would bave the power, under
this Bill, to Inquire into the varIous griev-
ances that are now unsettled between the
farmer and the elevator man. The diffi-
culty probably arises from this fact: The
building of elevators is rather over done.
The amount of wheat produced in Mani-
toba and the North-west ls not equal
to the capacity of the elevators now in ex-
istence. At present the number of the
various kinds of elevators ls 447, and In the
opinion of the commissioners who inquired
into the subject, in order to pay a fair
divldend on the outlay, each elevator would
be required to b" fIlled at least three times
during the season. As we all know, the
season ln Manitoba and the North-west-
particularly the remote parts of the North-
west-is very short, and the rush ls in all
cases, to get the grain to tide-water or some
pqint where it can be regarded as cash be-
fore the navigation closes in order to avoid
the carriage by rail-to get it down to Fort
William so as to have It sent to Montreal,
Buffalo, New York, or whatever point It is
destined for. The time is very short, and
therefore the chance of filling the 447 ele-
vators three times during the briet season
is not to be hoped for under present con-
ditions. Therefore, the elevator men, I
presume, feel that the investment bas not
been to them as profitable a one as they
expected it would be In the beginning. We
must all concede that, so tar as the oppor-
tunities for the buyer and seller to watch
the weighing of the grain, the widest and
most ample protection should be afforded
by some official examination that would pre-
vent anything lke a difference of opinion
based upon facts. Therefore, this Bill pro-
vides that the freest facility muet be given
to the seller at the time his grain is being
weighed. Beyond the general points to
which I have adverted, the Bill is replete
with very many details which can be much
better explained and examined when the
House is In committee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--Did I
understand the hon. gentleman to say that
the building of elevators flad been over-
doue ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. In the reDort
the commissioners put down the number of
elevators of varlous kinds at 447. Two
large milling concerns own each between
forty and fifty of those elevators. In other
cases they are put up by companies, and lu
some cases by parties who trade in wheat,
and when the farmers come the effort la
to force a sale to the elevator. Practically,
at present the only way the elevator man
can be recouped on his outlay is by pur-
chasing the grain and taking advantage of
the market.

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

EXPROPRIATION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (160) 'An Act to
amend the Expropriation Act.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When this Bill was up
for second reading the hon. gentleman from
Prince Edward Island expressed some criti-
csm, which I think was fairly well founded,
that ln Bills of this kind it would be much
more satisfactory if, instead of alter-
Ing one word In a section, where the
word was of so important a charac-
ter, it would be better to subâtitute the
section with the altered word in it. There-
fore. instead of the filrst clause of the Bill
reading simply that the word 'six' be struck
out and 'five' inserted, wlthout explaining
what the object and purpose of the Bill
was, I bave had it recast ln the direction
the hon. gentleman suggested. As the
House will probably remember from the ex-
planation given when the BUll was up for
second reading, it ls to adopt the rate of In-
terest ln the Bill that, I suppose, will be
passed by parliament, reducing it from 6 per
cent to 5, so far as government paymeints are
concerned, and ln cases where no previous
contract or agreement had existed. Under
the Expropriation Act, where the govern-
ment takes possession of a man's land be-
fore the final settlement, it ls only reason-
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able that he should recelve interest on the
amount of the purchase. The rate of in-
terest heretofore has been 6 per cent. It
ls proposed now to reduce the rate to 5 per
cent.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I do not know
whether it is the Intention of my hon. friend
that the effect of this clause should relate
back to the time. when the money was ten-
dered to the parties from whom the land
was expropriated.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It should not affect any
transaction now pending.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I fancy the in-
tention of the government is not to make
it retroactive, but would point out that the
language of the Bill will clearly make it
retroactive. By this Bill we now enact, lu
specific terms, that the principal money
shall bear interest from the time the land
was expropriated or lnjuriously affected, at
the rate of 5 per cent. It seems to me that
the Bill ought to provide that It should bear
5 per cent from the passage of this Act.
and not from the date of the tender of the
money.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think the better way
Would be to add a clause that the Bill shall
flot apply to any case where the land had
been expropriated before the passIng of this
Act. I move that the following be added
as an additional clause :

This Act shall not apply to any case where the
land bas been expropriated prior to the passing
Of this Act.

In all cases where expropriation proceed-
ligs have been begun they will get the
benefit of the 6 per cent.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED. The hon. gentle-
Milan should add 'or injurlously affected.'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, I will add those
Words.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That might enlarge the
provisions of the law beyond what it has
heretofore been. Where a property Is in-
juriously affected by a railway runnlng near
It, but not touching it, it bas been held that
the party bas not been entitled to recover.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I am only re-
ferring to cases dealt with by sections 29
and 30.

39

The amendment was agreed to, and the
clause as amended, was adopted.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC, from the committee,
reported the Bill with amendments.

INTEREST ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved concurrence In
the amendments made In Committee of the
Whole House to Bill (161) ' An Act to amend
the Acts respecting Interest.'

The motion was agreed to.

The Bill was then read the third time, and
passed.

CANADA NATIONAL RAILWAY AND
TRANSPORT COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second

reading of Bill (115) ' An Act to Incorporate
the Canada National Railway and Trans-
port Company.' He sald : This Bill ls to
provide for the construction of a line of
railway from Toronto to Collingwood, to
connect with a line of steamers, for the
purpose of inducing, If possible, a large
amount of traffic along the St. Lawrence
route to the ocean. It bas recelved the
endorsation of the cities of Hamilton, To-
ronto and Duluth, and is looked upon as an
important Bill in this country.

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

TORONTO HOTEL COMPANY'S BILL.

AMENDMENT CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved concurrence lin
the amendments made by the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce to
Bill (114) 'An Act respecting the Toronto
Hotel Company.'

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I have considered
these amendments, and it appears to me
that we are undertaking to do something
which we should not do. We are under-
taking, by an Act of parliament, to locate
a site for an hotel in the clty of Toronto.
Now, we al know that that l local work.
I have the British North America Act in
my band, and If any hon. gentleman eau
show me that we have the power to do
what we are dolng by this Bill, I should be
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very glad to support it. What powers have
we ? This matter belongs entirely to the
local legislature, and these people simply
come here in order that they may obtain
power from this parliament, so that the
banking and money institutions of the coun-
try will invest money in the hotel. When
the parliament of Canada undertake to se-
lect a site for a botel in the city of To-
rornto, they are doing what, in my opinion,
they should not do, and I am sure that the
hon. Minister of Justice, who knows the
constitution and who understands ail about
this matter, will not give bis sanction to
anything of the kind. What matters can we
legislate on ? The British North America
Act tells us that we eau legislate on the
regulation of trade and commerce, the rais-
ing of money by means of taxation, bor-
rowing money, postal service, military ser-
vice, naval service, and things of that kind.
I might go through the whole chapter, and
there is not one word that we should legis-
late about property and civil rights. That
belongs to the local legislature altogether,
because thé Act says : 'Property and civil
rights in the province.' That is where we
stand exactly. I therefore, move that the
sald Bill be referred back to the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce with
Instructions to strike out the words:

Bounded on the north by King Street, on the
east by Leader Lane, on the south by Colborne,
and on the west by Yonge Street.

It la the local legislature that should deal
with this matter, if it is to be done at all.
They should not come to the Dominion par-
liament to ask us to do It.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I will venture to sug-
gest to the bon. gentleman, to save the
necessity of referring the Bill back to the
committee, that I am perfectly willing that
that amendment should be struck out. I
was obliged to report the amendment to the
House, because the committee adopted it,
but so far as the Interests of the Toronto
HIoteq Company are concerned, I am willing
that the amendment should be dropped,
rather than to send the Bill back to com-
mittee. If the hon. gentleman bas no ob-
jection, I will move that that amendment
be not concurred in.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I shall be most
happy to accept that suggestion. Drop
that amendment from the Bill and It will

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

be perfectly satisfactory to me. As for
the remainder of the Bill, we may discuss
it on the third reading. I am opposed to
the principle of the Bill, but I do not think
the other part is so objectionable as this.
if the hon. gentleman is willing to drop
that first amendment, it is perfectly satîs-
factory to me, and I hope it wIll be satis-
factory to the people of this country.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--The
hon. gentleman had better change bis
motion, and simply move that the first
amendment be not concurred ln.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The motion bas been
made by the hon. promoter of the Bill to
concur in the amendment. A vote can be
taken on that motion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-.-The
motion is to concur in the amendment.
There are two amendments, and if you act
upon the suggestion of the bon. gentleman
from Richmond, then you defeat the sec-
ond amendment, which is very essential for
the safety of the shareholders.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I know there are
two amendments, but the proper course la
to move concurrence in the amendments
consecutively.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-That being the proper
course to pursue, I move concurrence ln the
first amendment.

The motion was declared lost.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved concurrence in
the second amendment.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I might say, with
regard to this Bill, at first blush I was op-
posed to it ; I considered it should be a
measure for the local legislature, but when
it was explained to me that there was a
doubt to be removed in connection with the
Bill which could only be done ln this par-
liament, then I thought it assumed a differ-
ent phase before the Standing Committee
on Banking and Commerce. My second ob-
jection to the Bill lu the committee was
that it contemplated appropriating the stock
of shareholders of banklng corporations
without their authority. That was amend-
ed by making it necessary that all such
subscriptions to the stock of this hotel
should receive the approval of a meeting
of shareholders before it became binding on
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the corporation. I thought that amend-
ment removed the most serious objection to
the Bill. I must say that the objection
taken by my hon. friend did not appear to
me to have any great force. I did not cou-
sider there was anything unconstitutional in
the first amendment, or that it was a matter
which called for much discussion ; but the
Important feature was the appropriation by
the directors of the stock of the company
without the sanction of the shareholders.
That was amended by the resolution moved
by the hon. leader of the opposition in the
committee, and whIch made the Bill satis-
factory to me, and I think to the whole
committee.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Perhaps if I move the
third reading of the Bill the hon. gentle-
inan from Monck will be ready to state his
objection to it now.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-There is no hurry
about it.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It bas to go back to the
House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-1 know it bas.
There will be time enough. I am sure we
will not get away from here for a month
yet. Better postpone the third reading untIl
to-morrow.

The Bill was ordered for third reading
to-morrow.

COMPANIES CLAUSES ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS introduced Bill (X) *An
Act to amend the Companies Clauses Act.'
He said : This Bill consists of two clauses.
It was introduced In the House of Com-
Mon by Mr. Gilmour, was considered in
colnmittee, and reported, and is on the list
Of Public Bills, and therefore, is not likely
to be reached this session. The Bill is a
Very proper one, and I thought that it could
be introduced here and passei and sent to
the House of Commons. The Bill author-
izes corupanies to change their head office,
With the consent of their shareholders ?

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-Could
they change their head office anywhere, say
in the United States for example 7

a9

Hon. Mr. MILLS--Certainly not. We eau-
not authorize them to do a thing which is
beyond our control. My hon. friend will see
that the general Act makes provision, and
that this does not In any way alter the
general Act In that respect.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW--Could they change
an office from Montreal to Toronto?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, if the shareholders
approved.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Would
it not also enable them to change their head
office from Montreal or Toronto, to London,
England ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, that
our jurisdiction.

is outside of

The Bill was read the first time.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, June 12, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MANITOBA SOHOOL QUESTION.

INQUIRY.

Hon. 'Mr. LANDRY rose to inquire:
1. Does the goverument know that the Catholic

minority of Manitoba contends that It han been
injured in the exercise of its rights with respect
to the maintenance of its schools, and that it
has demanded, as a remedy for its grievancu,
three things:

(a) Separate schools.
(b) A grant to sustain them.
(c) Exemption from taxes for the maintenance

of Protestant schools?
2. By the Judgment rendered on January 29,

1895, by the Lords of the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council and by the order in council
of Her Majesty the Queen In Council, dated Feb-
ruary 2, 1895, is it decreed that the Catholie
minority of Manitoba has just grievances, the
redress of which, as a question of appeai to be
decided, falls within the jurlsdiction of the
Governor General In Council?

3. Did the Governor General in Council, by
an order dated March 21, 1895, order the legisIa-
ture of Manitoba to modify its school legislation
In such a way as to give the Catholic minority
in 'Manitoba:

(a) The right to construct, maintain, furnish,
manage, conduet and sustain Roman Cathol1o
schools in the manner provided for by the Acts
which the statutes of 1890 have repealed;
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(b) The right to share In any subsidy made
out of the public funds for the needs of public
Instruction;

(c) The right of the Roman Cathollcs who
shall contribute to sustain the Roman Catholic
schools to be exempt from ail payments or con-
tributions destined for the maintenance of ather
schools?

4. Has the legislature of Manitoba conformed
with these prescriptions of the remedial order?

5. Has not the legislature, on the contrary,
answered In the negative:

(a) By a first refusal given on July 25, 1895;
(b) By a second refusal given on December

21, 1895, rejecting an attempt at reconciliation;
(c) By a third refusal of the propositions made

by the delegates sent to Winnipeg on March 28,
1896?

6. In the face of this triple refusal, did not
the Conservative government propose for adop-
tion by the Canadian parliament certain legisla-
tion, called remedial legislation, substituting the
Canadian parliament for the Manitoban legisla-
ture in the measures of justice to be granted
the Cathollc minority of Manitoba for the redress
of their grievances?

7. On March 22, 1896, did not the House of
Commons accept the principle of federal Inter-
vention In the settlement of the Manitoba schools
difficulty by adopting, by a vote of 112 to 94,
the second reading of the Remedial Bill?

8. On April 14 of the same year, did not Sir
Charles Tupper read to the House of Commons
the following telegram from Monseigneur the
Archbishop of St. Boniface, making known the
adherence of the Catholic minority to the re-
medial measure:

Montreal, April 13, 1896.
In the name of the Catholic minority of Mani-

toba, that I represent officially, I ask the House
of Commons to pass the whole Remedial Act
as It Is now amended. It will be satisfactory
to the said Catholic minority, that will consider
it as a substantial, workable and final settle-
ment of the school question according to the
constitution.

(Sgd.) ADELARD LANGEVIN.

9. Was not the final adoption of the Remedial
Bill prevented only by an Interminable discus-
sion, which was prolonged until the last days of
parliament?

10. In the general elections of 1896, did not
the Liberal party make to the electorate the
solemn promise to render full and entire jus-
tice to the Catholic minority, as appears, amongst
other things, by the following declarations pub-
lished by the press and brought to the knowl-
edge of the voters:

(a) Extract from a speech made by the Hon.
Mr. Laurier at Jacques Cartier Hall, in Quebec,
May 7, 1896, as published by ' L'Electeur' of
May 8, 1896:

(Translation from the French.)
'Do not misunderatand my intentions. I re-

peat here that I wish the minority In Manitoba
to obtain entire justice. It is a principle writ-
ten In letters of gold in the programme of my
party that the rights of the minority must be
respected. . . ..•

' If the people of Cana4a bring me into power,
as I have a conviction they will, I will settle
this question to the satisfaction of all parties
Interested. I shall have with me In my gov-
ernment Sir Oliver Mowat, who bas always been
in Ontario, at the peril of his own popularity,
the champion of the Catholic minority and of
separate schools. I will put him at the head

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

of a commission where all the interests at stake
shall be represented, and I affirm to you that
I will succeed in satisfying those who are suf-
fering at this moment. Is not Sir Oliver Mowat's
name alone a guarantee of the success of this
plan?

' And then, finally, if conciliation does not
succeed, I shall have to exercise that constitu-
tional recourse which the law furnishes, a re-
course which I shall exercise completely and
entirely.'

(b) Declaration signed by the Hon. Charles
Fitzpatrick:

'Being sincerely disposed to put aside all party
spirit and all questions of men, in order to se-
cure the triumph of the Catholic cause In Mani-
toba, 1, thé undersigned, promise, If elected, to
conform myself to the bishops' mandement in
all points, and to vnte for a measure according
the Catholics of Manitoba that justice to which
they have a right by virtue of the judgment of
the Privy Council, provided that the measure be
approved of by my bishop. If Mr. Laurler
reaches power, and does not settle the question
at the first session, in accordance with the terms
of the mandement, I promise elther to withdraw
my support or resign.

' (Sgd.) C. FITZPATRICK.
'Ste. Marie, June 6, 1896.

Copy compared with original.
S'B. PH. GARNEAU, Priest.

'Secretary of the Archbishop of Quebec.'
(See also House of Commons Debates, 1897, page

163.)
(c) Declaration of the Hon. Mr. Geoffrion, pub-

llshed in 'Le Soir' newspaper, of Thursday, June
11, 1896, reproduced In the House of Commons
'Hansard ' of 1896 (2nd session), page 230:

' I am here to make the declaration imposed
upon me by my bishop in the mandement which
has been read in all the churches of the pro-
vince. That mandement presses upon the voters
the duty of registering their vote only In favour
of those candidates who shall take the solemn
and formal pledge of supporting an adequate
remedial law, restoring to the Catholic minority
the rights which have been taken away from
them. Now, gentlemen, I an here to publicly
make In your presence the declaration imposed
upon me by my bishop, and I now take before
you a solemn pledge to that effect. I shall
vote in favour of a remedial law such as re-
quired by the bishops, an operative law restoring
to Catholics of Manitoba all the rights adjudi-
cated upon by the Privy Council judgment, but
at the same time I declare that I shall see to
it that their rights and not crumbs be given
back to them, for the Catholics do not ask char-
ity, they are not mendicants, they claim their
own rights.'

11. After the general elections, during the first
session of the eighth parliament, did not the
Hon. Sir Charles Tupper, the leader of the op-
position, on August 24, 1896, from his place in
the House of Commons, make the following de-
claration, to be found In the Official Report of
the Debates of the House of Commons of Canada,
vol. xliii., column 57:

'In the future, as in tho past, the cardinal
principle with the great party to which I have
the honour to belong, will be: Equal justice to
ail, without respect to race or creed. I am glad
to know that the responsibility of settling this
question-an Important question, although not so
gravely Important as I had supposed-I am glad
to know that the responsibility rests no longer
upon my shoulders, but upon those of the hon.
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gentleman who is now the First Minister of
the Crown. I can only say that I trust and
sincerely hope that he will be most successful in
obtaining such a settlement of this question as
will do justice and give satisfaction to all par-
ties. I can assure the hon. gentleman not only
that he bas my most cordial wishes for a happy,
and early, and fair settlement of this important
ouestion, but thit anything that I can contribute
to that en:d will be at all times most cheerfully
done.'

12. Has the present governrent availed itself
(f this offer of the leader of the opposition,
and bas it profited by it ta settle the Manitoba
schools question in such a manner as ta render
justice to the minority?

13. If not, why net ?
14. Did the hon. the Secretary of State, on

May 2, 1898, make the following declaration ta
the Senate:

' Hon. Mr. SCOTT.-The present government
bave settled the school question with Manitoba.
They adopted the same 3hannels to settle that
question as the late government did. The late
government sent delegates te Manitoba and had
a conference and failed to come ta any agree-
ment. The present government had a confer-
ence with representatives of the government of
Manitoba, and they came te an agreement, which
was confirmed by the Manitoba legislature, and
that is the end of .It, se far as the public are
concerned.'-(Senate Debates, 1898, page 663.)

15. Was not the Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier re-
ported by 'La Patrie' of September 28, 1899,
to have uttered at Drummondville, on September
26 last, the following words -

(Translation.)
'You know that in 1896 an irritating question

was causing trouble In the country. It was a
question where religion and politics were con-
fo'nded. We came into power. We have pro-
mised to settle the question in six months. You
are witnesses that this promise bas been ful-
filled te the letter. The school question does
not exist any longer, although our friends the
Blues seek to bring It up again.'-(House of Com-
mons debates, 1900, March 28, rev. ed., col. 2749.)

16. What is the position taken by the federal
executive towards the parties in the case, the
government of Manitoba of the one part and
the Catholic minority of Manitoba of the other
part, in that unlerstanding which was offilally
announced by the hon. the Secretary of States
on May 2, 1893? Is it the position of a judge
before whose tribunal the question in litigation
had already been brought, and who had rendered
a decision kn)nvn as the remedial order?

17. Did the present government, when holding
a conference with the government of Manitoba,
simultaneously treat with the other party in
the case, the Catholc minority?

18. Was that minority a party te the said
conference, and has the arrangement which was
made been accepted by the Catholic minority?

19. On the contrary, has net the arrangement
in question been repudiated and denounced-

(a) By the head of the Catholic Church;
(c) By the Catholic minority of Manitoba
(b) By the episcopate ?
20. Has the government ever taken knoileige

of the following words of Leo XIII., in bis en-
Cyclical letter (' Affari Vos ', of December 8, 1897,
concerning ' the understanding ratified by the
legislature of Manitoba,' of which the hon. the
Secretary of State speaks:

'The law which they have passed te repair
the injury is defective, unsuitable, insufficient.
The Catholics ask, and no one can deny that

they justly ask, for much more. . . .....
In a word, the rights of Catholies and the
education of their children have not been suffi-
ciently provided for in Manitoba.'-(See House
of Commons Debates, 1898, column 5338.)

21. Is the government ignorant that the Cana-
dian episcopate has pronounced in an unequivo-
cal manner upon the value of the Laurier-Green-
way arrangement, and has it read the following
declarations:

(Translation.)
'(a) A new government replaced the old one,

and one day we learned that between It and the
government of Manitoba an understanding had
corme about. a compromise had been drawn up.

' This compromise was net the restitution of
the violated rights, it was not even an amellora-
tion which might be reconciled with the formal
prescriptions of the church. How could the
episcopate approve of it? It therafore declared
it unacceptable, and the Catholics of Manitoba
continued ta maintain their own schools at the
price of the greatest sacrifices.'

' The agreement effected between the federal
authorities of Ottawa and the provincial gov-
ernment of Winnipeg, an agreement te which
they would like ta give the name of settle-
ment of the school question, is declared ' (by
the Holy Father) ' defective, imperfect, insufll-
cient, and therefore cannot be accepted as an
equitable solution of the question. It is, there-
fore, with reason that that agreement has been
repudiated by the episcopate, and that the Mani-
toban minority would not submit thereto.'-(Pas-
toral letter of Mgr. Begin, dated January 6,
1898.)

(See also House of Commons Debates, 1898,
column 5342.)

' (b) The negotiations which have taken place
between the local authorities of Winnipeg and
the federal authorities of Ottawa, have ended
in an understanding which is given as the
settlement of the grave school question. First
of all, I protest against this word settlement.
In a question in litigation, nothing is settled if
the two interested parties do net agree at all
between themselves.

' What is the contract that it ls wished ta
impose upon us?

' The sum of the eight articles concerning re-
ligious instruction is the official proclamation
of the principle of common and neutral schools.
. . . . . Let me tell you immediately that
common and neutral schools have been condemn-
ed by the church . . . . . . No Catholic,
therefore, can approve of these schools uniess
he wisbes to separate himself from the centre
of unity.'-(Sermon of Mgr. the Archbishop of
St. Boniface, dated November 22, 1896.)

'(c) As you know, quite as well as I, in spite
of se many emphatic promises, the Manitoba
school question has net been settled at all ac-
cording te the rights of honour and justice.
The understanding come ta between the repre-
sentatives of the central government of Ot-
tawa and of the local government of Manitoba la
only a sacrifice of the rights and interests Of
our co-religionists of this province, without an
acceptable compensation. Also, bave not the
terms and conditions of this understanding,
which is only a cowardily and shameful capitula-
tion, accomplished in the shadows and in secret,
been reveaied ta the public when its authors had
acquired the certainty that the enemies of our
religion and of our race would aid them te
impose upon a minority which had been per-
secuted and despoiled for six years past. . . .
Let it suffice me to draw your attention ta tho
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fact that the pretended settlement of the Mani-
toba achools question does not mean anything
definite, but the criminal sanction of the estab-
lishment for the Catholics of this province, " 0f
neutral schools," which the Holy Church has
always repudiated and condemned.'-(Circular of
Mgr. Biais, Bishop of Rimouski.)

* (d) Like my venerable colleagues, I do not
hesitate an instant to disapprove of it absolutely
myself (the Laurier-Greenway settlement), and I
add, with Mgr. Begin, that no bishop will or can
approve of the so-called settlement of the Mani-
toba achools question, which is not defnitely
based upon anything but an unjustifiable aban-
donment of the best established and the most
sacred rights of the Catholic minority.-(Circular
of Mgr. Laflèche, bishop of Three Rivera, Febru-
ary 11, 1897.)

' (e) All the bishops of Canada, atter recelving
the encyclical, * Affari Vos,' unanimoualy repu-
diated and denounced the Laurier-Greenway ar-
rangement lu the terms employed by Mgr.
Begin.'

22. Does the government not know that in a
memorandum prepared for the Holy Ses by
the Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier, and signed by
him, and bearing date November 23, 1896, it la
written:

' The population of Manitoba at the last cen-
sus was 152,506, of wbom 20,571 were Catholics,
disseminated over ninety mur.icipalities.'-(See
House of Commons Debates. 1898, column 5378.)

And la the government Ignorant that out of
these 20,571 Catholies of ninety dIfferent munici-
palities, only forty-one Catholis have made
known their approval of the prosent Laurier-
Greenway settlement in a document produced
before parliament. whilst the Catholics of Winni-
peg, Ste. Pierre Joly, Ste. Anne des Chènes, St.
Charles, Lorette, Ste. Agathe, &c., have made
indignant protesta and passed resolutions con-
demning the pretended arrangement, copies of
which protesta and resolutions have been laid
upon the Table of this House.-(See Document
No. 35, second session, elghth parliament, 60-61
Vict., 1897.)

23. In the face ot multiplied condemnations,
does the government really think that an ar-
rangement to which the Catholle minority ha.
not even been a party, but which was concluded
without its necessary participation, without its
knowledge, and contrary to its interests, can
be considered as an arrangement putting an end
to the Manitoba schools difficulty, as the gov-
ernment, by the mouth of the hon. Secretary
of State, has declared it to be?

24. Cannot the present government, which han
regarded neither pecuniary sacrifices nor the
more severe sacrifice of human lives, when it was
a question of causing a coercive policy to be
adopted, and imposing by force of numbers fin
a South African people the obligation to grant
British subjects advantages which they did not
have, now find the moral sense, the energy and
the means, and can it not submit Itself to the
imperative duty of impoaing upon those who
violate the treaties and misuse the constitution
the obligation of respecting both, by granting
the British subjects established in Manitoba the
exercise of their religlous righta, and especially
of granting to fathers of familles the sacred
right of bringing up their children and having
them Instructed ln conformity with the dictates
of their consciences?

25. Does the government wish to continue to
ignore the decrees of the Privy Council in Eng-
land and the obligations of the remedial order,
which exist ln all their force and fulness, or
does it lntend to put them ln force in accord-
ance with the promise so to do, solemnly made

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

to the electorate by him who la to-day Prime
Minister of this country, and upon whom i in-
cumbent the duty of safeguarding the rights of
the minority and not proatituting the honour
and dignity of the Crown?

I may aiso put the second question now,
since it relates to the same subject:

1. Did the Governor General in Council, on the
21st March, 1895, render judgm3nt upon the
appeal brought before his tribunal by the Catho-
lic minority ln Manitoba, and is that judgment
known under the name of 'The Remedial
Order ?'

2. Did not that judgment order the legislature
of Manitoba to do Justice to the recognized
grievances of the Catholic minority of that pro-
vince ?

3. Has the legislature of Manitoba complied
with that judgment, and bas it remedied the
grievances of the Catholics?

4. Il justice las not been rendered to the
minority injured ln its rights, does the govern-
ment intend to exact that the judgment rend-
ered shall be executed, and is it going to take
the steps to have it executed?

5. The case which this school question cause
to rise having been appealed to the Federal
tribunal, and a judgment having been rendered
by that tribunal, la it not precisely upon that
tribunal and upon no other that the obligation
falls of causing its judgment to be respected?

6. When ls the government going to cause the
constitution and the judicial decrees to be re-
spected, and when will the federal government,
whlch, by law, la constituted the protector of
the rights of minorities, treat this school ques-
tion from the point of view of right and duty
and not at all as a question serving as a stepping
stone for certain politicians ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I intend that the an-
swer which I shall give the hon. gentle-
man shall be an answer to the series of
questions which he has put and also to those
questions which are stil on the paper to be
put to me, as they relate to the same sub-
jeet and in order that there may be no
misapprehenion as te what my answer is,
I shall read It to the House for its informa-
tion. It 1s as follows : The hon. senator
has put to me a very long series of ques-
tions containing a great many details. These
questions do not relate te matters of Infor-
mation that are withIn My speclal keeping,
or within the special keeping of the govern-
ment, but with regard to what has trans-
pired lu the legislature of Manitoba, In the
parliament of Canada in former times, ln
the Judicial CommIttee of the Privy Coun-
cli, and ln the Privy Council of Canada.

The hon. senator, I think, entirely misap-
prehends the law of parliament in respect
to questions put to ministers of the Crown.
Sir Erskine May, in his 'Parllamentary
Practice,' says : ' Questions addressed te
ministers shall relate to the public affairs
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with which they are officlally connected, to
Proceedings pending lu parliament, or to
any matter of administration for which the
minister is responsible.' The questions
which the hon. senator has put, do not come
within any of these provisions of the law
of parliament.

If the hon. gentleman ls not satisfied with
the settlement of the school question ln
Manitoba, he may, upon a substantative
motion, bring the matter before the Senate
for discussion. This he has not chosen to
do, but to put a series of questions to me,
as If I were a wltness summoned before him
for examination, compelled to answer ques-
tions relating to matters that are not before
parliament. The matter about whiclh the
hon. senator makes inquiry ln this long
series of interrogatores, is one which
led to a very great deal of acrimonious dis-
cussion, and to not a little political excite-
ment; and as I am not seeklng any offi-
cial appointment at the hands of the hon.
senator, nor do I know that any member
of the government is, it is not necessary
that I should undertake to pass an examina-
tion upon the list of questions which he
has submitted to me, and to which he de-
mands an answer. Every member of this
House, including the hon. senator, knows
Something of the discussions that took place
on the question of separate schools ln Mani-
toba just as well as they are known to the
government. The hon. senator has made
long quotations from various speeches and
Papers, whether accurately made or not, I
do not know. Nor Is it at all my duty to
inquire for the purpose of answering the
hon. member's question.

The hon. senator knows what the lne of
action, which was proposed by a former
administration, was. He says that It was
approved of by a majority of the members
of the House of Commons ln 1896. That
may be so. But it did not become law.
It was made an Issue in the elections, and
Upon that Issue those who favoured the
policy whieh the hon. senator favours were,
as a ministry, defeated, and a majority re-
turned favourable to a different mode of
settlement.

The hon. gentleman ignores the fact
that Sir Charles Tupper has said on this
subject : ' Under these circumstances, as
I say, I find that I attached much greater

importance to this question than the result
of experience has shown to belong to it.'

Sir Charles Tupper, after the elections
were over, also said that he was defeated
by the division of his own party on this
question, and that 'a large section of ln-
dependent, intelligent, able men all over
the Dominion thought that the government
had taken a wrong step, and,' he added, 'I
am not going into that question to-night,
because it Is a dead Issue, and Is past and
gone, therefore there is no occasion to go
into it.' The hon. leader of the Conserva-
tive party, in stating that it was a 'dead
issue,' also intimated that he was not going
to fight for a policy which those who were
affected by It did not sustain him ln pur-
suing.

In August, 1896, Mr. Taylor, the whip of
the Tory party, at Owen Sound, said, 'the
Conservative party is now through with re-
medial legislation.' He said: ' That the
circumstances of this campaign were differ-
ent from the last, as the Remedial Bill was
no longer a part of the Conservative policy.
Sir -Charles Tupper had sent word by him
to this effect to the electors of North Grey:
That good feeling had now been restored
between Sir Charles and Hon. Clarke
Wallace and the other anti-remedial Con-
servatives.' And the Hon. Clarke Wallace
said on the same occasion: 'It has been
announced that the erroneous policy of
forcing separate schools on Manitoba had
been abandoned. The gentlemen who lent
themselves to this polley were seeing the
errors of their ways. He was rejoiced to
know it; he would take them back Into the
Conservative party, and use them well.'

Mr. McLean, Conservative M.P. for East
York, ln speaking at Henley's school house,
Grey County, in August, 1896, said that Sir
Charles Tupper had personaiiy Informed
him: 'We have got rid of the question
of the Remedial Bill for ever.'

It is not necessary that I should undertake
to discuss the Remedial Order, and the legal
objections whiclh may be made to the course
of action therein suggested. The hon sena-
tor knows what the line of action was that
was proposed by the present administration,
and acted upon, ln conjunction with the
government of Manitoba. He knows that
the entire Roman Cathollc population out-
side of the city of Winnipeg have come
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under the provisions of the amended sehool a minister of the Crown ; it Is the answer
law of 1897, whieh superseded the Act of given by a man who puts aside ail senti-
1890. It is reported to me that there were ments of justice and fairplay to work In the
eighty-one (81) Roman Catholie schools out- nterest of bis own poiticai party. That is
side of Winnipeg, and that all these have wlat lie does to-day ln this clamber. And
accepted the settlement effected by the Act wlat do we see? The Minister of Justice
of 1897, and have no desire to return to the declares hlrseif unable to aseertain if a
condition of .things existing before 1890. In speech made by the chef of his party, the
the city of Winnipeg, in principle, the settle- Prime Minister of this Dominion, las ever
ment has been effected. There has been realiy been delivered to the electorate of
some hitch in undertaking to carry out its this country. He is unabie to ascertain îf
details. My information is that under the declarations made by bis colleague la this
Act of 1897, the trustees of the school in this House. the hon. Secretary of State, are true
city have not the power of binding or false. He is unabie to ascertain if the
themselves by compact, that noue but voice of the Cathobut miuority ln Manitoba
Roman Catholile teachers shall be employed las been heard ln the councils of the nation.
ln certain sebools. As a matter of fact, He is unable to ascertain ail those things,
I understand they are prepared to do this, but wlat lie is willing to flnd ont 18 wlat
and this is, so far as I know, the only point Mr. Taylor, Mr. Wallace and Mr. MeLean
at Issue there, and, indeed, in the whole said la different parts of tle country. But
province. I why does lie not tel us that those three

I have no doubt that if the parties are left men are precisely those wlio voted agalast
alone, this matter wIll be arranged, and the the Remedial Bil la 1896 ? The principle of
features of the settlement that may at the tle Remediai Bil was adopted in tle Flouse
present moment be attended with some of Commons on the second readiag, and
friction, within the city of Winnipeg, may be those three gentlemen, wlose remarks bave
safely left to the softening influence of i been quoted by tle hon. Minister of Jus-
time, and to those concessions being made tice, are amongst the Liberais wlio voted
ln a period of quiet which are not so likly against that measure. Tley were defeated,
to be carried out satisfactorily In a perlod defeated with the Liberais wlio opposed the
of excitement. I am sure that the hon. Coaservative policy, and to-day the hon.
senator's line of action upon this subject Minister of Justice brfngs before this Flouse
cannot be otherwise than injurlous to the the sayings of tlose gentlemen to prove
minority whose privilleges are affected. The what Is it to prove that justice lins been
course wlich the ton. gentleman is en- done No. Wgeat does lie want to prove?
deavouring to take, not la the interest of the 1 fail to se ; perliaps lie does not see dii-
mlnority, but most mistakenly witl thie view self, but binded by the nterests o tis
of serving the interest of party, is one that
Is in the highest degree mischievous; and I
feel that I best serve the public Interest,
and especially the interest of the minority,
by declining to submit myself for an ex-
amination by the hon. gentleman ln the
varlous questions which he has proposed, but
which are wholly outside of any right that
the law of parliament confers-upon him.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the hon. minister.
who has just read bis wrItten answer, thinks
that I am Influenced by political motives,
and not by a desire to serve the interest of
the minority, lie is mistaken. If lie thinks
his assertion is true, I might say that lie
opens himself to the sane accusation in his
answer to me. The answer given cannot
come from the Minister of Justice, nor from

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

party, lie comes with quotations which set
forth the views of those who were, like the
honourable mInister's friends, opposing the
measure of justice submitted to parliament.
But all what said those opponents are
not at ail satisfactory answer to the ques-
tion. I claim that my questions are fully
in line with all the authorities on the mat-
ter. I have alluded to a public question,
and the hon minister ought to know or
ought to acknowledge, because he knows
better, that this Manitoba school question is
still before the government. He ouglit to
acknowledge that the government of this
country, acting in a judicial manner, ren-
dered a judgment. Has that judgment been
complied with ? Is that judgment wlped
away now ? It stili remains, and Is still an
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obligation resting on the mlnistry of the
day, and it is their imperative duty to see
that the judgment rendered by the judicial
committee of their administration should be
complied with. They have addressed them-
selves to the legislature of Manitoba. Mani-
toba gave Its answer. Manitoba refused on
three different occasions to comply with the
judgment which has been rendered. That
refusai placed the question In the hands of
this parliament, and it Is now the bounden
duty of the ministry to see that the con-
stitution of this country is vindicated-tO
see that the judgment of the Privy Council,
in England, and of their own Privy Council
shouhid be executed. They have falled in
their duty. They do not want to discharge
their duty ? True, the hon. Secretary of
State told us that the question was settled.
settled by whom ? By a compromise that
took place between whom ? Between the
government, which was the judge, and the
legislature of Manitoba, one of the parties.
But where was the other party ? Was the
otier party asked to assent to that com-
promise ? Never. When the delegation, sent
by the former government, left Ottawa, In
1896. and went to Winnipeg, to try and
make a compromise which would be accept-
able to both parties and acceptable to the
minority, they failed in their mission, but
their instructions obliged thein to consult
the minority and to assent to nothing that
that minority would not be prepared to ac-
eept. Nothing of the kind was done by the
present administration. This new govern-
ment made a compromise, but made a
compromise behind the back of the min-
ority, against their interest, without ask-
lng the interested party to accept or
to refuse the compromise. What have
we seen ? We have seen the Oatholic min-
ority rejecting that compromise, and to-day
if the hon. minister is not deaf-If he wants
to listen to the voice of the minority In
M:Nnitoba, he will hear the representatives
of that minority crying out that justice hlas
no t been rendered yet. He will hear the
representatives of that minority telling him
that that question has not been settled yet
The hon. minister refers to what took place
in the last election in the province of Que-
bec, but he seems to be mixed up and to
Ignore totally what took place. In our pro-
vince the question put before the electors
was very clear and well defined. The

Prime Minister, at that time the leader of
the opposition, said : ' Sir Charles Tupper
and the Conservative party have tried to
settle the Manitoba school question by a
Remedial Bill, but that Remedial Bill was
not worth the paper on which it was writ-
ten. I will do better. I will give to the
Roman Catholic minority of that pro-
vince ail its rights and if I cannot suc-
ceed by conciliation, I will have recourse
to what the law empowers me to do.' The
hon. gentleman promised the province of
Quebec that he would do better than his
predecessors, and the vote of the province
of Quebec was given to Sir Wilfrid Laurier.
Why ? Because he promised to do better
than Sir Oharles Tupper and the other leaders
of the Conservative party. In the province
of Quebec all the candidates of both parties
were In favour of the remedies that were
asked for the Roman Catholic minority In
Manitoba. The elections of 1896 were not a
condemnation of Sir Charles Tupper's policy.
If Mr. Laurier secured a majority in his
favour, it was solely because lie promised
that he would do more than Sir Charles
Tupper had done, and yet the hon. minister
says that the province of Quebec and the
majority in the other provinces condemned
the course taken by the late government.
It might be that persons who know noth-
ing may, at first sight. look at those
elections as a condemnation, but how
could they at the same time ignore
that the people that were elected were
obliged, in order to be elected, to sign
a declaration by which they pledged them-
selves to grant more than was promised
by the late government, Does the hon. min-
ister ignore those facts ? If he ignores
them. he is not fit to occupy the position he
occupies as one of the advisers of the
Crown.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If he does not Ignore
thim, *wliy does lie try to-dny, by his an-
swers to serve the interests off his own
party against ail notions of justice, by a fan-
tastical relation of facts which did not hap-
pen ? That Manitoba school question
brought the hon. minister's party to power.
We can see now in what way. The hon.
gentleman says no. What was the division
in all the Dominion ? Setting aside for the
moment the province of Quebec, 'both par-
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ties in the rest of the Dominion were about
equally divided. The majority gained by
the government in the elections of 1896,
was composed of precisely the majority ob-
tained In Quebec. That was their position
and we see now how their majority was ob-
tained. Will the hon. gentleman now deny
that he did not come into power solely by
that question ? I will venture to make a
prediction to the honourable minister ; I
can tell him that he will go out of power on
the same question. His party promised jus-
tice. What bas it given ? It bas given us
stones In place of the bread promlsed not
only to the people of Quebec but to all the
provinces. Those flagrant violations of their
most solemu pledges will turn against the
Liberal party. The hon. ministers to-
day are unable to face the situation.
They have falied in ail their efforts
to try to remedy that question. And
why ? Because they did not accept the offer
made by them by the chief of the Conserva-
tive party In the House of Commons, when
Sir Charles Tupper rose In his seat In the
House of Commons to promise to the Prime
Minister to give him ail his help to settie
that question. Here is without any possible
doubt a question of public policy. It was
put to the hon. minister, and I ask him
why did not the Prime Minister accept
this offer ? What Is the answer of the hon.
minister ? The only answer he gave -was
to tell us that Messrs. Taylor, Wallace and
McLean have made certain declarations on
another subject. We know all that, and It 1s
a very childish answer from the Minister of
Justice. who bas a reputation to sustan, to
come and tell us that the parties who are
agaInst the Remedial Bilq, who voted
against the Remedial Bill, persist in the po-
sition they took at the time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They took Sir Charles
Tupper back into the fold.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He did not go back
Into the fold. He wanted and he offered to
assist the Prime Minister and the hon. min-
ister refused his help. The hon. minister
may laugh, but is there any reason In tbat
laughing ? Does he flnd bis smile an in-
telligent one ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I am happy to hear
that the hon. Minister of Justice Is judge In

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

his own case and that he finds when he
laughs that his smile 1s very Intelligent. If
any one else does not give hlm that certifi-
cate, at least lie finds In bis conscience suffi-
cient to tell him that he is intelligent. Where
are the others who will find his smiles so in-
telligent ? I tell the hon. gentleman that
the stand taken to-day by the ministry will
be its own condemnation. They know they
have not settled the question. They know
they have refused the opportunity they had
In their lite to remedy the Injustices perpe-
trated against the Cathodics of Manitoba.
The bon. gentleman might rise once more
and recite one of the chapters of the book
le has written on the Transvaal. He may
boast of the willingness of his government
or of the country to run to the Transvaal
and take up arms and fight for the Uitland-
ers there. But we have Uitlanders here in
'Manitoba, and before golng abroad to find
grievances to be redressed why did not the
government settle similar matters in this
country ? I (was very much amused the
other day when the hon. minister said that
-a burgher had been condemned to pay a fine
because lie whipped a man, but that the
government bad taken money out of the
public treasury to pay the fine at the ex-
pense of the public. But what do we see
In this country ? NothIng else, or nothing
less, when the ministers of the present ad-
ministration are found remitting fines to
persons who have violated the law of the
Inland Revenue ? When they are remitting
such fines what are they doing ? They
are taking the public money to sup-
port their own friends and why ? Why
should a man who is writing history, who Is
supposed to have the calm judgment of a
historian, should come here and make out
a great case against a foreign government
when be is doing precisely the same thing ?
I hope that the governmeùt will see Its way
to do justice. I hope against all hope that
the government of the day, containing per-
sons who, one day, pretended themselves so
devoted to the interests of the minority, as
the bon. Secretary of State, the hon. Prime
Minister and the Minister of Public Works,
did on more than one occasion will find out
what are their present obligations and will
be able to fulfil them. Let us all hope that
it ever again a man like Sir Charles Tupper
off ers to aid them they will not commit the
blunder to refuse such a help. In 1896,
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when the present administration came to
power. they were offered the best oppor-
tunity to settle that school question Imme-
dlately and for ever. Sir Charles Tupper
had made of that school question a plank
of his platform when he went before the
people. The people who elected the sup-
porters of Sir Charles Tupper had elected
men who were naturally disposed to settle
that question as the law of the country in-
dicated. and these hon. gentlemen all were
in the House of Commons, when Sir Charles
Tupper offered his support and the support
of his party to settle that question. Not
a dissenting voice was heard. I say
that the government of the day committed
the greatest fault they could commit, in not
accepting the aid of Sir Charles Tupper and
of his party to settle that question deflnltely.
The question is not settled, and it will not
be settled if justice la not done to the mi-
nority. It la because they are a minority
and have rights that the majority la bound
to give them full protection. I hope that the
people of this Dominion wlll see, not only by
the events which have taken place, but
especially by the answer given to-day by
the hon. Minister of Justice, that no justice
whatever will ever be rendered to them by
the Liberal party. Such ls the public de-
claration, made [n this House to-day, by
a man who Is not, as his title should indi-
cate. a distributor of justice, but who 1s
degrading bis position in playing the mean
game of party interests.

QUEBEC BRIDGE.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.
The Order of the Day being called:

By the Hon. Mr. Landry :
That he will draw the attention of the govern-

mEnt and of this House to the following part
of a speech made, on the 27th January, 1897,
by honourable R. R. Dobell, one of the minis-
ters in the present cabinet, at a meeting of the
Chamber of Commerce of Quebec, published in
" Le Soleil " of the let March, 1897, and reading
as follows:-

(Translation from the French.)
'It le the time for you to act,' said he. • You

have a government which is decidedly favour-
able to yo)u. I do not say that out of political
feeling. ,If you wish to take the initiative in
the way of progress, not only in order to build
a bridge, but also for the accomplishment Of
other great enterprises, let me assure you that
the government will do more than its part to aid
you But, in the case of the bridge, I must tell
you that the governement will object to a com-
pany in name only; it muet have a company

in good faith, a company which will give a gua-
rantee to do it duty. I recently learned at
Ottawa that great efforts were being made to
continue the building of the Intercolonial to
Montreal. Halifax le in favour of this project.
Now if Quebec does not hasten to build Its
bridge, the construction of the Intercolonial to
Montreal will be accomplished, and then utility
of a bridge in front of the city will disappear,
perhaps for ever. For the commerce between
the West and the Provinces will take this new
way.

* Let me tell you that I will not amuse you
with false hopes. When I lett Ottawa to come
down to Quebec, the Hon. Mr. Laurier told me
that I could announce to you :.hat the Federal
Government will give $1,000,000 for the con-
struction of the Quebec bridge. The city of
Quebec will subscribe $500,000; the local gov-
ernment has promised $1,000,000. There, then,
are $2,500,000. The railway companies of Can-
ada will subscribe the balance by taking capital
stock. . . . . As you see, we can build this
bridge as soon as you like, for we have funds
ready.'

And that he will ask:
1. Was it in the name of the government and

as authorized by it that the Hon. R. R. Dobell
put forth the propositions hereinabove enumer-
ated?

2. Was he, at least, speaking in the name of
the Prime Minister, and had the latter really
charged the Hon. R. R. Dobell to annonce what
the Federal Governement would do for the con-
struction of a bridge in the neighbourhood of
Quebec?

3. Is the extension of the Intercolonial from
Lévis to Montreal now an accomplished fact,
since the acquisition of the Drummond County
Rallway and the making of the contract with
the Grand Trunk Company for the use of its
line from Ste. Rosalie to Montreal ?

4. If the extension of the Intercolonial to Mon-
real is an accomplished fact, what does the
governement think of the utility of a bridge
at Quebec in face of this general declaration
of Mr. Dobell:

' If Quebec does not hasten to build its bridge,
the construction of the Intercolonial to Mont-
real will be accomplished, and then the utility
of a bridge in front of the city will disappear,
perhaps for ever. For the commerce between
the West and the Provinces will take this new
way.'

5. Do not the authorities of the Intercolonial
at present make, and will they not always make,
every effort to secure at Montreal the trade of
the West and direct it towards the Maritime
Provinces by way of the Drummond County
Railway?

6. Has not the policy of the government, in
acquiring the Drummond County Railway and
thus extending the Intercolonial to Montreal,
given a fatal blow to the interests of Quebec,
and gravely compromised, in the words of at
least one of the members of the government,
the question of the construction of a bridge in
front of. or in the neighbourhood of Quebec?

7. If the government bas decided ta seriously
aid in the construction of the Quebec Bridge
and to promote the commercial !nterests of that
city, is it at least going to give the necessarY
instructions in order that the Intercolonial
shall not persist In turning away from Quebec
all the trafflc which would pass ovpr the pro-
posed railway if the terminus of that railway
were at Lévis in place of being in the very
heart of the city of Montreal, that mighty ab-
ductor of the trafflo from the West ?
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8. Has the government assured itself as to
the amounts of money which are to be furnished
respectively by-

(a.) The government of the province of Que-
bec ;

(b.) The city of Quebec;
(c.) The Canadian railway, companies which

must ute thia bridge for the passage of their
traffic?

9. Does it know that the expectations of the
Honourable Mr. Dobell have not been realized,
and that the government of the province of
Quebec has not been able to give $1,000,000 ;
that the city of Quebec, by its council, has not
contributed $500,000; and that not a single rail-
way company has yet subscribel a single penny
to aid in the building of the bridge in question?

10. Could not the government, in order to
ensure the building of the bridge. ask from par-
lia-rent an additional grant equal at least to
the amount of the differences between the
amount of the subscriptions annonced by Mr.
Dobell and the real amount subscribed or voted
by the city of Quebec, the government of the
province of Quebec, and the railway companies
inte:'ested ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I do not know if the
hou. minister will find this question is of
public interest.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I told the hon. gentle-
man that I intended the answer which I
gave to be a reply to both questions.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It will not apply to
the Quebec Bridge.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Neither myself nor my
colleagues have recelved any answer to this
question. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will
let it stand for a day or two. It was not
noticed that it was not a part of the other
question.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There are many other
things that the hon. minister has not yet
noticed.

The motion was allowed to stand.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (112) 'An Act respecting the safety
of ships.'--(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

Bill (108) 'An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for the
relief of J. W. Anderson.'-(Hon. Mr. Perley.)

Bill (120) 'An Act to incorporate the Ot-
tawa, Brockville, and St. Lawrence Rail-
way Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (116) 'An Act to incorporate Acadia
Mortgage Corporation.'-(Hon. Mr. Lough-
eed.)

INCOMPLETE RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before the Orders
of the Day are ca led, I want to direct the

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

attention of the hon. ministers to a return
brought down on the 6th June ln reply to
an address of which I gave notice and which
was moved in my absence by the hon. leader
of the opposition. It was for a return of
petitions, memorials and other communica-
tions received by the government since 1885,
in relation to branch railways in Prince
Edward Island I find that some papers
have been brought down, but I notice
that most of them are papers that be-
long to the year 1895, that were brought
down long ago, brought down during the
time of the last parliament, with some
others belonging to the year 1896-7 and
1897, but to my knowledge quite a consider-
able number of petitions, memorials and
other documents that were directed to the
Secretary of State, which I should think
have reached the government, are not in-
cluded in these papers. I heard it stated
at a public meeting in New London, P.E.L.,
that a petition signed by some five hundred
of that locality on the 6th March last had
been read at a public meeting, and sent in
to the hon. Secretary of State. I am told
that ober petitions, one carrying for a
branch railway to Crapaud, another to West-
gate and several other petitions and docu-
ments have been sent to the Secretary of
State's Department within the last two or
three months. It was not to get these old
papers that had long since been brought
down, and with which we were perfectly
familiar, that I made this motion. It was
to get modern documents which relate to
the question as It stands at the present mo-
ment. I hope my hon. friend will look into
the matter.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am quite aware that
a number of petitions have been presented,
because they passed through my hands and
were sent to the Privy Council Whoever
got up that return must have omitted ap-
plying to the Privy Council. I know there
are several of them, because they passed
through my hands. I did not, of course,
examine the return. I do not examine the
returns because there are too many for one
person to look over. I will see that the
papers are brought down. I know that
since the month of March quIte a number
of petitions have been recelved.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That explanation
would apply to comparatively late petitions,
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but I cannot concelve how it can explain
why this petition from New London, which
I know le three years old, and which was
made at the time, should have been omitted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Of course I did not
examine this return. I never look at these
returns except my attention Is called to them.
This return evidently was sent to the Rail-
way Department, because I see they are
addressed to Mr. Blair. None of the peti-
tions referred to by my hon. friend are in-
cluded ln this return. That Is quite evi-
dent.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I cannot quite un-
derstand why this petition from New Lon-
don, of which I spoke, and which I think
was sent to the government nearly three
years ago, having passed through my hon.
friend's department, and passed through the
Privy Council, is not in the Railway Depart-
ment. Is it possible that It never was re-
ferred to the Railway Department ? If the
documents ln this return come from the
Railway Department, and that is all they
have, it la clear that this petition from New
London, signed by some five hundred per-
sons, has not reached the Railway Depart-
ment yet. It la a petition praylng for a
railway from Emerald Station to Stanley
Bridge. I think, the petition was sent ln
as long ago as 1897-certainly as far back
as 1898.

TORONTO HOTEL COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved the third reading
of Bill (114) 'An Act respecting the Toronto
Hotel Company,' as amended.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I have already stated
my objection to this Bill. 1 do not know
what the effect of the action of yesterday,
ln withdrawing one of the amendments re-
ported by the Committee of Banking and
Commerce, may be, and therefore I am not
golng to continue my opposition any further,
only to say that I regret extremely that a
Bill of this sort has to pass this House. I
think the effect will be bad-that the prin-
ciple Is perniclous, and that the precedent
will be dangerous. If when the Bank Act
was passed some twenty years ago we hl
Incorporated this provision, I do not belleve
It would have passed. It ls a mistake to

place the stockholders at this great dis-
advantage. However, I do not suppose there
le any necessity of continuing the opposi-
tion further, only I consider It my duty to
give expression to the warning I have given
so that should the stockholders be affected
lnjuriously by this legislation, the respon-
sibility wIll not rest with those who have
taken the view that I take with respect to
the passage of this Bill.

Hon Mr. MCMILLAN-The object of
bringing this Bill before the Senate of Can-
ada was to enable these monetary Institu-
tions in Toronto to take stock In this hotel.
The title of the Bill le, therefore, misleading.
It reads 'An Act respecting the Toronto
Hotel Company.' The title ought to be
changed so that any party looking Into the
matter could more easily ascertain the real
object of the Bill. It ought to be called
'An Act for the purpose of empowering
certain monetary institutions ln Toronto to
take stock lu a hotel company.' That l
really the object for which the Bill was
brought here. I do not wish to make a
motion to that effect, but I suggest that the
Bill should be so amended by the hon. gen-
tleman who has It In charge ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I agree with the
hon. gentleman from Rideau division: I
do not approve of this Bill. I look upon
It as bad legislation to permit the banks of
this country to become Interested in the
building or running of hotels. My hon.
friend from Glengarry (Mr. McMillan) says
that the title of the Bill, should be changed.
I agree with him. It should be named a
Bill to enable bank directors to Improve their
own property in the clty of Toronto and to
Injure other people who have spent their
own money ln establishIng hotels without
assistance from the banks or anybody out-
'side. Hon. gentlemen think they did
wonders In the Railway Committee when
they provided that the banks must have the
consent of the stockholders before engaging
ln this hotel business That is a step in
the right direction, but what does It amount
to ? The stockholders of these monetary
Institutions are scattered all over the world.
Many of them will not attend, or even send
proxies, and we know that these monetary
Institutions can get anything done that they
want. I have an instance tu mind now,
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the Canada Life Company when it came here
for legislation. I am a policy holder in the
Canada Life. They were to have held a
meeting before exercising the power granted
them in their Act, and I bave never recelv-
ed a notice of such a meeting as the Bill call-
ed for. That should be a warning. We say
to these ibanks you must have the consent of
the majority of the stockholders. I have no
doubt they wIll get that. It is said the
subscription is merely a bagatelle: that any
Institution can subscribe twenty-five hun-
dred dollars. But the Bill does not say
whether they have to consult the stock-
holders annually or not. It looks to me
that any monetary Institution which will
take stock in this hotel, will have a loss of
$2,500 a year, for how long ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Twenty years.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I venture to. say,
in view of what bas taken place in this
country in reference to hotels, they will not
see one cent of return from this investment
ln that time. It looks to me that If you
get the consent of the stockholders once, It
is enough-they can keep on subscribing for
twenty years. I am not going to show any
further opposition to this Bill, but I am op-
posed to It on principle. It Is wrong that
the bankers of this country should com-
bine to improve their own property in a
certain portion of the city of Toronto at the
expense of the stockholders and destroy
other people's property when their capital
is invested in hotels I would not consider
that I was doing my duty If I dld not raise
my voice against the principle of this Bill.
I hope this legislation will not hav'e a bad
effect. We have opened the door ln one
case; when are we going to close it ?
Others will apply for similar legislation and
this will be quoted as a precedent, but I
hope it will not be allowed to be made a
precedent. The only excuse the bankers
have for coming here at all is to get the
privilege of taking stock. Al the rest they
can get at Toronto. The chairman of the
Banking Committee having accepted my
amendment yesterday, I am willing to let
the Bill go. Those who will live longer
than I am likely to live will see the bad
effect of this legislation.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time, and passed.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

COLD 8TORAGE ACCOMMODATION
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (152) ' An' Act to
authorize contracts with certain steamship
companies for cold storage accommodation.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. PERGUSON-I was not In the
House when this Bill was read the second
time and possibly some explanation may
have been made, but I should like to be
informed, before voting for this first clause,
whether the amount proposed to be ex-
pended for this service is the same as was
paid in former years, or whether this Bill
provides for any larger amount.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--My hon. friend will
see that for the seasons of 1900 and 1901 the
amount Is limited ito $28,750. When
this Bill was up for second reading it was.
pretty well discussed and such information
as I could furnish was given. I stated then
that the amount expended last year was
$45,695, as appeared by the Auditor General's
Report. I was asked to give a statement of
the number of vessels that would be em-
ployed under the provisions of this Bill, and
I am advised that they will number five to
Liverpool, five to Glasgow and six to Lon-
don. The six to Londoa belong to the
parties who will recelve this subsidy, the
Allans and Refords. So that practically
It means sixteen vessels. In the years 1897-
8-9-the three years in which cold storage
was in operation and subsidies were grant-
ed-there were altogether seventeen steam-
ers employed. The contracts were made
for three years under the impression that
at the end of that time the companies would
find it so profitable that they would con-
tinue to furnish cold storage, and so they
would had it not happened that the war in
South Africa diverted a very consider-
able number of them, particularly the vessels
belonging to the Elder-Dempster Company,
to the South African trade. I am advised
that the vessels which had been fitted up
with cold storage accommodation, that are
now on the routes between Montreal and
I4lifax and British ports, would still con-
tinue to furnish cold storage accommoda-
tion. The government, however, have no
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control over the rates on the vessels now on
the routes between Montreal and British
ports, Which had entered into contracts ln
1897, as the time has expired. However,
they will control contracts made under
the present Bill, and it is not at all
likely, therefore, that the vessels that
have already gone to the extent of furnish-
ing cold storage will charge any higher
prices than the rate under the government
subsidies. The total number of vessels, as
I am advised at present, not counting the
Elder-Dempster vessels, a considerable num-
ber of which it Is hoped will be put on the
route when relieved from carrying troops
and supplies in connection wlth the South
Africa campaign, under which the govern-
ment will be able to control the contract,
is twenty-three. In addition to that, there
are ten steamers still on the route, but the
government have no control over the rates
of the ten. That would be altogether thirty-
three vessels at present engaged on the
route between Canada and British ports,
hlaving cold storage accommodation. On
twenty-three of them the government have
a voice ln the extra rate charged for cold
storage, limiting it, I think, to somewhere
about twelve to fifteen shillings a ton. I
think that is all the information I could pos-
sibly give, that was asked for at the former
stage of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If I understood my
hon. friend right, the fleet of steamers
equipped with cold storage for the present
season will be quite equal to that of former
years ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I understood my
hon. friend to say that there will be alto-
gether thirty-three steamers equIpped under
contracts with the government of Canada.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, twenty-three under
contract, and ten not under contract, inas-
much as the contracts for those ten had ex-
piréd.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There is no con-
tract with those ten steamers and they may
or may not continue to furnIsh cold storage.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They do furnigh it, but
the government have no control over the
rates.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Has the govern-
ment any power to insist that they shall
furnish It ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, only they are likely
to furnish it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am told that the
Furness Une, after placing cold storage ln
one of their boats removed it, although stilI
under contract with the government. The
cold storage was merged Into the general
space although there was actually a contract
at the time. What we have now furnished
is twenty-three boats under contract with
the government, and as regards the other
ten, they are equipped for cold storage, but
may or may not continue to furnish it. The
government le under no contract as to the
rates they may charge, but there are ar-
rangements as to the twenty-three boats
that my hon. friend has referred to. These
boats are not all from Montreal, I suppose:
some are from other ports.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have understood
from discussions in another place and ln
the press, that the amount to be pald by
the government of Canada for cold storage
this year is largely in excess of former
years.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, It le named In the
Bill, a sum not exceeding $28,750.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Are not the rates
that these steamers are allowed to charge
higher than those ln former years ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am not advised that
they are.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I dId not expect
this question to come up to-day, and have
not looked into it carefully. However,
when It was discussed elsewhere, I waq
strongly of the opinion then that owing to
the fact that the Minister of Agriculture
dld not renew those contracts early last
autumn, or some time before they had
actually expired, havIng left the matter until
now, finds himself entirely In the hands of
the steamship owners, and the minister is
obliged to come under contracte by whichi
he pays larger amounts than formerly and
larger freight rates are charged for the use
of this cold.storage space in the boats. That
le my opinion and I think It 1s right. I think
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my hon. friend will find, whatever may be Charlottetown has been highly satesfactory.
the cause of this over-charge to the gov- 80 far as providing cargoes is concerued.
ernment and to the producers of this coun- Lt has been proved, beyond a doubt, -hat
try,-whether due to the negligence of the cargoes can be furnished on short notice for
Minister of Agriculture or to other causes at least six departures becwe n.ner aria
that the charges for this year are very autumn, and It has given us a be.ter market
much higher for the same service than they for the products of that province and pi ovcd
were in former years. While calling then every way advantageous. In coaecton
attention of the House to this point, I want- wlth this question of cold stoiage, 1 may
ed also to ask my hon. friend what the gov- say aiso the departures we have had bave
ernment are doing in this connection lu not been satisfactory, lu this respoct-
furnishing communication by steam from at least two of them, the steamer Gaspeeia,
the port of Charlottetown to a British port. altheugh ostensibly provided witb cold stor-
We were promised two years ago that we age, was not provlded with anyihiLg that
were to get five departures froin ti? port was entltled to the name, and shlppers who
of Charlottetown. In 1898, three departures had been led to belleve that they were hav-
were made. I remember very well when ing their perishable goods earried by cold
the mayor of Charlottetown and the presi- storage, were realiy deceived ln the matter,
dent of the board of trade, and other gen- and very serlous loss resulted w conse-
tlemen came up here to press the matter up- quence of that. The cold storage facitles
on the ministers, that they were confronted on the Lake Huron wer-, uot up to the assur-
,with the inquiry as to what the trade would ance given ln that respect. However, I
actually be-what freights would be fur- shah eaU my hou. frlend's attention to this
nished, and before the government would subject on the third reading of this Bil.
be prepared to go into the question of sub-, There is a great deal of interest feit on
sidy, or encouraging the placing of s -this question in Prince Edward sland. t
ships on that line, they wanted to have some scarcely eau be couceived by gentlemen that
assurance from those who had the right to d fot live on the island how heavy the
speak with autàoity in Charlottetown, as freiglits are te us to make conection with
to what the trade would likely be. Re- aiy steamer, whether at Halifax or at St.
presentations were made on that point and John. We enceunter a short haul rate lu
made very modestly, and it t e-ned out when Prince Edward Isla-dand another rate on
the steamers came, there was more freiglir the steamer connecting wit the mainlaad.
offered than they were able to carry. Tbree Until very recently they would not give
trips were made and I had the satisfaction a through rate at ail. And then we
of being able to compliment the Secretary encounter a short haul rate on the In-
of State and the government across the tercolonial Rallway, s0 tbat the rate to be
floor of this House last year on the very paid before we get t Halifax and St. John
great surcess that had attended the de- le more than the people of the western part
partures of these steamers from Charlotte- of Ontario have to pay. They can really get
town durlng the season of 1898, and of ex- their preducts carried to these ports at a
pressing the great regret that was felt there cheaper rate of freiglt than webave to pay.
that the full complement of five trips had Lt seems almost Intolerable, considering we
not been furnished. Last year the govern- are s near these ports, that this should be
ment promised that we would get the five the case, but we have been protestlng and
trips, but they dwinlled down to one, and pleadlng for botter rates, and have net got
therethe yet. can assure my hon. frlend that

and a grea ea deal l 0f dlssatlsfacto four or Ive departures from a port In

shippers who had actully provided cargoes frniedwith col d stebers,
for one or two subsequent departures after culabe bit o te eo le of t v
the Lake Huron left Charlottetown. Ampress that upn my on.
great deal of loss was ccasioned by ihe friend. It is early yet In the season, but it
failure to furnish the other departures from i8 fot Bo esetlal that we should get these
that port. The experience we have had departures at this season 0f the year If
ln regard to those ocean steamers from they begin ln September and follow to the-

Hou. Mr. PERGUSON.
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close of navigation, they are what will meet
the requirements of the province, and I
hope my hon. friend will take early action
in the matter and that there will be the re-
quired departures from Charlottetown dur-
ing the present season.

Hon. MIr. SCOTT-Referring to my hon.
friend's remarks, in which he seems to criti-
cize the action of the Minister of Agricul-
ture, charging him rather with an omission
of duty, I think it will be in the memory
of hon. gentlemen that when the proposal
was first made in 1897, it was announced
publiely that the contracts were made only
for three years. It was predicated on the
assumption that, having given a bonus for
that period of three years, the vessels hav-
ing been fitted up, it would be ln their inter-
ests to continue the trade, and therefore the
government, in 1897, did not contemplate
that those subsidies were to continue. It
never was announced as a part of the gov-
ernment policy. I recollect distinctly what
was said when the question came up in
1897. And therefore, it can scarcely be said
that the Minister of Agriculture had omitted
or forgotton to renew the contracts. He had
not intended to renew them. It was not
part of the public policy to do so. The war
in South Africa disturbed matters very
much, because it was the cause of with-
drawing from the Canadian trade a very
large number of vessels. I think ail the
Elder-Dempster vessels are still engaged to
carry supplies to South Africa, and it would
be scarcely fair to hold the hon. Minister of
Agriculture responsible for an event which
lie could not possibly have foreseen. The
destination of the new vessells, as I am ad-
vised, would be six to London, five to Liver-
pool, and five to Glasgod'. There is a con-
tract existing with the Manchester line, and
they carry from Montreal to Manchester.
There are three vessels from Halifax to
London and there in one from Hailfax to
the West Indies. I fnully appreciate ail that
my hon. friend has said in reference to
Prince Edward Island and to the value of
developing the trade. No doubt Prince
Edward Island Is admirably adapted for
the production of two important articles,
cheese and butter, and the exports from that
island stand very high ln point of value. My
hou. friend remembers that when he brought
hp the question in 1898 and 1899, there

40

really was a serlous difficulty in getting a
vessel to call at Charlottetown. The argu-
ment my hon. friend used was, that a full
cargo cou'ld not be obtaIned there. I think
that was shown to be without foundation.
But we were obliged to give $1,000 extra to
the vessels that called at Charlottetown. I
do not know whether it continued last year,
or whether It was llmited to 1898. I shall
certainly call the attention of the hon. Min-
Ister of Agriculture to my hon. friend's ob-
servation, and I sincerely hope there will
be a proper supply of vessels for any cargo
that may be at Oharlottetown. I can quite
recognize the handicapping it is to have the
cargoes sent to Halifax. It must be a con-
siderable charge, and must depreciate the
goods, because there Is no cold storage be-
tween those points, because taking such
perishable products a& cheese and butter
out of the cold storage and having them ex-
posed to the atmosphere for a time, would
very serlously affect their qualMty, and I
shall be glad indeed if the hon. gentleman
would make arrangements to meet the wlshes
of his friends.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I sup-
pose the hon. Secretary of State could as-
certain before the third reading of the Bill
whether the charges, as Intimated by my
hon. friend on my right, are to be higher
under the present subsidized steamers than
under the former. That is information which
It would be well for those more particularly
interested in the trade to know. There is
another remark which fell from the hon.
gentleman which was rather surprising te
those who have watched events as thej are
passing, and who have paid any attention
to the boasting of the Minister of Agricul-
ture and many others on behalf of the gov-
ernment of what they were doing in the way
of cold storage ln order to assist the pro-
ducers to place perishable articles on the
market in such a state as to command the
higher prices. The hon. gentleman has told
ns that the contracts formerly made would
expire at the end of three years, and that It
was not the pollcy of the government to
continue those contracts. That justifies the
charges whieh have been made over and
over again against the government of ne-
glecting to do that which was most ln the
interests of this country, and if the state-
ments which have been made in the publie
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press, and by persons who have denied
1hem, that nearly three quarters of a mil-
lion has been lost to this country from the
time that the subsidies that were paid to the
steamers that were obliged to procure cold
storage, and the time at which they were
renewed would be fully verified by the state-
ment made by the hon. gentleman. The
hon. Minister of Agriculture himself con-
fessed. in the debates of the other
House. that he neglected to attend to
his duty, and that the result had
been that this great loss has accrued
to the farming community, and to the
dairy interest especially. The excuse made
on bis behalf is that it was not the policy
of the government to continue this cold
storage and consequently was not personally
responsible for that neglect. It is well that
the statement has been made, and in future
we may not expect to hear from ministers
such boastings as have taken place in differ-
ent parts of the province, of what they had
done in the agricultural and dairying Inter-
ests in this particular. If I understand the
position of the government at the present
time, it is that the contracts which were
entered into with steamers for procuring
cold storage expired, that they were not
renewed, that those steamers which were
subsidized, and which had furnished the
cold storage, are not now to recelve any
subsidy under this Act, for the reason, I
suppose, that they have been, In the opinion
of the government, amply repaid for ex-
penses which they occurred In placing cold
storage in their vessels, but that they have
now subsidized some twenty-three additional
ones. That would be twenty-three addi-
tional to the ten which were formerly sub-
sidized, and which are supposed to have
the present cold storage. That Is what I
understood the hon. gentleman to say, that
ten were formerly subsidized, which had
furnished the necessary requirements for
carrying goods In their vessels In cold
storage, that the contracts having ceased
they were not lenewed.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-4More than ten.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Ten not renewed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWDLL-I am
dealing with what the hon. gentleman says,
and that is, that these ten are not to be re-
subsidized, but are supposed to be charging
what they please for carrying perishable

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

gouds, wihili is quite correct, because if the
goverunient give them nothing, they have no
riglit to control the rates. Buit, with twenty-
three additional steamers, which the hon.
Secretary of State says have been subsidized,
it is their duty to regulate the rates wihich
are to be cliarged for carrying goods.

lon. 3%r. SCOTT-That is quite correct.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Will
the lion. gentleman inform us, before the
third reading, what the rates are, whether
they are higher than were charged on the
steamers subsidized in 1897, or about the
sanie?

lon. Mr. SCOTT-I think they are the
saie. I will get more positive information.
I was told by Prof. Robertson that the ex-
tra charge per ton for cold storage was
tifteen shilings. That is the addition
to the regular freight rates, which we do
not control. We simply control the charge
for the cold storage, and I am advised by
Prof. Robertson that we are still largely
below the rate charged froni New York.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
the hon. gentleman say that the rate is to be
fifteen shillings per ton in excess of the
regular rate, or fifteen shillings per iton in
excess of what was charged by the com-
panies formerly subsidized ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, It is fifteen shill-
ings per ton over and above the ordinary
freight rate. I will verify my statement as
to that. It may be a few shillings more
or less than that this year, but that is what
they have been paying.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Is the charge for
cold storage space under this new contract
greater than the charge under the three
years contract which has expired ?

Hon Mr. SCOTT-I will th t

question on the third reading.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am surprised to
hear, on the authority of Prof. Robertson,
that the charges are less than from New
York, because It Is a matter of constant
complaint among Canadian shippers that we
pay very much higher rates from Canadian
ports than are charged from United States
ports. I know that In Nova Scotia the
fruit-growers last year found they could
actually send apples by the trains and the
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boats to Boston, and ship them from Boston
at a cheaper rate than they could ship them
from Halifax, although the Furniss line are
largely subsidized.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I said from New York.
I did not mention Boston.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I mentioned
Boston because it was the port through
which these shipments were made, but the
general impression among shippers is that
the charges from New York are very much
less than from Canadian ports.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

A SUPPLY BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.
A message was received from the House

of Gommons with Bill (179) 'An Act for
granting to Her Majesty certain sums of
money required for defraying certain ex-
penses of the public service for the financial
year ending June 30, 1900.'

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
Ing of the Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not think there will be any objection to the
motion. This Is the third Supply Bill we
have had this session.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thought His Excel-
lency would sanction the last two Bills at
the same time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
well that the House should know what is
in the measure before the second reading
takes place. I will not say that this Bill
Is an extravagance. In the Department of
Agriculture they want an additional $36,000,
for the Paris exposition. Can the hon.
rinister give us any information as to the
probable cost in connection with that ex-
Position ? It seems to me, from what I can
learn from the debates on the estimates
which have aiready been placed before us,
that it will amount to from half to three
quarters of a million: whether we are going
to receive a benefit commensurate with that
amount of money can only be ascertained in
the future. Then there are other items here,
Printing for Patent Record, $4,500 ; superin-
tendents experimental farms, $8,000; drain-

401

age at Agassiz, $4,000. I suppose that is
the Experimental Farm in British Columbia.
Then there is the purchase of books and
publications for patent library, etc, $673.
What books are these which are necessary
to be purchased in connection with the
patent library ? I supposed there was suffi-
cient information ln connection with a de-
partment that has been In operation for so
many years without additional works. Then
there is the fumigation of stations or nur-
sery stocks, $1,600. That is a good expendi-
ture. Then, under the head of quarautine
there is an item for tuberculosis. Immigra-
tion, $75,000 in addition to what we have
already expended. Militia and Defence,
$125,000. That is for the annual drill. Fur-
ther amount required for the June
camps. Can the hon. gentleman tell us the
amount that will be required for the
camps during the present year for militia
purposes ? Repairs to sheds, $500. Central
Experimental Farm, Ottawa, balance due
contractors for construction of laboratory,
etc., a total of $4,600. Then there Is $6,000
to be paid for the commission in reference to
the half-breed claims, in other words Mr.
Côté and Mr. Dionne, civil servants, are
paid regular salaries and are to be paid
another $3,000 in connection with the inves-
tigation of the half-breed laims. I suppose
their salaries, as civil servants of this de-
partment, were continued and paid during
this time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-With regard to the
Patent Record, the expense Incurred in the
publication of that, of course, was charged
against the expenditure of the department,
but the revenue received from the publica-
tion of that Record is handed over as a
portion of the public revenue, and I under-
stand the revenue will far more than pay
the expense associated with it; so that in
reality it is a question of book-keeping. If
they were allowed to retain the money de-
rived from the publication of the Record
there would be really a surplus. But it is
pald Into the public revenue, and the
charges made is for the actual cost of pub-
lication.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
this is for the purchase of books.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am speaking of the
Patent Record, the Item before that.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not find fault with that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am making this state-
ment to show that it is not really an addi-
tion to the public expenditure, but as the
Record increases in bulk and the amount of
engraving connected with it increases, of
course it will increase the cost from year
to year, or will diminish it With regard
to the purchase of books, I understand that
Mr. Kaye is a permanent official connected
with the patent office, that the books re-
quired have really been purchased by him-
self, and they have been in use there for
some time, and so it was only fair to him
to take over the books relating necessarily
to carrylng on the office of the department
and to pay him for them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
they placed in the library
come the property of the

BOWELL-Are
archives and be-
government ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then there Is the
Paris exposition.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, and the militia
charges. I understand that the charges of
the campaigns for this year will be some-
where in the neighbourhood of $50,000. The
leader of the opposition speaks of our ex-
penses in connection with the Paris Exposi-
tion as being between half and three
quarters of a million. I do not think the
cost will be one-half of the smallest sum
he has mentioned. I need not discuss that
now, but my hon. friend will have an op-
portunity of fully considering It when the
main estimates are before us. With regard
to Immigration, I feel that there is no ex-
penditure made by the government that is
more defensible than the expenditure on im-
migration.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We spent millions of
money in the building of rallways through
the Great Loue Country in the west. We
did that for the purchase of furnishing
facilities for those who would enter that
country for the purpose of taking up land
and making the country their home and be-
coming Canadians. That can only be a
proper expenditure upon the condition that

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

the country will be settled Up and that the
railways will be utilized for traffic and
travel, and that they will assist in develop-
ing that country. We have a great many
people who come to this country at the
present time who are not wealthy, some of
whom we are obliged to assist. but they have
become good settlers. They are being
gradually Incorporated into the population
of the country. We are not establishing
additional and distinct communities to those
that already exist within our borders, but
we are introducing into the country people
who are becoming merged into the existing
population. I remember last year, when I
was up at Yorkville, among Doukhobors and
Galicians, who had been in the country for
only a short time, most of them for a less
period than a year, and there were children
ten and twelve years old to whom one could
speak in English, who understood a little
English and were .capable of answering in
the language of the country. Of course
their English was not always excellent, but
they were rapidly learning, and I said to
myself at the time 'those boys and girls,
by the time they grow up to be men and
women, will know nothing of the country
from which they came and will be as com-
pletely Canadians as those born in this coun-
try.' We have an area of three million
square miles of territory, the greater por-
tion of which may be occupied either as
mining territory or for agricultural purposes,
and it is of the greatest importance, in my
opinion, to secure the settlement of that
country. We make our country defensible
by the settlement of those unoccupied lands
and by the cultivation of the spirit of
patriotism whIch is abroad in the country.
We are doing the best to make lt a perman-
ent portion of the great empire of which we
are a part, and so far as I am concerned, I
rejoice to see people coming from the Bri-
tish islands, from the neighbourIng republic
from the continent of Europe, all actuated
and animated by the same spirit, to cast
ln their lot with those who are already In
the country and to contribute towards the
increase of Its wealth, Its commerce, and
its influence. So that If my hon. friend
will look at the large number of people who
have come here, and the growth of our com-
merce whieh is an Indication of the fact of
their being here-because they are contr-
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buting to swell the amount of products,-
he will see that there is no money appro-
priated for any purpose that will yield a
more satisfactory return than that which
has been expended on Immigration.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I also earnestly hope
that the Minister of Justice's anticipations
with respect to the absorption of foreign
in:rmigation into the great body of the people
may be fully realised. I very much doubt
it myself. It has not been the experience
of the United States. We know that the
labour troubles and other disonxlers that
have occurred in that country have almost
invariably been traced to the foreign ele-
ients there-the Hungarians, Poles and
others who have come out, in some instances
largely induced to do so by the employers of
labour, and who certainly had not amalgam-
ated to any extent with the native popula-
tion of the country, and are confessedly,
by the people of the United States them-
selves. found to be in many parts of their
country a very turbulent element of the po-
pulation. I quite agree that money could
not be better spent than inducing people to
come out to this country and settle upon
the extensive and splendid lands of Mani-
toba and the North-west, but I should very
much prefer to see that immigration more
largely composed of people from the British
Islands than from the continent. As to
making the country more defensible, I do
not know that we can get much from the
Doukhobors, beause they never take up
arme.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There are two means
of defence. There is production as well as
fighting.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I hope, for the future
at all events, we shall see a much larger
proportion of our own English speaking peo-
ple coming out and settling in the North-
West than has been the case within the last
year or two, and fewer froni these foreigu
elenents on the continent.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I am very much pleas-
ed to hear what fell from the hon. Minister
Of Justice, because I know, from what he
lias said, there will be nothIng done to In-
Crease the tax on Japanese and Chinese.
They are honest, sober people. They have
not settled In this country, because they
have not been able to bring their wives with

them. We tax their wives and they cannot
afford to bring them, and as our women
will Rot marry them, eventualy they go
back to their own country. They are hon-
est. They do not drink, and they have every
element to make them good labourers.
Therefore, instead of increasing the tax I
should prefer to see it removed entirely.
and let Chinese be admitted in the same
way as Doukhobors and Galicians. We
pay large sums to encourage the immigra-
tion of people who are not nearly as useful
labouring men as the Chinese. I do not
know that the Chinese have learned to drink,
but they will likely do so after they acquire
the virtues of Anglo-Saxons. The Chinese
take opium. When they do they sleep and
do not paint the town red as Anglo-Saxons
do. I am very much pleased to hear what
the Minister of Justice has said, and I am
sure the hon. gentleian from Sarnia will
join me in congratulating him on his
speech.

Hon. LMr. LOUGHEED-I cannot take the
view the Minister of Justice does as to the
assimilation of the foreign elements in the
North-west. My hon. friend is willing to
postpone that happy consummation of af-
fairs, apparently, until the second genera-
tion grows up and the children become qua-
lified to adapt themselves to the condition
of that country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not say that.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My observation
has been, with most of those foreign ele-
ments, that it is utterly Impossible to have
them apply themselves to the development
of the country the same as the Anglo-Sax-
on and French speaking races who settle
there. It has always appeared to me that
the action of the Department of Immigra-
tion, whether under this government or un-
der the late government, has been impelled
by anything but an Intelligent force. It has
always seemed to me, and I speak now after
a close observation of the action of the De-
partment of the Interlor, or Department of
Agriculture when immigration belonged to
that department, that the transportatIon
companies, particularly the steamship com-
panies, were the force behind the immigra-
tion policy of the Dominion government.
Almost every year one will observe in the
public press that the agents of the tran-
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sportation companies have met in the city of
Montreal, or elsewhere, and decided practi-
cally on a policy of immigration tg this
country. Hon. gentlemen who have ac-
quainted themselives with this very large
question cannot fail to be aware of this
fact. Now, what is the object of these
transportation companies-those interesting
themselves In so large a subject ? Not that
this country may be settled by an intelligent
class of people from foreign countries, but
rather, that they may be able to participate
In the profits which must necessarily ensue
from the transportation of large bodies of
settlers from the most distant points. We
know that the most distant points where im-
migration can be secured will result in the
largest compensation to the companies to
which I have alluded. It is very seldom that
you find railway companies in the Domin-
ion interesting themselves in this great
question. Why ? Because it does not mean
the sanie large source of revenue to themi
that it does to the steamship companies.
What is the result ? The best class of
settlers this country could secure are natur-
ally omitted from the programme of the
government. I say it advisedly, there are
several millions of Canadians to-day in the
United States, who could be induced to be-
come settlers in the Dominion of Canada If
the same expenditure for transportation and
expenses were made.

Hon. Mr. MeSWEENEY-Why did the
Canadians leave Canada ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Because they
thought they could better themselves in the
United States, but they found their mistake.
The reason they are not repatriated is that
no adequate effort bas been put forward
commensurate with the task to induce
them to return to the Dominion. The
very best settlers who are going into
the North-west Territories are Canadians
who settled a generation or so ago
on the other side of the International
boundary. The men who are possessed
of the best experience-the settlers who
have the most capital to invest in the North-
west to-day among the various classes of
settiers coming In. come froni tie United
States. I regret very mucli to see that there
Is not the saine expenditure of effort and
capital made to secure those people as we
find expended in securing foreigners from

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

Europe. I am not captions in finding fault
with the course that is pursued by the gov-
ernment la bringing in foreign settlers, but
I point out a fact, which bas obtruded it-
self on' the attention of people in the North-
west, that the steamship companies have
been for some years past at the bottom of
the immigration policy, not only of this gov-
ernment, but of the last government, and
they did not care what class of immigrants
they got, or where they settled, whether in
Canada or the western states. I therefore
simply suggest to my hon. friend opposite
that this is a matter worthy of consideration.
It cannot be inipressed too strongly on the
government that the attention of the gov-
ernment of Canada cannot be too strongly
valled to the necessity of expending more
effort amongst those in the United States
who are auxious to settle in Canada, and
who, I may state, could be secured by thou-
sands if attention were directed to the ad-
vantages of this country. and any induce-
ments of settlement presented to them.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I have no doubt tDe
hon. gentleman from Calgary will be glad
to hear that Preston, who has been on the
other side of the great fish pond to secure
emigrants from Europe, will likely be on
the other side of the border, when the elec-
tion investigation comes on, and will pro-
bably be able to get some of those desirable
immigrants.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-It is unfortunate that
we have not had this Bill distributed before
this discussion. I am very much obliged to
the leader of the opposition for mentioning
the items which the leader of the House
failed to give us wien lie introduced the Bill.
In reference to the question of immigration,
It appears to me that the interests of Canada
will be served better by the public men
of the Dominion paying more attention to
the reputation and character of our immi-
grants than to. the number they bring into
the country. I do not think that it would be
in the best interests of Canada that we
should fiood our country with an undesirable
class of immigrants. The hon. leader of the
House referred to the charming and inter-
esting Doukhobor girls and boys lie met in
the North-west. I take it that their knowl-
edge of English lias been brought about by
these people being mixed up with the Eng-
lish speaking classes ; but if you bring large
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colonies of Doukhobors, Galicians, or other
forelgn speaking people into the country,
and place them in colonies by themselves,
they will keep up their own language and
become a source of weakness to Canada in-
stead of a benefit. However, that is not
the question I rose to speak of. It is the
$30,000 that is asked for the Paris Exposi-
tion. I think the House is entitled to a little
explanation in reference to that subject.
We know that the head of our department
in the exposition is controlled by the Min-
ister of Public Works, a gentleman occupy-
ing a position, which one would, suppose
would have denianded lis full attention and
effort to manage it thoroughly, and represent
in parliament. I heard that my hon. friend
from New Brunswick was to be appointed
to that position some months ago, and I am
sure he would have filled the position in a
satisfactory manner. The Minister of Pub-
lic Works should have been retained in his
position here, and be In his place in parlia-
ment to answer for his department. I àm
sure if my hon. friend from New Brunswick
occupied that position to-day, he would give
greater satisfaction and inspire greater con-
fidence in the people of Canada than the
present representative. Wbat do we see in
the press ? That the present commissioner
in Paris-I do not know what he insisted
upon for Canada, whether it was to be re-
cognized as a separate nation or not-but
he threatened to lock up the Cana-
dian section of the Paris Exposition
unless his department was placed in
a different position from that of other
portions of the British empire. He
brouglit the president of the French Repub-
lie to his knees and made him apologize. He
did not exactly succeed in carrying out his
policy with regard to the opening of the
doors on Sunday : the pressure was too
strong from Canada for that. The Paris
Exposition is likely to prove expensive :
$50,000 was granted a little while ago ; $30,-
000 is granted now, and we should know
something more about what -'Mr. Tarte Is
going to do, and what the money is required
for, and how much more money will be
required and If it ls really bis Intention to
Close up the exhibition until he can have his
views prevail in every instance.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I suppose this Bill
applies more to Manitoba and the North-
west Territorles than to any other part of

Canada. There has been a disposItIon on
the part of some people In the North-west
Territories to ask for moneyed men to come
to the country. If the immigration were
of that character we would not have enough
labourers. So far as my observation goes,
In East Assinibola, and I have endeavoured
to look over the situation favourably, I find
that a good labouring man Is about as good
a settler as you can bring to the country.
In harvest tlme, if It were not for the efforts
generously made by the Canadian Pacifie
Railway In bringing people from Ontario
into the country for a small fare, we could
not possibly run our farms, and a great
deal of the crops would be lost. I have
seen a good many of the Doukhobors In my
district. I do not hesitate to say that al-
though they do not speak our language, they
are nevertheless good workers. I have not
had any of them on my farm, but one of
them worked on a farm near mine last sum-
mer, and he was the best man employed
on that farm. The Galicians are a class by
themselves. They have good horses and
stock and are doing well. If we en-
courage a good labouring class of people
to come to this country, we are getting about
as good Immigrants as we can secure. A
man might have a pocketful of money, but
if he could not hold a plough or feed stock,
he would net amount to much in the North-
west. We cannot expect all our people back
from the United States, because those who
emigrated there in years pest were young
men full of enterprise, and they occupy posi-
tions which were not available at the time
in Canada. They have made money and
ïhave acquired good positions In the United
States, and I do not believe you could get
one of them back again. A few years ago,
a gentleman in my town was appointed,
partially through my efforts, te go down
to Minnesota to secure quite a number of
'French settlers who had gone there from
Quebec. He brought some fifteen or twentY
back with him, and I think they have a1l
gone back to the United States again. They
did not prove to be half as good setlers as
people coming froin Europe. Take an
Englishman or Scotchman who comes to the
North-west; he Is not as good a settler as a
Canadian, because he does not understand
the work as well. There is quite a large col-
ony of Germans In my district, and they are
the best settlers we have there now. They
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were very poor when they came, but they that country has there been so large a nun-
-have, by industry and frugality, got on very ber of Immigrants and of sucb a desirable
·well, and they supply a good class of labour class as during the last two years. The
-that we could not possibly do without to- hon. gentleman from Calgary refers to the
day. I am in favour of the government number of Canadians residing ln the United
bringing In worklng classes. No doubt there States and the desiiaNlity of repatriating
,will be a certain number of inferior charac- them. Last year about the largest number
ters amongst them. We find it with our of immigrants we have had coming into
own people, but on the whole, so far as I am Manitoba and the North-west came from the
concerned, I think a good class of working United States through the efforts of the
men, whether they speak English or not, agents appointed by the Immigration De-
would be desirable. I would say further, partment. As a member of the late gov-
that if there were some attention paid to ernment of Manitoba, lnterested ln the mat-
securing servant girls it would be a great ter, I know what has been donc by the de-
advantage to that country. We find It very partment ln that regard. The best Immi-
difficult in the North-west to get help of grants we get are from the United States.
that kind4 and it is a great want ln the A large number of them are Oanadians who
North-west to-day. Girls would get plenty are returning to Canada. I noticed oniy
of work, good pay and husbands. I want two weeks ago, while Up west, a number
to call the attention of the government to of those people coming over Into our coun-
this fact : they are spending large sums of try to become prairie farmers. I uoticed
money to bring immigrants into the coun- at one place, which until recently was con-
try. Along the lines of rallway the lands sidered unfit for seulement, where an immi-
are occupied, or in the possession of the grant from the United States had taken up
railway companies, and consequently are two sections, and had ten teams at work
not available for poor people to settle on, breaking up the land. A large portion of the
and those people have to go to more re- vacant lands south and west of Winnipeg
rnote districts. They must have roads and la being oecupied by settiers from the United
bridges built to give them facilities to get States. Some reflection bas been thrown on
to the railway stations. We have now a the Doukhobors and Galicians. I have
good school system in that country that re- simply to repeat what has been stated by the
quires a good deal of money to maintain. hon. gentleman from Wolseley when he com-
The point I want to make in this connection mends the government for the class of peo-
Is that the government should furnish Our pe they have brought luto the country,
North-west government with ample funds Those who disparage the Galicians and
to educate those people and place them on Doukhobors do not know what they are
an equality with other settlers, by furnish- talking about. They caunot know those
ing them with roads. A man who is living people, I can corroborate what has been said
far from a railway Is at a great disadvan- by the Minister of Justice, when he speaks
tage in the Nortih-west and requires a better of the ebldren be met at Yorkton? Douk-
-road than the man living near by. A mat- hobors who have ouly been lu the country
ter of equal Importance to bringing settlers three or four months speak fair Engllsh.
Into the country Is this question of roads. Those people want to get away from the
I hope when the estimates come in next old world and become citizens of Canada.
year, whatever government Is ln power, they That la particularly so in the case o! the
will have an appropriation made for this Galiclans. I have conversed wlth many

purplse.of them who bad been only a few monthspurpose.
iu the counltry, and they spoke good

Hon. Mr. WATSON-In the matter of im- Englisl. We ln Manitoba have no ob-
migration I heartily agree with the hon, jection to the class of immigrants be-
gentleman from Wolseley. I think he bas îug brought luto the country. They
taken the right view of the matter. The are poor, but they are abic to take
government of the day deserves ail credit care of themacîves. and there Is no class
from the people of Canada for the class of of people who eau assimilate themselves
immigrants they are bringing into the to the conditions whlch prevail lu our
North-west. At no time ln the history of province as quickly as the Galicians. They

Hon. Mr. PooRLEY.
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are all industrious. The women work as
well as the men. All you have to do to
settle a Galician in that country is to put
him on land with a sack or two of
corn meal or flour. He sets up poles
and builds a mud house, and the Ga-
lician himself works out to earn money
and procure supplies that could not other-
wise be had. Last year's harvest could not
have been saved had it not been for the
Doukhobors and Galicians, notwithstanding
the fact that some 10,000 people from
Ontario were brought up to help us. These
immigrants have been settled by the govern-
ment in separate sections of Manitoba-that
is the Galicians, because the Doukhobors
are all in the North-west Territories, though
some come down to work in Manitoba. But
the Galicians have been settled in a por-
tion of the province of Manitoba that would
not have been occupied or taken up by peo-
ple from the United States or by Canadians.
It is a rough country, but I have no hesita-
tion in saying that these people will make
prosperous farmers, and In a very few years
will be not only independent but wealthy,
because they are ail workers and they are
great people to take care of stock. About
the first thing a Galician does when he
earns a little money is to buy a cow. They
take such care of their cattle as people here
would take care of thoroughbred horses.
They groom them and keep them in good
shape. I have no doubt that Targe sections
which would not be settled for many years
by people from the United States or Canada
Will be settled by those people, and will be
converted into prosperous settlements. I
cannot understand how any person coming
from the west, who has any knowledge of
the immigration work that has been going
on for the hast fifteen years, can criticise
the government for the way they are hand-
ling that department to-day. In iro year ln
the history of the country has the immi-
gration work been conducted so well as dur-
ing the last two or three years. Every-
thing has been favourable towards them.
It was probably just the right time to make
an extra effort to induce people to come to
this country, and I desire to say here now
that this class of people who have been
talked about, the Doukhobors and Galicians,
have not cost as much per capita to bring
them into this country as the ordinary immi-
grant from the United Kingdom. Take the

Doukhobors; the amount of money paid to
the steamship company was given directly
to the Doukhobors. It was not paid to the
steamship company, and that was set aside
to assist the people after they came to the
country. That has worked well. I would
also say that other desirable settlers we
have in Manitoba, that is being assisted by
this present government and was assisted
by the Manitoba government are the Ice-
landers. I might say, in connection ,with
that work, in one year the Manitoba gov-
ernment saw fit to make an advance of
$7,000, to bring some Icelanders to this
country. To the credit of those people,
every dollar, within a few hundred dollars,
of that seven thousand dollars bas been re-
paid. They are a desirable class of people,
and too much attention cannot be paid to
the settlement of our Canadian North-west
with such settlers. Some people suy we
had better have a good class than num-
bers. I do not think any fault can be
found with the class coming there and the
numbers are not too great. In fact, we
have room for millions. The efforts that
have been made of late will be fully appre-
ciated by the people of the North-west, and
that must be satisfactory to the people in the
east, because it appears to me the future
of Canada depends to a great extent on the
settlement of the North-west. The people of
Canada have undertaken great burdens for
the purpose of opening up and developing
that country by building railways, and as
has been said by the Minister of Justice,
the only way they can be repaid is to have
that country settled at an early date.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am not suffi-
ciently acquainted with the success of the
importation of the foreign elements of po-
pulation into the North-west Territories
within the last two or three years to give
opinions of my own upon the subject. I
understood the hon. gentleman from Mani-
toba (Hon. Mr. Watson) to say that they
are the best class of immigrants that have
been brought into that country for a long
time, and that the introduction of them had
been a success, and that they had repald
the amount advanced in connection with
them--

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I referred to the
amounts advanced by the local government
to assist Icelanders. I was giving an illus-
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tration of what might be derived from
assisting good people, and I did not say that
the Galicians and Doukhobors were the best
elasses. I said the leople who came to Mani-
toba were the best classes on the whole.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I understood the
hon. gentleman's remarks were compliment-
ary to the Doukhobors, the Galicians and
the immigrants generally brought into the
North-west within the past two years.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I inust say that
my hon. friend's testimony is quite different
from what we see in the press, and what
we hear from the representatives of the
North-west generally. My hon. friend from
Wolseley, certainly says that some of those
with whom lie lias come in contact work
well on the farms on whieh they are em-
ployed, but the testimony as to their moral
character and their adaptability for facing
the conditions which exist in the North-
west is not at all in accordance with what
my hon. friend lias stated. As showing that
this movement lias not been so very suc-
cessful, and that the foothold that lias teen
obtained in that country for these people is
not so great as my hon. friend represented
it to be. I may mention the fact that the gov-
ernment of this country bas had to invoke
the Alien Labour laws to prevent these peo-
ple going away. I have been a little amused
at the discussions ,which have been engaged
lu for the last hour or more over this littie
Supply Bill which is before us. When we re-
member that this is the last item in the sup-
plies for the year ending the 30th June of
the present year, and when we remember
that the parliament of Canada lias voted over
sixty millions already without making many
very weary faces over It, I imagine that we
can let the tail go with the hide and pass
this $271.000 without very close discussion,
particularly when we have the assurance
of the lion. Minister of Public Works that
this is a sinall thing compared with what
is coming. 'Wait till you see us next year' is
the assurance of the hon. minister, and there-
fore I do not think It Is necessary to discuss
this little Supply Bill, which I suppose Is the
last of the supplementary estimates for the
current year. I want to refer to one item in
this Bill. and my object is not to criticise
the amount at all, or to find fault with the

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

way which the money lias been applied. lt
lias already been expended or pre-empted ln
some way, and it is not at all my object to
find fault with the way in which this par-
tieular suimî of mîoney may have been ap-
plied. The item in question is the $5.000
for tuberculosis in connection with quar-
antine. and I think it is time that this ques-
tion received more consideration than has
been given to it. I refer to tuberculosis in
live stock in Canada. The veterinary and
medical professions in Canada are, to my
mind, pushing the government and corpora-
tions of cities 'into extreme (positions
on the tuberculosis question, and a
great deal of trouble is arising over this
scare. It is largely a scare which is being
-raised in the country over bovine tubercu-
losis. It has gone so far ln some of the
maritime provinces that the people are
afraid to consume cows' milk, one of the
best of all human ,foods. The professions
and men officially promoting the interests
of agriculture are pressing this imagin-
ary danger of human infection from the
milk of the cow entirely beyond the point to
çwhich it should be carried. I am quite con-
fident that there is too much being made of
.it, and that that danger is not at all so
great as is being represented-in fact, that
it is not very great at all. One would think
to hear some of our nedical men talk, that
nearly all the tuberculosis to-day in the
human family cones from the milk of the
cow. Down in our provinces we have only
to run around and look at the Micmac In-
dians who have not enjoyed that food be-
cause they have not been able to keep cows,
and their children have not been able to
drink the milk of the cow, and we find they
are dying out of consumption, while the
white population, who exist largely on
milk as compared with the Indians, are
comparatively exempt from tuberculosis.
I raise this point because it is being
pressed in 'an extreme degree, and I do not
know that we have any distinct medical
data to trace tuberculosis to the milk of the
cow, and on that ground I think It would be
iwell to call a halt and to be careful what
we are doing on this subject. Very much
more harm will be done by alarming people
and depriving them of that excellent food
for their children and themselves, than is
likely to be done by tuberculosis caused by
the consumption of milk.
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The motion was agreed to and the BIll
was read the second time.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the House
adjourns. I should like to know from the
hon. ministers whether there is any pros-
pect of getting that return which I asked for
in relation of the Manitoba school question.
The hon. Secretary of State saw it one day
on the table of the council room, and since
that time we have never heard of it. If
he could hunt it up and bring It down we
would be very thankful.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I had it ready to bring
down, and was advised that the address was
sent to a gentleman, and subsequently a
letter was sent to a party who inclosed the
address to say that it was confidential. Whe-
ther it will be so regarded, I cannot say.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the hon. Sec-
retary of State would be to blame because
he gave to the public something which was
confidential.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I just stated the fact.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Can the hon. gentle-
man state another fact ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know. It de-
pends what it Is ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I want to know If
ail those petitions that have been sent,
either to the Governor General In Council, to
the Senate or the House of Commons,
against the Gaspé Short Line Railway have
been brought down before this House ac-
cording to an address voted by this House
some time ago.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know that
there was an address voted by this House.
I think the hon. gentleman put a question
to me.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the hon. gentleman
does not know it I do, and therefore, I have
the advantage of him. If he does not know,
he might take the advice of those who do
know. I know that an address was voted
and I know I put the question more than
once to the hon. Secretary of State, and
that the hon. gentleman on every occasion
said that it was the first time he heard of

It, and I know that nothing yet bas been
done. And another thing I know is that
we want that for to-morrow, and if we do
not obtain it for to-morrow, the hon. min-
Ister will take the consequences.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Perhaps those papers
were burnt or destroyed by spontaneous
combustion, as the ballots lin one of the
Ontario elections were.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
government wVl 'understand the importance
of having those documents before the com-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly.

Hon. Sir MACK'ENZIE BOWELL-There
Is a great deal of importance attached to
the proposition which is made to buy out
one line and to leave another, and I know
that I have a volume which has been sent
to me from that section of the country pro
and con, and any official documents that are
in possession of the government pertaining
to the Baie des Chaleurs RaiLways are of
such Importance that they should be laid
before the Senate before a final decision is
arrived at.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Railway Depart-
men was notified of this matter some time
ago and we expected the return wou:d have
been submitted to the House long before
this. I understand there is a Bill coming
before the committee to-morrow in con-
sidering which it is important to have this
correspondence before the committee. I shall
draw the attention of the Minister of Rail-
ways to the matter, and if it is possible
to meet the wishes of hon. gentlemen we
will do It.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I re-
gret that this is not the first time we have
had to complain of the discourtesy of the
Railway Department. I know that the peti-
tions referred to are of a somewhat volu-
minous character, and It Is Impossible to
understand the petitions when we meet la
committee to discuss the provisions of
a Bill of that character and ascertain
what the views of the people affected
by the raliway are. The Railway De-
partment bas not only studiously set the
orders of this branch of the legislature
at defiance, but has treated them with
contempt, and the sooner we rAsent that
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the better. I do not know any better
way in which that could be done than to
stop legislation until they give us the In-
formation which is necessary In order to
deal with the question intelligently. I do
not throw out that suggestion as a threat,
but I see no other way of meeting the case
we are now considering. We are entitled
to this information. We are one of the
legislative branches of the country. We
have to deal with these questions, and are
responsible for what we do, and we should
be in possession of such information as will
enable us to deal intelligently with them.
I do not blame my hon. friends opposite.
I ani satisfied that they have acted in com-
pliance with the requirements of the Senate
by notifying the departments that certain
returus are ordered, but these departments
pay no attention. The hon. ministers had
better inform them that unless the Sen-
ate get this information they will have
difficulty in having the legislation passed.
I am prepared to assume that responsibility,
grave tiough it be, unless we obtain those
returns.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think If we look into
,the matter we will find that this adminis-
tration bas furnished the Senate with many
more returns than the previous administra-
tion. When I had a seat on the other side
of this chamber, I know that on many oc-
casions we could not obtain returns.

Hon.
justify
to give

Mr. McCALLUM-That does not
the present government in refusing
returns.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, I am not justifying
it. As a rule, the same officers are respon-
sible for it as were responsible wltb the
other administration.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
the heads of the departments are respon-
sible. and not the deputy heads.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My exiperience Is that it
is the chief elerks and the deputy heads.
They hesitate about the enormous expense.
The expense this session goes up into the
tens of thousands of dollars for returns that
are not looked at. I brought up a return
about eighteen inches thIck, which must
bave cost $400 or $500, which will never be
looked at. It was moved for by Mr. Davin.
If hon. gentlemen look up the report of the
Printing Committee they will see two or

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

three pages of rubbish which bas been de-
manded and brought down, but the Printing
Committee would not order the printing of
it because it was only of interest to the In-
dividual askIng for it. I do not justify the
withholding of returns. I think the Sehate
are entitled to the fullest information. We
have certainly time and again begged and
pleaded with the minister to order these re-
turns to be furnished, and they have some-
times given the order, and were surprised
that the work had not been done.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I must dissent
from the views of the hon. Secretary of
State, that because the Printing Committee
does not order the printing of a return,
therefore it is rubbish. Copies are supplied
to members, and a member ventilates the
Information on the floor of the House and
furnishes it to the press, and in these
ways the information goes out. Apart
from information which in that manner
finds its way to the country, the asking for
returns and bringing them down has a
wholesome effeet on the government of the
day, and certainly the Printing Committee,
under Instructions from this House, and
with a due regard to every public lnterest
involved, exercise a reasonable discrètion
as to what shall not be printed, and what
shall be for distribution, but that decision
does not Imply that these returns are not
valuable.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think it involves it
In a very large degree. There are many
returns which are proper and the informa-
tion necessary, and I do not know that any
return has been moved for by the Senate
which Is not of importance, but in my ex-
perience in parliament there are a good many
returns that are really of no practical value
to the public.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
are of value to the individual member who
moved for them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Possibly, but where a
matter is of interest to an individual mem-
ber it would be better to let him examine
the files of the department than to prepare
a return. 1 In many cases that has been sug-
gested by the minister and it has been done.
The policy of the goverument is wholly un-
der the control of the ministers, and not
under the control of the deputies, but it is
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impossible for the minister to look after the
administrative work of the department, and
in that he must depend upon the fidelity,
the diligence and the attention of the offi-
cers under him.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
his duty to give the order,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But when an order is
passed in this House, it Is the business of
some one in every department of the govern-
ment entrusted with looking after this mat-
ter to look at the Orders of the Day and the
proceedings of the House, and see that
everything carrled in the form of an address
for papers, or in answer to a question, is
prepared, without the minister referring to
the matter at ail. For Instance, my hon.
friend may make a motion here to-day for
papers, say in the office of the Postmaster
General. It is not the special business of
the Postmaster General to look after that.
It is not a question of policy. It is the duty
of some one in the office, either the deputy
or some clerk who bas been named to look
after these matters, to see that that return
is prepared, and If it is not prepared he is
the officer that should be censured for it,
and the minister is only responsible when he
bas not exercised due diligence in giving the
orders. That would be his own act and
he would be hlghly censurable for not giving
an order. If he wishes to oppose a motion.
he should oppose it in the House, but If it
Is carried in the House it is the duty of
some officer in the department to see that
the work is done, and he should do that
without reference to his chief, because the
chief bas enough to do without looklng after
these matters.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEjLIr-I
have a word to say about the doctrine laid
down by the lon. Minister of Justice. It
is quite different from that which was fol-
lowed by the government of which I was
a member. The private secretary's duty
was, on instructions from his minister, to
examine every morning the records of the
Gommons and the Senate, and if anythIng
affecting the department te which he be-
longed appeared on the records, then he was
to call the attention of the minister
to it, and the deputy head was also

Instructed to look at the Votes and
Proceedings every morning to see if
any return was ordered affecting his de-
partment, but it was always the duty of the
minister, and the minister always did, in-
struct that the return be prepared at the
earliest possible moment. It was alleged
that the deputy heads controlled the depart-
ments. I combated that statement in every
Instance, and in the government of the late
Sir John 'A. Macdonald the minister called
attention of bis deputy to a motion of this
kind, and told hlim positively and distinctly
that that return must be prepared for par-
liament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-How does my hon.
friend account for the scores of motions for
returns carried in this House that were
never furnished ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1 do
not admit that there were motions for re-
turns carried which were not complied with.
I know in my own department they were all
prepared and brought down. A voluminous
return was once moved for by the hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax. When brought down,
it was nearly as high as my desk, but the
order was complied with and it created
amusement when -I brought the documents
before the House. I do not say that those
returns were rubbish. There was valuable
Information in them. I am glad that this
discussion has taken place, because It may
facilitate the business of parliament ln
future. I know that the hon. Secretary of
State very often tries to justify the neglect
to furnish returns on the ground that the
late government did the same thing. It is
a pity the hon. Secretary of State did not
follow the policy of the late government
in other respects. I slould like te com-
pare lis present speech with the condem-
nation of Mr. Pope's pollcy on emigration.
I will have to congratulate the hon. gentle-
man on his change of opinion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
does not refer to me.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWILL-TO the
hon. minister's colleague. We Will discuss,
it on some other occasion.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, June 1$, 1900.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

GASPE SHORT LINE RAILWAY COM--
PANY'S BILL.

REPORT OF RAILWAY COMMITTEE
ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. BAKER, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, to
whom wa;s referred Bill (70) 'An Act to
incorporate the Gaspé Short Line Railway
Company' reported as follows :

Your committee have, in obedience to the Or-
der of Reference of 26th April last, examined the
said Bill, and now beg leave to report that the
preamble thereof bas not been proved to their
satisfaction.

The grounds on which your committee have
arrived at such decision are, that the Bill con-
tains provisions of which notice has not been
given in the notice published of application to
parliament therefor and which are not asked
for in the petition presented to the Senate pray-
ing for the passage of the Bill ; and further, that
the passing of the Bill would not be In the
public interest.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This Bill Is one in
which, I understand, there is a good deal
of Interest taken by the public, and the hon.
chairman of the committee might, perhaps,
inform the House more fully what are the
objections to the Bill. I perhaps did not
catch the exact force of the statements In
the report, but I understand that one of the
objections Is that the Bill contained pro-
visions of which notice had not been given.
I apprehend that a committee, when a Bill
is before it, bas power to amend It, and
such amendments may be much broader than
any notice given with reference to the Bill.
The concluding paragraph of the report
stated that. the measure was not in the
public interest. That is a very important
objection if It is well founded, but I ap-
prehend that hon. gentlemen would like to
know upon what ground that view was
taken.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-I have not had the
advantage of being able to hear distinctly
the observations made by the hon. leader of
the government in this House, but I gather
from a portion of his remarks that he wished
to have some explanations as to the specific
reasons which guided the committee in ar-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

riving at the conclusion embodied in the
report. Clause 14 of the Bill reads as
follows :

14. The company may acquire and operate all
or any part of the railways of the Baie des
Chaleurs Railway Company and the Atlantic and
Lake Superior Railwway Company, and-

Clause 15 embodies provisions that were
not contemplated by the notice published,
and not prayed for in the petition, something
entirely apart from the statements in the
notice. There was nothing whatever to jus-
tify the insertion of these important clauses
in the Bill. The notice and the petition were
read before the commlttee, and there was no
pretense, on the part of any one who was
promoting the Bill, that the provisions of
the Bill were justified either by the notice
or the petition. Under those circumstances,
it appeared to the committee that there was
but one course to adopt and that was to
find, as they did find, that the preamble had
not been proven. I may say further, there
was a most vigorous opposition to the pas-
sage of the Bill ; in fact, there never bas
been a Bill presented to the Railway Com-
mittee of the Senate, to which there was
such vigorous opposition. I may say, with-
out impropriety, that it was made to appear
that the object of the promotersof that Bill
was to divest creditors of their established
rights. No other conclusion could be drawn.
Apart from these-I will not call them in-
formalities, because they are more than lu-
formalities-apart from these matters, there
was very good reason, as stated in the last
section of the report, for declaring that the
Bill was not in the public interest.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I regret that
the committee has not seen fit to pass over
whatever informalities may have existed
in the procedure, or find a way of remedying
them. for it seems to me, that any sub-
stantial company that will undertake to
carry out the demand of that section of the
country, which has been clamouring for
years and years for a railway, should have
been welcome. This company wanted pow-
ers to build a line which will ultimately
reach Gaspé basin. It bas, at the same time,
power to purchase the Baie des Chaleurs
Railway. I understood that some safeguards
had been placed in the Bill for the protec-
tion of the creditors of the Baie des Cha-
leurs Railway. If those safeguards had not
been deemed sufficlent, I wonder whether
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it would not have been possible to add
greater safeguards when the measure was
before the committee. I will speak my mind
very clearly on the subject now. I have been
acquainted with the doings and the actions
of the principal promoter of the Baie des
Chaleurs Railway Company, Charles N. Arm-
strong. He is an impecunious railway pro-
moter. I will not say anything disagree-
able, nor do I want to say anything dis-
agreeable about impecunious railway pro-
moters, for I know that this coiutry owes
very much to men having simply their
brains and their energy, who have succeed-
ed in interesting capitalists in building rail-
ways, and who have done good work for
the country. But I may say in this present
case, Mr. Armstrong, active, intelligent, and
enthusiastic as he is, and more optimistie
than any gentleman I have ever met, has
nevertheless been an utter and absolute
failure in railway building in the province
of Quebec. Wherever he has passed, ruin
has followed his path. It was a common
by-word in the province of Quebec, that
Charles N. Armstrong could not walk in
three or four places il the province of Que-
bec, 'for fear of being boycotted or stoned by
the population. I do not know of an un-
dertaking of Charles N. Armstrong, where-
in the government has not been asked to
step in to pay the creditors. The Baie des
Chaleurs Railway has been his undertaking,
and I may say that I cannot give that party
a single hope or vestige of hope that a rail-
way company or a railway undertaking
should be carried on or managed by him.
He bas been for about twenty-five years
railway building or railway promoting, and
my experience does not go perhaps beyond
the last twenty years, but wherever he bas
undertaken something, clamours have been
heard around our court-houses from the
creditors claiming their dues. I represent
creditors of the Baie des Chaleurs Railway.
I do not know that there Is a law fIrm lin
the city of Montreal that does not represent
creditors of that company. So that if this
House knew thoroughly how absolutely im-
possible It Is to confide to that gentleman
a railway undertaklng, in view of his past,
I think that by giving all due safeguards to
the honest, substantial creditors of the Baie
des Chaleurs Railway, we should welcome
any solid company that would undertake to
come to the rescue of the Bale des Chaleurs

Railway, and the Gaspé Railway, which
have been for the last twenty-five years ab-
solutely in the hands of that impecunious
railway contractor who has not been able
to do anything else but build a few miles
of railway, let them rot there, prevent them
from being operated, only operating them
during a few months. Therefore, I beg to
mave :

That this report be not accepted, but that it
be referred back to the committee for recon-
sideration.

Hon. Mr. THIBAUDEAU-I am sorry that
my hon. friend for Delorimier should have
thought proper to make such an uncalled
for accusation against Mr. Armstrong, or
against any of the enterprises he may have
undertaken. The hon. gentleman bas gone
so far as to say that Mr. Armstrong could
not move round in Quebec without belng
stoned. A more unwarranted statement
could not be made. Mr. Armstrong can go
anywhere in the province of Quebec, except
among certain people, where he cannot go,
because they remember certain accusations
that have been made against him ln that
city, and since that time they have retained
their hatred against him, and these accusa-
tions are carried on by misrepresentation
continually. All the accusations that have
been made, either in the press, in this Cham-
ber, or in the Lower House, are made by a
clique who bave undertaken to ruin him,
or any enterprise he is connected with. If
this House were better acquainted with the
province of Quebec, they would see It was
the work of a clique and not of good, rea-
sonable men, and I hope that this Senate
will stand by the decision of the committee.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the bon. gen-
tleman from Delorimier, when he accused
Mr. Armstrong of being a fallure in rail-
way business, forgot entirely that Incident
which took place in the province of Quebec,
when a man called Mr. Ernest Pacaud took
out of the pocket of Mr. Armstrong the
proper means that the government had
to secure the construction of the rallway.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Was that a sat-
lsfactory transaction ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think it was very
satisfactory for Mr. Pacaud, and for all the
members who endorsed at the time Mr.
Pacaud's promissory notes, whilch were pald
out of this money.
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-What did Mr. If you admit the facts, as Intimated by the
Pacaud (o with the noney after lie got it? Minister of Justice a few moments ago,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman that you can amend the Bill which Is be-
from Delorimier might tell us what Mr. fore you, giving additional powers and ad-

Pacaud did with the money. That money ding to the clauses powers which would
was taken away from Armstrong and used enable them to do other things than those
for election purposes, to promote the -Inter- which they asked for, the public not having
ests, not of the country, but of a political had notice, would not that be a violation
party. I think the hon. gentleman bas quite of this rule ? If you admit the right to
forgotten that incident, or he would not any extent at ail you can go to the fullest
have risen in this House to recall past possible limit and enable them to carry on
events. any business they please providing they de-

clare It la lu the interesta of the railway
Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I should ltselt. They might erect mils and enter

like to ask a question of the hon. leader of into manufacturing Industries as well ns
the government of this House. Is this build rallways, and It was on that ground,
motion supported by the government ? Is It and fot the one intimated by the Mister
considered as a government motion ? of Justice, which I think the chairman did

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No. Dot lear when he called attention te it, lu
which tliey declared the preamble was not

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I should like to call preven. The preamble points ont certain
the attention of the House to the fact that things, and when you look at the clauses ot
there has been no motion to adopt that re- tle Bil it goes far beyond them; couse-
port. quently the cemmittee say the preamble la

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before net proved and we cannot report the Bil.
the motion it put, I should like to know Tle question whether it was lu the interest
what Is to be accomplished by referring this ow the country that thls road showld be

hebuilt was not discussed at ail.
back to committee. The ruies governing mis
House are pointed and distinct, that under
certain circumstances, affecting prIvate Bills,
certain notice must be given to enable the
committee to entertain any Bill which Is
brought before them. Now, here is a Bill In
which the notice given was sImply for the
construction of a railway from Gaspé basin
to, I think, Causapscal, asking for the neces-
sary power to carry on the enterprises, that
are contained In the Railway Act. Now, the
Bih that came before the Railway Committee
gave powers far beyond those asked for.
The point Is whether In amendements to
the Bill you can go beyond the notice and
the petition, particularly when the addi-
tional clauses affect materially the prIvate
Interests of another corporation or of private
indIviduals; and, as the chairman has said,
the new additions would affect the credi-
tors of the Baie de Chaleurs RaIlway, as
well as giving the company addItional
powers to do that for which they had never
asked. There are other reasons why many
would oppose the Bill whIch it is unneces-
sary to discuss now. I do not propose to
go on dlscusslng the powers which the com-
mIttee have under the rules of this House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Which ls the primary
question ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
provisions of a private Bill and what it
proposes to do may be of paramount Interest
to the community, but If It affects the rights
of individuals or corporations, no such Bill
could be passed through parliament with-
out violating ail the rules of parliament, un-
less notice had been given In the Oficial
Gazette and local papers that such powers
were to be asked for; there would be no
safeguard for private rights otherwise. I
take It that ail railways are lu the Interest
of the public, because no railway can be
bulît without developing some Industry?
Whether there Is any return from the In-
vestment or not, is not the question. All
public works will benefit somebody, and one
might fairly say are In the general interests
of the community. I have given the reasons
why the committee reported against this
Bill, and even If the House sends It back to
committee It would be rejected on the same
principle. Does this company wlsh to Invade
the rights of another company-I am not
vindicating the Baie des Chaleurs Railway
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or defending the interests of anybody-
when it goes back to committee, if it should
go back, I venture the prediction that It
will receive the same fate as It is likely
to receive to-day.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-To make the proceed-
Ings regular, I move the adoption of the
report.

Several bon. GENTLEMEN-Call in the
members !

The SPEAKER-Call In the members!

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I wish to discuss the
question of order that has been raised.
There was a motion before the Chair and
that motion has not been declared out of
order.

Hon. SIR MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
members have been called in.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Called In for what?

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-To
vote.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-For what ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
adoption of the report. The hon. gentleman
is out of order.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am quite In order.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-The
members having been called In, the hon.
gentleman has no right to speak.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There was a second
motion made which has not been declared
out of order, and we must know on whiclh
motion we are to vote.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-I rise
to a point of order. Has the bon. gentleman
a right to address the House after the mem-
bers have been called in ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The question has not
been put.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The motion of the
chaimanof he mit thG tU~ the~

went further, and moved that the motion
be not adopted, but that the report be re-
ferred back to commIttee. That goes fur-
ther and entitles his motion to be put.

The SPEAKER-My opinion is that the
question of order can be discussed.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The question ought
to be on the amendment.

Hon. Mr. POWER-On the question of
order, I wish to say that the regular pro-
ceeding should have been that the motion
of the chairman of the committee should be
put first. The practice in this House is not
as rigid as It might be, and the hon. gen-
tleman did not make that motion when the
hon. gentleman from Delorimier moved his
amendment, it should have been in amend-
ment to the motion to adopt the report.
Then the hon. chairman of the committee,
noticing his omission, in order to put him-
self right, moved the adoption of the report.
The regular course now would be for the
bon. gentleman from Delorimier to move
hie amendment after the motion to adopt the
report.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-That le the way the
matter stands now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Can
that be done after the members have been
called in ? The hon. gentleman bas stated
the facts as they really are.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-I beg to correct
the hon. gentleman. The chairman of the
committee wished to make the proceeding
regular by introducing his motion after
mine. The chairman of the committee
said, in order that the proceeding should
be In order I beg to move, with the per-
mission of the House, the motion that I
should have moved In the first place-a
motion that he should have introduced be-
fore my amendment. I think It was the
intention of the chairman of the committee,
that my amendment might be voted upon.

report be adopted. Now, if my hon. friend Hon. Mr. MILLS-Let me say furtber, I
behind me (Mr. Dandurand) had moved certalnly purposed calllng attention to the
directly in opposition to that, that it be matter If the chaIrman bad not made the
not adopted, It would have been out oi motion that It was important that the motion
order, because the negative of one would should be made for the adoption of the
be the affirmative of the other, and the report before my hon. frlend made bis pro-
sense of the House would be taken equally position. Bo wh&t I destred to say, When
well on either motions. But my hon. friend, My hon. friend questioued mY rlght to say
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ahything, was tha we would vote now
upon the amendment moved by the hon.
senator from Delorimier in order that the
matter might appear regularly upon the
journals.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I rise to a question
of order. I want to ask whether this dis-
cussion, after the memiers have been caUed
in, is not out of order ? Is it not out of
order for a member ei in to leave hie seat
after the members hav been called In ?

Hon. Mr. BAKER-1 wlsh to state, as an
excuse for my appar at neglect to move
at the proper momel , that I was under
the impression that, the preamble of the
Bill not having been proven, the Bill be-
came defunet, and therefore there was no
necessity for making a motion; but at the
suggestion of one of my hon. friends near
me, after the motion of the hon. gentleman
from Delorimier was made, it occurred to
me that perhaps my impression was wrong,
and therefore, to set myseIf right and to
make the proceedlngs regular, I asked per-
mission of the House to move the adoption
of the report, thinking, as a matter of
course, that having made that motion my
hon. friend would move his as an amend-
ment. But I am still of the impression
that, the preamble not having been proved,
there le no necessity to move the adoption
of the report. I speak subject to correction,
however.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The ques-
tion is a very simple .ne, though it bas
become complicated by the motions which
have been made. The position is this: the
hon. chairman of the Raliway Committee
made his report. He dId not move its
adoption? Then the bpn. gentleman from
Delorimier made a motion that the report
be not adopted, but that it should be sent
back to committee. Then the chairman of
the committee made a motion which be-
came an amendment to the motion of the
hon. gentleman from Delorimier, and it is
on that question that the Speaker called in
the members, and therefore no one had a
right to speak.

The SPEAKER-According to rules when
members have been called in no further de-
bate le to be permitted-but in my opinion
it is within the right of any member to call
the attention of the House to the tact that

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

the proceedings are irregular, and when the
leader of the House stated that the pro-
ceedings was Irregular, though the members
had been called ln, it should not be consider-
ed as a debate, and the Senate In my opinion
ought to hear the reasons of the bon.
leader, the matter began very Irregularly.
The proper course would have been for the
chairman of the committee to have moved
the adoption of the report That motion
was not made in tine. The bon. member
from Delorimier moved that the report be
not now adopted, but that it be referred
back to committee. Immediately after-
wards some member remarked that this was
not the proper way to proceed, and it was
suggested to the chairman of the committee
to make a motion for the adoption of the
report. This motion was made with the
consent of the House, so I put the motion,
and then, after that, the bon. gentleman
from Delorimier had the right to make his
motion in amendment that the report be
not now adopted, but be referred back to
committee. I really believe that the House
should take the vote on the amendment of
the hon. gentleman from Delorimier.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I do not wish to be
understood as saying I consider a motion
was necessary on the part of the chairman
of the committee, but having made the
motion, I think the sense of the House
should be taken on the amendment moved
by the hon. gentleman from Delorimier.

The Senate divided on the amendment
which was declared lost on the following
division:

Contents:
Hon. Messrs.

Burpee, Milla,
Casgrain (de Lanaudière) O'Donohoe,
Cox, Power,
Dandurand, Scott,
Dever, Shehyn,
Gillmor, Snowball,
Kerr, Wark,
Lovitt, Watson,
McSweeney, Young.-18.

Non-Contents.
Hon. Messrs.

Aikina,
Allan,
Alinon,
Baird,
Baker,
Bernier,
Bolduc,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie),

Macdonald (P.E.I.),
McCallum,
McKay,
McKindsey,
McLaren,
Merner,
Miller,
Montplaisir,
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Carling (Sir John), O'Brien,
Casgrain (Windsor), Owens,
Clemow, P'riey,
Cochrane, Prowse,
Ferguson, Thibaudeau (Rigaud),
Latdry, Vidal,
Lougheed, Wood.-30.

The motion te adopt the report was agreed
to on the saie division reversed.

ONTARIO POWER COMPANY 0P NIA-
GARA FALLS BILL.

REPORTE-D FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. BAKER, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, re-
ported Bill (121) 1An Act respectIng the
Ontario Power Company os Niagara FaI
and moved the adoption of the report.

Hlon. Mr. McCALLUM-I do nlot lntend to
move strongly againt the adoption of this
report, but I raised the question, and I say
here no-w that I arn satisfied ln rny own
mrd that this B should ot corne here
at ail. ItlaI a matter which should, be
deat with by the local legisiature of Ontarlo,
because they are very nuch rixed Up 
this question. They granted a charter to
another company, years and years: ago, with
equal or greater privileges than they are
granting under this Bi, and they receved
$35,O a year frorm that iompany for a
long lime in order that they should show
thern how flot to do it. In fact, as f ar as
this company is concerued, I have nothing
more to say about it. I hope that water
power wlll be developed, but I muet say
that I arn till of the opinion that It la the
duty wf the local legislature to grant heni
the powers that are necessary. However,
the committee as decided agant my
opinion; Iherefore, I muet submit. I arn

lt gong te push rny opposition any fur-
ther, because the excuse ila given that we
have granted his power t hos corpay
for thirteen years. If we have been dowig
what we had no right to do for thirteen
mears, I say it le about ime we stopped,
and let the local leglealature do their own
busness. Tbey should ut use the fingers
tf the Dominion parliament to take the
dhestnuts o t of the fire. I hope when the
extension of time granted this company ex-
Pires they will have conpleted the work and
tw flomt have any need to core here again.
in fact, the contract with ths company, by
the local legislature and tue park commis-
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sioners provides that we are not te grant
any further legIslation If they fail to act
under this. They undertake to tell us what
we shall or shall not do. I am not going
to divide the House on the Bill. I hope it
will turn out all right, though in my opinion
sparliament ls not doing what ls right in
granting this charter at aI.

The motion was agreed to.

THE QUEBEC BRIDGE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY rose to:
Draw the attention of the government and of

this House to the following part of a speech
made on January 27, 1897, by the Hon. R. R.
Dobeil, one of the ministers in the present
eabinet, at a meeting of the Chamber of Com-
ierce of Quebec, published in 'Le Soleil' of
March 1, 1897, and reading as follows:

(Translation from the French.)
'It is the time for you to act,' said he. 'You

have a government which ls decidedly favour-
able to you. I do not say that out of political
feeling. If you wish to take the initiative in
tbe way of progress, not only in order to build
a bridge, but also for the accomplishment of
other great enterprises, let me assure you that
the government will do more than its part to
aid you. But, in the case of the bridge, I
muet tell you that the government will object
to a company in name oniy; it must have a
company in good faith, a company which will
give a guarantee to do its duty. I recently
learned at Ottawa that great efforts were being
made to continue the building of the Interco-
icnial to Montreal. Halifax ls in favour of this
project. Now, if Quebec does not hasten to
build its bridge, the construction of the Inter-
colonial to Montreal will be accomplished, and
then the utility of a bridge in front of the
city will disappear, perhaps for ever. For the
commerce between the west and the provinces
will take this new way.

' Let me tell you that I will not amuse you
with false hopes. When I left Ottawa to come
down to Quebec, the Hon. Mr. Laurier told me
that I could announce to you that the federal
government wili give $1,000,000 for the construc-
tion of the Quebec Bridge. The city of Que-
bec will subscribe $500,000; the local government
has promised $1,000,000. There, then, are $2,-
500,000. The railway companies of Canada will
subscribe the balance by taking capital stock.

.As you see, we can build this bridge
as soon as you like, for we have the funds
ready.'

And that he will ask:
1. Was it in the name of the'government and

as authorized by it that the Hon. R. R. Dobell
put forth the propositions hereinabove enumer-
ated?

2. Was he, at least, speaking in the name Of
the Prime Minister, and had the latter really
charged the Hon. R. R. Dobell to announce
what the federal government would do for the
construction of a bridge in the neighbourhood
of Quebec?

3. l the extension of the Intercolonial fron
Lévis to Montreal now an accomplished fact,
since the acquisition f the Drummond County
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Railway and the naking of the contract witb Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is that ail the an-
the Grand Trunk Company for the use of its
line from Ste. Rosalie to Montreal? swer I am to -et ?

4. If the extension of the Intercolonial to
Montreal is an accomplished fact, what does the H
government think of the utility of a bridge at my bon. friend.
Quebec in face of this general declaration of Mr.
Dobell: Hon. *r. LANDRY-It ts very short. 1

' If Quebec does not hasten to build its bridge, want to know what the policy o! the gov-
the construction of the Intercolonial to Mont-
real will be accomplished, and then the utility ernment is ?
of a bridge in front of the city will disappear,
perhaps for ever. For the commerce between Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon, gentleman
the west and the provinces will take this new put the question and I decline to answer it.
way '?

5. Do not the authorities of the Intercolonial Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Has the government
at present make, and will they not always make,
every effort to se2ure at Montreal the trade of
the west and direct it towards the maritime which are to be furnished respectively by
provinces by way of the Drummond County Rail- the government of the province of Quebee,
way?

6. Has not the policy of the government, in the city of Quebec, and the Canadian Rail-
acquiring the Drummond County Railway and way Companies?
thus extending the Intercolonial to Montreal,
given a fatal blow to the interests of Quebec, Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have no Information
and gravely compromised, in the words of at
least ona of the members of the government, on the subject. That is mere matter of
the question of the construction of a bridge in opinion and fot a matter of policy.
frent of or ln the neighbourhood of Quebec?

7. If the government has decided to seriously Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It le a matter of fact
aid In the construction of the Quebec bridge and and not a matter of opinion at ail. If the
to promote the commercial interests of that city,
is it at least going to give the necessary instruc- government bas fot the accurate Informa-
tions in order that the Intercolonial shall not tion we might perbaps give them the accur-
iersist in turning away from Quebec all the
trafflc which would pass over the proposed bridge ate information. Could the hon. gentleman
if the terminus of that railway were at Lévis answer this question?
in place of being in the very heart of the city
of Montreal, and there be a mighty abductor of Could not the government, In order to ensure
ail the traffic from the west? the building o! the bridge, ask from parliament

8. Has the government assured itself as to the an additional grant equai at leaat to the amount
amounts of money which are to be furnished re- o! the differences between the amount of the sub-
spectively by- scriptions announced by Mr. Dobeil and the real

(a) The government of the province of Quebec; anount subscribed or voted by the city o! Que-
(b) The city of Quebec; bec, the government o! the province of Quebec,
(c) The Canadian railway companies which and the raiiway conpanies interested?

must use this bridge for the passage of their
traffic? Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No. Lt tg qutte impos-

9. Does it know that the expectations of the sible for me to answer that question. Lt
Hon. Mr. Dobell have not been realized, and
that the government of the province of Quebec is the first tine I have ever heard It referred
bas not been able to give $1,000,000; that the
city of Quebec, by its council, has not contri-
buted $500,000; and that not a single railway Hon. Mr. ALMON-I do not wish to im-
company has yet subscribed a single penny to
aid in the building of the bridge in quesetion? pugn at ail the accuracy of Mr. Dobell's

10. Could not the government, in order to denial. He, no doubt, thinks that he neyer
ensure the building of the bridge, ask from par- made that speech, but it was made two

.lament an additional grant equal at least to the
amount of the differences between the amount of years and a haif ago. I thlnk we ail re-
the subscriptions announced by Mr. Dobell and member that Mr. Dobcll's memory Is not
the real amount subscribed or voted by the city
of Quebec, the government of the province of a very correct one. I dare say the hon.
Quebec, and the railway companies interested ? Minister Of Justice Wlll remember that there

Hon. Mr SCOTT-I have shown the ques- was a teiegram sent by Mr. Dobeil whlch
tion to Mr. Dobell, and he says it is asolutely two days after lie lad forgotten ail about.
Incorrect, and he declines to be catechised I do fot SaY that le was fot perfectiy cor-
on a speech whlch was not accurately re- reet in what le said, but hie memory is
ported. He calls attention to the fact that very treacherous.
he never made the statement that the gov- Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He denied having
ernment had promised a million dollars sent a teegraM, and Vwo days afterwards
The speech was alleged to have been made acknowledged it.
two years and four months ago. However,
Mr. Dobell's recollection 1s, that the speech Hon. Mr. ALMON-Theretore one cannot
as quoted is not accurate. blare hlm for forgettIng what le sald over

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.
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two years ago. I rise to defend Mr. Dobell
against an imputation that he is stating
what he does not think is right, but still
we must remember that he forgot in two
days about sending a telegram. We cer-
tainly must pardon him for forgetting about
a speech made two years and a half ago.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
the hon. Secretary of State is quite correct
in declining to give any further information
so far as relates to Mr. Dobell. That is
based upon the denial by Mr. Dobel. that
he ever made any speech of the kind. The
hon. Secretary of State gave Mr. Dobell's
answer, and consequently removed ail the
answers which he would necessarily have
to give if the statement were true. But are
there not other questions which the gov-
eriment should answer in justice to the
hon. gentleman who has asked them ?
Apart from any thing, Mr. Dobell may have
said. the hon. gentleman from Stadacona
asks :

Is the extension of the Intercolonial from Lévis
to Montreal now an accomplished fact?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Since
the acquisition of the Drummond County
Rai'way and the making of the contract
with the Grand Trunk and the use of the
line from Ste. Rosalie to Montreal, an
affirmative answer could be given to that
question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is not a proper ques-
tion to put to the government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not admit that. It is a simple question as
to whether an enterprise which has been
entered into by the government in the pur-
chase of a road from one Company and mak-
ing a lease with another company has been
accomplished. We ail know that such is
the fact, but there is the question asked.
The hon. Minister of Justice says it is not
a proper question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Supposing the hon. gen-
tlenian put the question: > Is the earth
round.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
would be a proper question if the hon. gen-
tleman had constructed the world. The
hon. gentleman would say that so far as
philosophy teaches us it is round.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It would not be a pro-
per question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
the hon. gentleman asked :

If the extension of the Intercolonial to Mont-
real is an accomplished fact, what does the gov-
ernment think of the utility of a bridge at Que-
bec in face of this general declaration of Mr.
Dobell.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not know that the government would be
obliged to state what they think as to the
utility of a bridge. because that is a debat-
able point. The hon. minister might decline
to answer that. Then the next question Is :

5. Do not the authorities of the IntercolonIal
at present make, and will they not always make,
every effort to secure at Montreal the trade of
the west and direct it towards the maritime pro-
vinces?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is not a proper
question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It ls
a proper question. because they have spent
a large amount of money for the purpose
of iaking the connection between the ter-
minus of the Intercolonial Railway at Lévis
and Montreal, and it is very natural to sup-
pose they would not have spent the money
unless they intended to divert the trade in
that direction. I thInk it answers the ques-
tions he desires to know as to whether the
government built the road for that purpose,
and I do not see any impropriety in saying
that the government did. The next ques-
tion is of the same character. Then lie
asked:

Has the government assured itself as to the
amounts of money which are to be furnished
respectively by-

(a) The government of the province of Quebec;
(b) The city of Quebec;
(c) The Canadian railway companies which

must use this bridge for the passage of their
traffic.

The hon. gentleman might have put that
in different language. The government, If
I understand it, appropriated a million of
money for this purpose. That was voted
upon the presumption that the Quebec gov-
ernment and the railway companies and
the city of Quebec would Increase that

amount by additIonal subsidies, and the

question is simply bas that been done, or
does the government know whether that

has been done, and if it has not been done,
then the question is proper to know whe-
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ther the government intend to do anything
further ln order to effect the construction
of that bridge?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will see
that the answer is assumed in the next
question, so that the question Is not asking
for Information.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
next question refers to Mr. Dobell, and the
hou. gentleman bas repudiated the state-
ment attributed to him, therefore it does
not call for a reply. If the hon. gen-
tleman had accepted the statement made
by Mr. Dobell as correct, then the ninth
question, would have answered the eighth,
but as the hon. gentleman repudiatëd It,
then It Is not answered. The tenth ques-
tion refers also to Mr. Dobell. There are
points ln that question which are answered
by the denial that Mr. Dobell made that
statement, but there are other questions
which, in my mind, should have been an-
swered.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not going to argue
the question with my hon. friend and I
can hardly think that he Is serious. He Is
playlng the part of an advocate, or counsel,
defending a friend who bas put himself in
rather an awkward predicament.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should like to call the attention of the hon.
gentleman to a simple rule which guides
the proceedings in parliament, and which
he grossly vlolated yesterday and is violat-
ing to-day, and that 16 that it is not parlia-
mentary to impute motives to hon. mem-
bers. If It Is doue again I shall bring It to
the attention of the hon. Speaker. I have
a right to express my opinions without
being accused of being an advocate of any
one.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend Is grossly
violating one of the rules ln discussing what
happened in the House yesterday. These
are not proper questions to be put. They
are not parliamentary questions, they are
not questions that a minister could be called
upon to answer, and I am quite sure that
my hon. friend who bas put those questions
must himself be satisfied that he is alto-
gether departing from the ordinary practice
of parliament when he puts such a serles

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

of questions as he has been putting ogL
several occasions this session ? What is the
object ? I quoted from May, yesterday, a
statement as to the limit of authority tvith
regard to parliamentary practice.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
has no right to refer to a past debate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am referring to May.
The rule laid down In May is as follows :

Questions addressed to ministers shall relate
to public affairs with which they are officially
connected, to proceedings pending ln parliament,
or to any matter of administration for which the
minister is responsible.

Supposing one undertakes to try the ques-
tions put by the hon. gentleman by these
rules, he asks if the extension of the Inter-
colonial Railway to Montreal is an accom-
plished fact. Is that a matter within the
special keeping of the government ? Is that
a matter about which the hon. minister has
any more Information than my hon. friend
who travelo over the road ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
knows he might as well ask whether the
earth ls round or whether the Atlantic lies
between the American continent and Eu-
rope. Then the hon. gentleman asks :

5. Do not the authorities of the Intercolonial
at present make, and will they not always make,
every effort to secure at Montreal the trade of
the west and direct it towards the maritime
provinces by way of the Drummond County Rail-
way?

Is that a proper question ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say that if the hon.
gentleman Is serious in making that state-
ment he bas yet to learn the first principles
of parliamentary usage and practice with
regard to questions that are proper to put
upon the paper.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Who Is working the
railway ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It does not matter who
is worklng It. He Is not asking about the
working of it. He Is asking If the extension
to Montreal is an accomplished fact. Every
other question the hon. gentleman has put
is a question of the same sort. They are
not questions for papers. They are not
questions with regard to wbat the govern-
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ment has done in a particular matter ln
which the House is interested, and which
the government ought to deal with, or which
the hon. gentleman desires the government
to deal with. They do not relate to the
business of the House ln any way. There
ls no matter before the House, and there
is no matter which the hon. gentleman him-
self has submitted ln which the answer
to these questions would in any way be a
matter of interest to the House. If a ques-
tion is put to me, it must relate to some-
thing affecting my department as Minister
of Justice, or some matter within my de-
partment. It may be for papers in a parti-
cular case. It may be with regard to some
correspondence relating to a particular ques-
tion which was decided and decided im-
properly, ln the opinion of the hon. member,
or which ls yet before the department for
eonsideration, and that Is true of every
other department, and if my hon. frlend
were serious ln putting these questions, it
would only go to show that the rule which
authorizes a member to put questions has
not been properly apprehended by the hon.
gentleman.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I was going to ask
the hon. Minister of Justice, seeing that Mr.
Dobell has denied those grav.e assertions
which have been made ln the papers, and
which have not been contradicted up to this
date, what he thinks of himself ln accusing
Sir Charles Tupper, yesterday, or the day
before, of telling a whole string of things
which he said Sir Charles has said. Does
not the hon. gentleman think it is very pos-
sible that if the newspapers misrepresented
Mr. Dobell, was he not very wrong yester-
day ln quoting what the newspapers stated
Sir Charles has said ? I have noticed a
great many times how differently the hon.
gentleman regards this matter. Sometimes
the newspapers, ln his opinion, are infallible;
sometimes you cannot quote from them,
they are so unreliable. If the hon. gentle-
man would lay down a rule by which one
would know when a newspaper le to be
trusted and when It is not, members like
myself who are getting old, would be
obliged.

Hon. Mr. FERGUJSON-The hon. leader of
the House, whenever he ventures on a dis-
cussion of questions of this kind, seems to
live ln the past. He seems to be living

back thirty or forty years ago, when he
was lecturing boys in a school house. He
lectures members of this House as though
he were at liberty to upbraid and taunt
them as he pleased. The hon. gentle-
man referred to question No. 5 in the
notice of the hon. gentleman from Sta-
dacona. He referred to that question
as one that was quite unparliamen-
tary and Improper to be put by a
member of this House. He asked was It
a proper question. I said yes, and he tells
me across the floor of the House that if I
say so and think so, I have yet to learn
the first principles of parliamentary pro-
cedure, or something of the kind. That
is not the proper way to discuss these ques-
tions. We are entitled to our opinions.
Even though we may not come up to the
high standard of the hon. gentleman, we
have our rights. I thought the question
wias reasonable and should be answered. I
held that opinion, and I hold It still, not-
withstanding the very high authority of
the hon. gentleman who reprimanded me ln
the manner he did. The question is :

5. Do not the authorities of the Intercolonial
at present make, and will they not always make,
every effort to secure at Montreal the trade of
tle west and direct it towards the maritime pro-
vinces by way of the Drummond County Rail-
way?

Last year we had a great deal of discus-
sion ln t'hs House and elsewhere over a
traffic agreement entered into lbetween the
Intercolonial Railway and the Grand Trunk
Railway with regard to traffic going east
and west. A part of that traffle agreement
was, that all trafflc going eastward to the
maritime provinces was to be handed over
to the Intercolonial Railway at Montreal,
and this question after all, stripped of verbi-
age, is, are you living up to that agreement?
Are you securing this trade at Montreal ?
Is that your policy or Is it not ? I cou-
ceive the question to be a highly proper one.
I do not know what objeet my hon. friend
had ln asking it, but whatever object he
had, I presume that the question was really
thought out in a different language and
had to be translated by my hon. friend. I
am not saying that he is not as adept in
the English language as any of us, but I
can always discover a tendency to use the
Idiom of his own language. After all, this
question is simply limitecd to asking whe-
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ther the Department of Railways is living
up to that traffie agreement of which we
heard so much last year, and if all this
traffe is being handed over at Montreal.
Notwithstanding the very severe taunt and
lecture which the hon. gentleman threw
across the floor of the House to me, I in-
sist that the question was in that respect a
very proper one.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I ask the hon. M1in-
Ister of Justice if the working of the Inter-
colonial Railway is affecting the public in-
terest, and who is working that railway?
If it is the government, I am asking what
Is their policy in working that railway. -Is
not that a question that I could properly
put before this House, and could I not claim
an answer to it ? Is my question unparlia-
mentary ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. quite unparliamen-
tary.

Hon. ,Ir. LANDRY-Why ? Tle mere
fact of saying so does not make it unparlia-
mentary. I am putting a question that re-
lates to a matter of public interest. Th(,
government is working the railway, and I
put a question about that railway, and I
am told that it Is unparliamentary to ask a
question about It. When I ask if it is un-
parliamentary the Secretary of State says
' yes.' and the other minister does not know
what to say. If I were to ask the govern-
ment if aid was to be given to build the
Quebec bridge, would that be unparliament-
ary ? Yes, or no ? They do not know. The
government say themselves that they are in
a hole.

lon. Mr. MILLS-No, it is the hon. gen-
tleman.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the hon. minister
knows lie is in a hole. it is all right. I ans
Inquiringfrom him if it is an unparliament-
ary question to ask the government if they
are prepared to give supplementary aid to
the Quebec bridge ? I think that Is a parlia-
mentary question.

Hon. 'Mr. SCOTT-I answered that ques-
tion.

Hon. Mr. LANIDRY-I want to xnow what
is the policy of the government on that
question ?

Hon. -Ir. ILLS-M1y hou. friend answer-
ed that part of the question, because that

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.
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was a proper question to put ; but the hon.
gentleman will see that the parts that I
read are very different.

Hon. _Mr. LANDRY-Is it an unparlia-
mentary question to ask the government if
the railway they are working ln a certain
way is-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think the character
and standing of this Senate is degraded-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-By the answers given
by the government.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-By the questions put
by the hon. gentleman from Stadacona. I
am sure when my hon. friend opposite (Sir
Mackenzie Bowell) was In power, had any
one on our side of the House put such ques-
tions to the government, lie would have
been censured. The Intercolonial Railway
lias been governed for years by Mr. Schrei-
ber and Mr. Pottinger. That this govern-
ment knows anything about the manage-
ment of the r.ailway is idle to assume. We
interfere only with the general policy. As
the hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island says, the general principles govern-
ing the Intercolonial Railway are laid down
by parliament in an agreement adopted
some two years ago. Whether that is inter-
preted correetly or not, I am not in a posi-
tion to say. If sone breach of that agree-
mnut were pointed out, and the government
were asked whether they approve of it, I
could understand It would be proper to call
the attention of the minister to it. But
my hon. friend must see, in reference to
the traffle from day to day which prevails
on the Intercolonial Railway, which lias
connection with many other lines in this
country, it is scarcely fair to say that it 's
a question which the government should be
expected to answer-a question relating to
matters over which they have no control,
and in which they do not interfere. The
question whether the government will give
an auditional grant to the bridge is a proper
one. I answered that. I said that it had
never been considered by the government.
I am always anxious to answer any ques-
tion in reason-even beyond what Is reason-
able, according to the interpretation of par-
liamentary principles, but I think my hon.
friend rather exceeds in that direction, if
lie will look back at the questions lie has
been putting on the paper.
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BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (-u) 'An Act to incorporate the Do-
minion of Canada Rifle Associa tion.'-(Hon.
Mr. Scott.)

THIRD READING.

Bill IV) 'An Act for the relief of Wil-
liam Henry Featherstonhaugh.'-(Hon. Mr.
Clemow.)

CRIMINAL CODE AMENIDMENT BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONSIDERED.
The Order of the Day being called :
Consideration of the amendments made by the

House of Cominons to Bill (K) 'An Act to fur-
ther amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS said : The first of these
amendments is that this Act shall not come
into force until January 1. 1901. That seems
to me a long time to wait. Some little time

immediately, but, as the hon. gentleman
says, there should be some time given to
enable parties to ascertain what the law is.
Bills affecting the liberty of the people, are
generally published lu the Gazette Immediate-
ly after they are sanctioned by the Governor
General, which, I presume, would be the
case here ; and then they find their way
into the newspapers of the country. I ap-
prove of either September or October 1, as
suggested by the hon. minister.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The Official Gazette
Is not a popular periodical.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I know of no prece-
dent for putting off the coming Into force
of a law like this for so long a perlod. No
doubt the Bill has been distributed months
ago throughout the whole country, and while
there is a good deal of force ln what the
Minisiter off Jus~tice says about nlot bringinge

ought to be allowed for the distribution of it nto operation immediately, certainly I
the law throughout the country, because should not be disposed to put It off even as
every one Is supposed to know the law, long as he suggests. I should have thought
and that which is an offence under the law September 1 would have been suflicient.
ought to be fairly known to people in every
part of the country ; but unless we suppose Hon. Mr. SCOTT. This amendment has
parliament is going to sit for a long time been made ln the House of Commons. We
before the Royal assent can be had to these ought to agree to a reasonable compromise.
Bills, there is no reason why so long a delay They are evidently of the opinion that it
should take place and it seemed to me that should not go into operation until It is well
the first amendment was the most objection- understood. I thought October 1 would be
able one that the other House has sent up- a reasonable period.
in fact, the only one to which I desire to Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-This Bill ought to
call the attention of the Senate. I should come into force as soon as possible, to put
be inclined to say that the Act should go an end to those gambling transactions in
into effect on October 1. Montreal. July and August are the worst

months for these gambling transactions
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-September 1. which are condemned throughout the whole
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The statutes will country. September 1 would, In my opinion,

not be distributed until almost the end of be sufficient notice to give to these people.
the year. They all know about this measure now, and

we might as well let it go into operation as

in the Gazette. soon as it recelves the assent of the Gov-
ernor General.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not object to Sep-
tember 1, as suggested. The population is
spread over a great extent of territory, and
it would be hard to punish a person in Daw-
son, say, for an offence committed under
this measure, if there was not suffclient time
to permit it to reach that country. I think
October 1 would be about right.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
might accept that. My own impression was
at flrst that it ought to go into operation

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If that is the opinion
of the House, I will move :

That the amendment of the House of Commons
be arnended by substitu-ting September 1, 1900,
instead of January 1, 1901.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The next amendment
is •

Page 7, line 29.-After 'labour ' insert the
followlng

By inserting Immediately after section 359
the following section:
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' 359a. Every one is guilty of an indictable
offence and liable to one year's imprisonment
who, ln incurring any debt or liability, has ob-
tained credit by means of false pretenses or by
means of any other fraud.

This amendment was suggested by some
practitioners In Toronto. I did not accept
it when I was preparing the Bill, because
it seemed to me that a purchaser, who is
anxious to sell goods would, perhaps, atter
he found he had sold them to a customer
fromn whom he was not likely to receive
compensation, would interpret or strain the
words used by his customer to embrace him
within a section of this sort, and I thought
it was rather dangerous legislation. But
as it has been proposed in the House of
Commons, and carried there, I am not dis-
posed to move to strike it out, although I
would have preferred it should not have been
embraced ln the Bill.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Does not the hon.
gentleman consider that the present pro-
vision in the law against taise pretenses Is
sufficiently wide to cover such cases ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
might say a certain sum of money was due
him ; if it turned out that there was nothing
due to him, would it be a taise pretense?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
supposing the money was due him and he
fa.iled to get it in time, the question might
arise with the magistrate, whether that
would be declared a fraud. He might know
the character of the man, and say that he
knew very well when he got the goods he
would not pay for them. It is creating a
new offence, and the only point is whether
the law of false pretenses does at the pres-
ent moment go far enough. We ought to
be careful in the enactment of provisions
creating new offences, that we do not go
so far as to place it in the power of ignor-
ant justices of the peace to commit a great
wrong. When I read the amendment fIrst,
I thought It a good provision, but when I
considered the extent to which the abuse of
power vested in a justice of the peace
might be carried, I had doubts as to the
propriety of the clause. I submit my opin-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Is not section 358 ion in this matter with deference to the
suffIciently wide ? gentlemen learned in the law. In reading

the debates of the other House, I find the
Ieon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think it would

include a case of this sort. At ail events,
it has been so beld, and that is the reason
why this proposition is made. I consulted
my offIcers with regard to it. We discussed
It, and concluded that it was rather a dan-
gerous sort of paragraph to insert ln the
Criminal Code. However, the parties were
more successful in the House of Commons
than they were with us, and I do not pro-
pose to strike it out. I will ask the House
to concur in the amendment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It de-

basis upon which the argument was founded
was that many people go to boarding houses
and hotels and lueur bills, and go away
and do not pay them. Is that obtaining
goods under false pretenses? I shall be
very glad to hear from gentlemen who bave
had experience in these matters.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-This has been argued
very fully, and I think there has been some
decision that false pretenses would come
under the common law. If my memory
serves me, the courts were not favourable
to the view, and thought it might be at-

pends in a great measure, I think, upon the tended witl sore danger. I ar not strong-
interpretation of the words as to whether iy agalnst thîs provision, aitlough I do not
it could be abused or not. Lawyers who quite like It
have had practice will be able to give a Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I must confess
more correct interpretation of the words that 1 fail to see a very broad distinction
than laymen. What constitutes false pre- between the law as It at present stands and
tense ? A man goes to a shop and buys the proposed amendment. The present de-
goods on a promise to pay in ten days, and n
he does not pay ln ten days, would that be as foîiows:
a taise pretense?a fase reteseA taise pretense Is a representaticu, eitber by

Hou. Mr. SCOTT-It depends upon the words or otherwise, of a matter ot tact eitberpreseet or past, whpch representation is knownrepresentations lie made. to the person makiug it to be taise, and whih Is
Hon. Mr. MILnDS.
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made with a fraudulent intent to induce the
person to whom It is made to act upon such
representation.

I cannot at the present moment conceive
of a class of cases that would not come
within that, but of course the courts often
put a very narrow and limited construction
upon statutes, thus occasioning a broadening
of the statutes, and without baving that
class of case before them, it l difflicult to
say whether the law is sufficiently wide to
cover it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If It does cover it then
this clause does no harm.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It seems to me It
would be better to leave these parties to
their civil rights than to make this offence
a criminal one, and I think the deliberate
judgment of the Department of. Justice, ar-
rived at, after full consideration, is more
likely to be wiee and sound than the deci-
sion arrived at in the other Chamber, where
perhaps there was not a great deal of dis-
cussion over it, and probably where only
one side of the question was very strongly
put. This amendment does not alter the
definition of a false pretense. Section 359
of the Criminal Code reads :

Every one la guilty of an indictable offence
and liable to three years' imprisonment who, with
intent to defraud, by any false pretense, elther
directly or through the medium of any contract,
obtained by such false pretense, obtains any-
tbing capable of being stolen or procures any-
thing capable of being stolen to be delivered to
any other person than himself.

Thie amendment says that the man who
bas obtained credit by means of false pre-
tense Is guilty of an indictable offence as
well as the man who has got an article
capable of being stolen. I think it would
be wiser to be conservative about this mat-
ter and not to change the law.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is not my view, but
I would rather accept it than have It sent
back the third time. I am anxious that this
measure should become law because many
of the provisions are very necessary.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I think
It is rather an exacting provision of the
law : A man may go into a store and obtain
goods by representations that he believes at
the time to be correct, but which may turn
out afterwards to be incorrect. He obtains
these goods, and is liable to be sued and to
be compelled to pay for them, and I think

that that is sufficient punishment, because
it may be that the man who obtained the
goods in this way was justified in making
the representation, although he really had
no solid basis for it.

Hon. Mr. POWER--In addition to that,
the probabilities are that this enactment
will lead to a great deal of perjury. The
man whose debtor has failed to pay will
find in this section a strong inducement to
remember, perhaps, rather more than ac-
tually took place when the contract was
made, and I therefore move:

That this amendment be not concurred in.
lion. Mr. CLEMOW-There is no doubt

that parties going to Montreal to purchase
goods will make the best representation they
can for the purpose of obtaining credit.
They may do it with perfect good faith,
but their calculations may not be carried
out in the future, and this clause may be
an instrument by which the man who seils
these goods may oppress the party under
the threat that he bas obtalned the goods
by false pretenses. I know that parties go
to Moutreal and make a!l sorts or represen-
tations. Those representations should be
put in writing and made before witnesses,
so that there will be no mistake in the
future. A man goes to Montreal and says
to a wholesale man : ' I expect to sell some
property and will realize a certain amuout
of money, and out of that I will pay you.'
The man says afterwards : 'You made that
representation and did not pay me, and I
will Invoke this clause of the Criminal Code
against you.' I know from personal knowl-
edge that the buyer time and again makes
these representationS to the seller.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think It Is an inno-
vation and liable to cause serious injury
to Innocent parties. I do not favour the
clause at al and the more we discuss It
the more I am against it. I suggest to my
hon.'colleague that we drop it. The provi-
sion is liable to be abused.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That le the view taken
by my department, but it has been put In
by the House of Commons. I am not dis-
posed to press the adoption of a clause that
is at variance with my own Judgmnent, un-
less the Senate concurs iwith the view of
the House of Commons on the subject. I
gather from the opinion expressed that thie
House adheres to its original view.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I will

second the motion of the hon. senior mem-
ber from Halifax, that the amendment be
not concurred in.

The motion of Mr. Power in amendment
was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then on page 8, line 34,
the following amendment lias been added
by the House of Commons :

Nothing in this section shall bc construed to
apply to combinations of workmen or employees
for their own reasonable protection as such work-
man or employee.

That was ln the Bi.l as it was introdueed
in this House, but was etruck out by us.
It bas been restored in the House of Coni-
mons. I thought it was an unobjectionable
provision, and I therefore move that the
House concur in this amendment.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I doubt the wisdom
of our concurring ln this amendment. As
bas been pointed out, the Trades Union Act,
the chapter of the Revised Statutes which
deals with trade unions, offers every rea-
sonable protection to the members of trade
unions, and this amendment appears to me
to go further than is necessary or desir-
able. Looking at what is happening across
the line now, and the violence which so
often accompanies the diffieulties between
union workmen and their employers, it
is not desirable to single out the workmen
of these unions as the objects of special
favourable legislation. They should be
allowed to take their chances under the
Trades Union Act, and in other respects
they should be on the same footing as other
members of the community. I move ln
amendment :

That this House does not concur in this amend-
ment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot agree with the
view of my hon. friend. This clause reads :

Nothing ln this section shall be construed to
apply to combinations of workmen or employees
far their own reasonable protection as such work-
men or employees.

If they have combinations which are not
reasonable for their protection they would
not be protected. I think this is a reason-
able amendinent. It allows them to com-
bine in reference to matters that are within
their proper powers as an organization. It
iýs not unreasonable and I do not think that
it goes beyond the spirit of what is intended
by the Trades Union Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It Is
difficult to understand why there is any
necessity for this provision. It declares
any one gullty who-

Unduly limits, &c., the facilities for transport-
ing, producing, manufacturing, suplying, storing
or dealing In any article or commodity which
may be a subject of trade or commerce.

But it shall not apply to trade unions who
combine for their own reasonable protec-
tion. What combination Is there that could
exist for their own reasonable protection
that would interfere with, or affect that
clause ? Then the next subhead is :

To restrain or Injure trade or commerce ln
relation to any such article or commodity.

Then ithe next is :
To unduly limit, lessen the manufacture or

production of any such article of commodity, or
to unreasonably enhance the price thereof.

Why is that done ? It is done for the pro-
tection of the business In which they are en-
gaged, in order to obtain more money.
Under this clause it exempts the combina-
tion of men or employees who combine for
their reasonable protection. How can it
affect them, and if it does not affect them
what is the necessity for It ? It is making
a special provision to protect a certain class
of people against doing that w'hich you de-
elare to be wrong in another class of people.
That is the objection I have to this amend-
ment, and I think that the Trades Union
Act. which gives them full power to or-
ganize and adopt rules and regulations for
their own protection, goes far enough. But
the great fear on the part of Some of these
people is that something may possibly be
done to interfere with another class of the
community. In puttlng a law upon the
statute-book, It seems to me that it should
apply to all classes. If it be wrong in one
it necessarily cannot 'be right in another,
and as the hon. gentleman for Halifax has
just pointed out. the occurrences going on
in St. Louis at the present time should make
us pause before going too far ln the direc-
tion which this amendment would lead us.
It looks like pandering to a senti-
ment which is detrimental, when ru-
duced to practice, to the weli-being of
society at the present time. No one would
go further than I would to protect work-
men in their rights, but it is going altogether
too far to adopt this clause, and, thinking as
I do, and having a decided objection to what
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I consider class legislation, I shall second the
motion that this House do not concur in
this amendment.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I am decidedly in
favour of accepting the amendment made
by the House of Commons. I think it might
be safely left to the judiciary to say what
is for the reasonable protection of workmen.
The judges will be able to deal with the
matter.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The amendment
proposes to take It out of the bands of the
judiclary. It does not propose to have a
judicial construction of It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will see
that he la mistaken. The amendment reads:

Nothing in this section shal! be construed to
apply to combinations of workmen or employees
for their own reasonable protection as such work-
Men or employees.

It Is of the very essence of the working of
the organization that they should have the
opportunity of combining. If you take away
that right, you practically abolish the Act
by which It Is intended to recognize their
right to organize ln that way.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-No, no.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-' To unduly limit the
facilities for transporting produce' and so
On. Supposing a railway company propose to
reduce their rate of wages twenty-five cents
and the workmen strike and the operation
of the road ls stopped for the time being.
These workmen are, wlthin the literal mean-
1ing of the Act, unduly limlting the facilities
for transportation. That ls an undue limi-
tation. The transportation ls stopped.
While you would not give to the raliway
company the right to refuse to carry for-
Ward the products and passengers, so far
as It was necessary, you do give that right
to the union, because if you do not give
them that right, you absolutely take froin
them all their organization and all their
power to protect themselves.

lion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-And
the right to strike.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If you can show that
what they are doing ls unreasonable, sup-
posing they undertake to prevent others
going ln or otherwise seeking employment,
or putting impediments In the way of the
road being operated at all, then the court

would be at liberty to hold, upon the pre-
sentation of those facts, that what they
were doing went beyond what was necessary
for their own reasonable protection, and
they would come under the operation of the
law. They are in a different position from
the manufacturer or the carrier, because in
the one case what they propose to do is
absolutely necessary for their existence; It
ls not so In the other.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is not
that word ' reasonable' subject to ail kinds
of Interpretations by the different parties
who would have to construe its meaning ?
The hon. minister could not possibly have
given better reasons for the rejection of
this clause. He says a certain combination
bas, for its own protection, the right to
strike and to prevent the carrying on of
any business. We know what the couse-
quence of such strikes are. We read the
other day the results of that which the hon.
gentleman ls argu4ng in flavour of, the pro-
tection of strikers who have stripped
women of their elothes and tarred and
feathered tbem In the street. He says that
le rIght. He says If the combination got
together and demand a certain increase of
wages, or if a railway company, from its
lack of receipts, think it ls necessary to re-
duce the wages for the time being because
they cannot afford to pay them, they say:
'We must reduce your wages ten per cent,'
then they are to be protected ln that busi-
ness whatever it may be ; then a strike fo,-
lows. and business is stopped. I think that
is sufficient without going further to prove
my argument. If it is not right in the rail-
way people to say 'We cannot afford
to pay you what you demand,' is it right
for any party to prevent others froa work-
ing. If it is criainal for the railway comi-
pany to say that, then it ls equally criminal
for a combination to say: 'Then you shall
not carry on business.' I believe, honestly,
from what I have read, and statistices which
have been published ln the different maga-
zines in reference to strikes, that they have
been detrimental to the working classes lu
Europe and everywhere else, from a pecu-
niary standpoint, an actual loss ; figures
will demonstrate that. I am not arguing
ln favour of oppressing the working man,
but what le right for one class of the com-
munity is right for all others, and what le
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wrong and criminal la one class cannot pos-
sibly be right In another.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The present law
has been upon the statute-book for eight
years. This exception bas been introduced.
We have had the law In operation since the
passage of the Criminal Code, and in no case
can my hon. friend point out that the courts
have held that this section applied to or-
dinary trade unions. Unless My hon.
friend can point out to the House that the
law, as it bas stood for the last eight years,
has been oppressive upon the workmen,
there is no reason why we should change it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend Is argu-
ing that they have the power already.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Whlch power?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This immunity.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The law as It
stands to-day does not deal with the ex-
ception of workingmen. It Is proposed to
tack on to the section an exception exempt-
Ing workingmen from this particular clause,
and as I said before, taking it away from
the courts. You have tacked on to this
clause an exception in favour of workmen.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The second section of
.the Trades Union Act, chapter 131 of the
Revised Statutes, says :

In this Act, unless the context otherwise re-
quires, the expression 'trades union' means such
combination, whether temporary or permanent,
for -regulating the relations between workmen
and masters, or for Imposing restrictive con-
ditions on the conduct o any trade or business
as would, but for this Act, have been deemed
to be an unlawful combination by reason of some
one or more of Its purposes being in restraint
of trade.

The law now exempts that. Then section
22 reads :

The purposes of any trade union shall not
by reason merely that they are In restraint of
trade, be deemed to be unlawful so as to render
any member of such trade union liable to crimi-ral prosecution for conspiracy or otherwie, or
so as to render vohd or voidable any agreement
or trust.

I think these provisions amply protect the
trade union. Then this section 520 says :

Every one is guilty of an indictable offence,
and lable to a penalty not exceeding $4,000
and not less than $200 or two years' imprison-
ment, or If a corporation, is liable to a pen-
alty not exceeding $10,000 and not less than
$1,000, who conspires, combines, agrees or ar-
ranges with any other person or with any rail-
way or steamship, steamboat or transportation

Hcompany:
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

(a) To unduly limit the facilities of transport-
ing, producing, manufacturing, supplying, stor-
ing or dealing in any article or commodity which
may be a subject of trade or commerce.

The elder hon. gentlemen will remember that
In 1877, the men on the Grand Trunk Rail-
way struck, and hon. gentlemen will remem-
ber the very serlous Inconvenience the whole
community was put to because they inter-
fered with the running of the trains on that
line and stopped traffle altogether. The
public have an Interest greater than that
of any trade union In seeIng that the busi-
ness of the country Is allowed to proceed.
Supposing a member of a trade union is
indicted under this section of the code
for having entered Into a combination to un-
duly and unreasonably interfere with tran-
sportation, where will the jury be found to
conviet him ? That is just the point. There
would be grave difflculty In obtaining a
jury to convict a member of a trade union
for conduct of that kind, no matter how
clearly unreasonable his conduct had been,
and I think the better way is to let them
stand in the same position as others.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-It is left to the court
to determne what is the meaning of reason-
able protection. The keynote to the clause
is the reasonable protection.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am astonished by the
line of argument pursued by the senior
member for Halifax. He says the Trades
Union Act already does what Is proposed to
be done.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I sald it went far
enough.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend read It
and the words are almost the same. What
is the difference ? In the first place, that
provision Is a provision Inserted In the
statutes passed some years ago. The pro-
vision of the law, without this subsection,
Is inconsistent with that. Does my hon.
friend not see that ? Then, in the next
place, that was the trades union. This
provision would apply to voluntary asso-
ciation of workmen, and so, men who are
not in the trades union and who prefer the
liberty they have outside, willâ be protected
to the same extent as the trades union peo-
ple.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
have no business to be.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-And so I say, going
no further, being subsequent in podn't of
time, it re-affirms the law as far as the
trades union is concerned, and it would also
afford the same protection that the Trades
Union Act affords to other workmen. It
changes the law as it stood for the last eight
years.

Hon. Mr. MILL.--No. You are proposin1g
here to legislate and make the law more
strict than it was before-at all events more
precise,-and the result may well be that if
the other provisions of the section were to
be affected, that provision of the Trades
Union Act would be mere4y repealed so far
as they are concerned, and It would not, at
all events, extend to any other class of
workmen. This would put all associations
of workingmen on the same footing.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Will it not cause ad-
ditional associations to be formed ?

Hon. 'Mr. MILLS-I do not think so.

Hon. IMr. CLEMOW-We have sufficient
now, and I do not want to increase the
number. You are going to give them addi-
tional facilities. In place of having to deal
with one set of unions, you will have to
deal with a dozen.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-So much the better.

Hon. Mr. OLEMOW-I do not think it.
We bave had a strike here within the last
few days, and we know the inconvenience
it has caused to the public. I want to give
those parties the same rights and privileges
they have enjoyed up to the present time,
although they have enjoyed too many, but
I do not want to increase the number of
those associations. We know they wili have
their presidents, vice-presidents, secretaries,
and all will have to be paid out of the earn-
ings of the workingmen. I do not believe
You are going to benefit that class of people
by interfering with the law as it stands.

The Senate devided on the amendment of
Mr. Power. which was adopted by the fol-
lowing vote :

Contents

Allan,
Almon,
Bowell (Si
Clenow,
Ferguson,
Landry,
Lougheed,

r Macke

Hon. Messrs.
Lovitt,
Macdonald (P.E.I.),

nzie), McKay,
O'Brien,
Power,
Prowse.-13.

Baird,
Burpee,
Dever,
Gowan,
McSweeney,

Non-Contents :
Hon. Messrs.

Mills,
Scott,
Vidal,
Young.--9.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved concurrence ln
the following amendment:

Page 14, Une 22.-After ' holiday' lnsert the
following: -

'Section 744-by repealing subsections 1 and
2 thereof, and substituting the following:

'744. If the court refuses to reserve the ques-
tien the party applying may move the Court of
Appeal as hereinafter provided.

' 2. The Attorney General or party so applying
niay on notica of motion to be given to the ac-
cused or prosecutor, as the case may be, move
the Court of Appeal for leave to appeal. The
Court of Appeal may upon the motion and upon
considering such evidence (if any) as they think
fit to recelve, grant or refuse such leave.'

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is a matter of
some little consequence, and in my humble
judgment, the amendment made by the
House of Commons is not a desirable one.
Every hon. gentleman must recognize how
important it is that the decision of a
criminal court should be final and that we
should not increase the facilities for appeals
in criminal cases. One of the features
which distinguish our administration of the
criminal law in this country from the ad-
ministration of criminal law in the adjoining
republic, is that, as a rule, when a case is
tried here that is the end of the matter; and
I do not think we should do anything which
would increase the facilities for appeal. The
practice in the past has been that l! the
court refuses to reserve a question of law
which the counsel for the prisoner asks to
have reserved, the party may apply for leave
to move in the court of appeal, but he has
to get the consent of the attorney general
of the province or his representative. to
make that motion, and I think that is a
reasonable restriction. The attorney gen'-
eral of a province has no personal interest
or feeling in the matter ; he bas no animus
against the criminal, and if there is a good
ground around for allowing an appeal he
will allow it. There have been one or two
recent cases in Montreal which, perhaps,
have led to the Introduction of this measure.
I have an impression that this amendment
was made at the Instance of legal gentlemen
concerned in a recent important trial in
Montreal, the result of which ls that some
gentlemen who had been connected with a
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certain bank in that city are now in prison.
It is a good thing that no facilities for ap-
peal or delay in the intliction of punishment
in that case exist ; and I think ve had bet-
ter stick to the law as we have It now.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not understand
this amendment precisely as the hon. gentle-
man does. At present the practice is to
apply to the Division Court, and sometimes
the judge has refused an appeal, and this
takes away the power that previously exist-
ed to apply to the Division Court In the
province of Quebec, and makes it necessary
to apply to the court of appeal, and so the
decision on the subject of hearing the points
reserved will always be uniform. We have
sometimes had one division deciding one
way, and another another way, and so it
was necessary to go to the court of appeal
for a decision. That will be rendered un-
necessary by this provision. Under this
second provision there will be permission
also to the attorney general, if he is dissatis-
fied with the ruling of the court, say In fav-
our of a prisoner, the counsel shall have
leave to appeal to settle what he considers
an erroneous view of the law. as the other
party may have the right to appeal and
have the question settled possibly in favour
of the accused before the court of appeal.
You put the Crown and the prisoner In this
regard-in respect to appeal-upon a foot-
ing of equality, and that is all that is accom-
plished by the provision.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I think it is desir-
able myself. I never could reconcile the
opposition which has so often been express-
ed with reference to appeal in criminal
cases. It seems to me the liberty of the
subject is the most priceless matter which
could possibly be dealt with even by the
highest court of the realm. You provide a
whole gamut of appeals for trifling civil
cases. You can start in the lowest court,
and, on some questions, go to the highest
court, and yet where the liberty of the sub-
ject is involved you are bound by the decl-
sion of the first court. Why should not the
subject be placed in precisely the some
position as the attorney general or the Crown
itself. Under the law as It standgthe at-
torney general has the right to go to the
court of appeal. whereas the subjeet bas
not that right. He must get the consent of
the attorney general. It seems to me that

Hon. Mr. POWER.

the court of appeal is better able to deter-
mine question of appeal than the attorney
general, who, in many Instances, cannot be
expected to go as fully as a judge or a court
into matters involving the trial of a criminal
case. The law, as it at present stands, is
very expensive. It multiplies litigation. If
the judge refuses to reserve a case you bave
to fight that out before the attorney general
before you reach the court of appeal. The
attorney general cannot give a proper opin-
ion on the subject without the evidence be-
fore him, and unless It is argued by the
parties before him, and that Involves ex-
pense. If he gives leave to go to the court
of appeal you can go and ask leave to ap-
peal. This amendment dispenses with the
necessity of going to the attorney general
to endeavour to obtain the right to appeal.
I think the amendment is highly desirable.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The first and second
subdivisions of section 744 read as follows :

If the court refuses to reserve the question,
the party applying may, with the leave in writ-
ing of the Attorney General, move the court of
appeal as hereinafter provided.

The amendment is to strike out the
words :

With the leave in writing of the Attorney
General.

The attorney general,I think, could usually
be trusted to give leave to appeal where
there was good ground for appeal. The
second subsection is :

The Attorn y General, or any peraon to whom
such leave as aforesaid is given, may, on notice
of motion to be given to the accused or pro-
secutor, as the case may be, move the court of
appeal for leave to appeal.

I only express my opinion. I do not pro-
pose to divide the House on it.

The amendment was concurred in.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The next amendment
is :

Page 19, line 10-Leave out from ' defrayed ' to
ot ' property,' inclusive, in line 34.

That clause was framed upon a decision
given by the judicial committee of the Privy
Council, in 1893. Since then there has been
an amendment to the linperial Statute mak-
ing the law as it would stand without this
section. I received some communications,
which I put in the hands of the Solicitor
General, and we thought it was safe to fol-
low the English legislation, and so this
clause has been struck out.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
amendment then makes our law in unison
with the Imperial legislation ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

The amendment was concurred in.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The next amendment is:
Page 21, lne 10.-Leave out from 'suit ' to
16,' inclusive. in line 32.

Hou. ir. POWEIt-That is the clause
with respect to whipping, the clause in-
troduced by the hon. gentleman from York?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. I think it was
a very proper provision. Since this Bill
came up here, I had a letter from a police
magistrate stating that some eight or ten
boys had been engaged in stealing iron and
brass, and he hardly knew how to deal with
them, because they ranged from ten to four-
teen years of age. It seems to me that if
the law had only permitted what this clause
proposes to give the boys a switching and
send them home, it would have been a better
and wiser course than possibly to send them
to a reformatory for some years.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I can only repeat what
I stated when this clause was before the
House. The experience of those who hiave
taken the greatest possible interest in the
reforming of juvenile offenders. all points
in the same direction. In many cases an
immense amount of mischief is donc by
Sending young lads to jail, out of which
they corne worse than when they -'ant 'n.
If they were whipped, this harm would not
be done, and they would not appear as
heroes in the eyes of their companions. I
think it is a great pity that the clause has
been struck out, but I suppose there is no
use in reinserting it.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Can we not reinsert
it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Of course we can send
the Bill back again, and if we desire to re-
tain the clause we can refuse to concur iii
the amendment. All I can say is that I a u
quite ready to strike out the clause. I
Would rather do that than jeopardize * the
Bill. I have not read the proceedings of
the House, and I do not know hoy unani-
Mous the feeling was against the view
taken by a majority of the Senate with
reference to this provision, but I arn lu the
hands of the House.

42

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
think there was in the House of Commois
a general feeling that it was wrong to place
the power in the hands of a magistrate to
whip anybody's child. That was the sen-
timuental reason whieh led themn to strike it
out.

Hon. 'Mr. CLEMOW-I think it would be
a deterrent. I do not think they would re-
quire to use the power of whipping except
la a very few instances.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I agree
with the opinion of the hon. gentleman
from Rideau division. An instance has oc-
curred, within a few days, in the city of
Charlottetown, in which it would have been
infinitely better for the magistrate, or the
person having jurisdiction, to have juvenile
offenders whipped than to send them to jail
for any period of time. Three or four little
boys, to whom a whipping would be a de-
terrent from engaging in crime again, had
committed burglary there, not only in one
store, but In two. They were led to this
by another youngster who had been con-
victed and sent to the penitentiary, and had
returned within a few days ? Those three
lads will probably be convieted and sent to
jail to assoclate with hardened criminals
and people from whom they certainly would
learu nothing for their advantage or benefit.
It would be a thousand times better and
more conducive to the morality of those
ehildren, and would enable them perhaps to
grow up to be good citizens, if they got a
sound whipping and were returned to their
parents. It is the greatest cruelty possible
to send offenders of that kind to jail where
they associate with hardened criminals.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Some hon. gentlemen
think that children can be sent to reforma-
tories, but there are only half a dozen re-
formatories in the country. As a rule the
juvenile offender is sent to associate with
hardened criminals, and the chances are he
is ruined for life. With respect to the
action of the House d Commons, our action
is not quite final yet. If they adhere to
the amendment the Senate bas an Oppor-
tunity to recede after this, but considering
that we sent down a Bill to amend the
Criminal Code in 1897, and sent another
one down in 1899, I think we might claim
that what we do this year is entitled at
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all events to fair and reasonable considera- derstand the true meaning of it, but if I
tion. do h is going to do harm. Subsection 2,

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I opposed this new od
proposition when the matter was before the 2. The using by any manufacturer, dealer ortrader ot'ier than such other person of any bot-
Senate a few days ago, and I have seen no tie or siphon for the sale therein o! any beverage
reason to change my views in reference to or the baving upon it such trade mark or the
Iname of another person, buying, selling orit. cosidr tht te sstemof logingtrafficking in any such bottie or siphon without
children with birch rod belongs to the past- such written permission, such other person or
that we are in advance of that age atpos-thatwe re n avanc oftha ag atsession any such bottie or siphon having upon
present. And although I agree with some it such a trade mark or name without such writ-
of the remarks of the hon. gentleman from ten permission, shah be prima fade evidencethat such use, buying, sehlng or trafflcking or
Oharlottetown, that there may be cases possession is unlawful within the meaning of
where a switching-but not with a bircl this section.
rod, I would say with a birch switch-might Junk dealers are going arond the country
be better for the culprit than to send hlm buying junk, and they pick up aie bottes
to the common jail. But this Bilo applies with Caring's or other trade marks on them.
lot only to cities and townn, but to rural If a junk denier was carrying home a botte

districts also where every Tom, Dick and with one f these marks on It, lie would
Harry ss appointed constable, and to place render hmsef bable to prosecution under

it la the power of suct men to whip boysw this clause.
with a bircli rod woult be a mistake. The l rson. Mr. POWER-The necessity for this
constables are generally young men, and proision lias arisen from tli e practice of
these young men being instructed ýby the persons who make up certain kinds of
magistrate to beat their neighour s child minerai and other waters using the siphons
of ten or fourteen years of age wtith a bircih and bottles bearing the trade mark of the
rod, possibly having some littie personal person who lias manufactured that whicli
spte against the famly, is caculated to was ing the botte first, and it is realy a sort
raise strife and turmoil ln a community of forgery. If one wislies to use a bottle
which wou d do far greter ,injury thand with ons cfthed mars i, ie cal

Harry~~~~~ ~~~~ isic aponelosalan opaerneis elfliabe to rogs eti une

commit the chld to jail. I think thc House wipe the label of, but this is intended to
c Commons hras taken a very proper vvew meet the cases of bottmes and siphons whlch
b? the question in eliminating this clause have the original maker's name stamped on
from the Criminat Code. There ougit to the bottae otr siphon, and one can readily
be some other way, by very short confine-,, understaud how fraud is perpetrated by
ment, and giving tyem some sort of punish- selling an lferor article with One of these
ment in the prisons if you do not send them trade marks on t.
to the reformatores. I do flot think towey in the b e first t is rl asrt
ougit to be suject to punishment wity o f r. Ifoneowies of aebote
birch rod la the hands of an ordinary coun- wateh s and that sort of thing buy all the

om itbotttes la the contry and take the labels
try comons hs t and put the r own names on instead.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-Speaking froi a long he label is taken off, but the name may
experence of the criminal aw, I am de- be impressed In the glass.
cidedly la favour of this clause which lias 1
been struck out by the House of Commons. on. Mr. SCOTT-Then they sws oufd ot
I find la varions quarters a strong opinion se ae
amongst members of the other Honse in Hon. Mr. MILLS-I moe that the further
favour of string It, out, and I should not consideration of this report be postponed
tike to see the Bih endangered by running until Friday next. It wil be necessary to
counter to the very deded opinion la the report to the Commons our reasons for re-
otiher Cliamber. jecting the amedments.

The ameadmefit was eoncurred ln. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does

Hon. Mr. McKAY-Before we depart from that require a reconsideration of the amend-
this Bi , I shoud like to ask the House to ments?
go back to clause 449. Perhaps, I do fot un- Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, on0.

Hon. Mr. POWER.

waesadta oto0hn u l h
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We particularly to the people of British Colum-
return the Bill, agreeing with some of the bia, ta know whetber le is to be relieved
amendments, and disagreeing as to the from the responsible duties which he las
others; then the House of Commons will say not been properly performing ln the past.
whether they concur In the amendments we
have made, and If they do not, they will THE MANITOBA SOHOOL QUESTION.
send the Bill back saying they do not con- MOTION RULED 0UT 0F ORDER.
cur, and It will be for us to say whether we The notice of motion being called
recede or not.

1'hi Sente ajoured.By the lon. Mr. LANDRYThe Senate adjourned.
1. Did the GJvernor Genera1ln Counil, on

March 21, 1895, render judgTent upon the appea
___________brought before his tribunal by the Cathollc mi-

r.ority of Manitoba, and is that judgment known
under the name oa 'The Remedial Order'?

note2. Dd ot that judgment order the legisaturTHE SNATE.of Manitoba to do justice ta the recognized grlev-
ances oC the Cathole minrity ot that province?

Ottawa, Tkursday, Julte 14, 1900. 1 3. lias the legisiature of Manitoba complied
f with that judgent, and bas it remedied the

Too Speaker took ihe Chlair at Tree grievances at the Catholic?
4. If Justice bas not yet been rendered to the

0 elok. mncrity injured in its rigbts, does the govern-
muent intend ta exact that the judgment rendered

Prayers and routine proceedings. sah be executed, and is It going to take the
steps ta have it executed?

RESIGNATION 0F GOVERNOR 5 The case which this chool question causedtrise having been apprea1ed ta the federal tri-
MeINNES. bunal, and a judggent havng been rendered

Hon.SirMACENZE BO ELL gae jby tliat tribunal, is it not precisely upan that
Hon.Sir ACKNZIEBOWLL, avetribunal and upan fno other that the obligation

notice tat le would falis af causlng Its judgment to be respected?
6. When is the government going to cause theCail the attention of the governiment ta the constitution and the judiclal decrees to be re-

thllowing statement reprted in the Victoria spected, and when w.l' the federal government,
n Tines ' o w the 2nd ot June inst., ta have been whi h by law is cc-stltuted the protWtar o!

Made by Mr. William Wallace Burns* McInnes, the rights a! minarities, treat this scliool ques-
sIn o the Gaovernor of British C olumbia, at a tion fram the paint a! view of rigt and duty,
Public meeting: and nat at ail as a question serving as a step-

Witit reference t his ather's position, lie ping-stne for certain politiclans?waud let the audience rnto a littie family secret.
For the past tw years bis father aad been in Hon. Mr. MIthLS-I migt eau attention
cammunicatlcni with the autharities at Ottawa 'to the tact, Mr. Speaker, tliat this questioni relation ta resigning, being sick and tred o
the warry. being a cttion frm rgar aa

Mr. Turner.-That twas and it is Mot s tht
t 4Mr. Mclnnes.-Tliat is not an untruth, and it should be placed on the orders again.

he recardr at Ottawa will bear me out.'
And inquire whethcr the Han. Thomas R. Me- The SPEAKER-When I saw tlat noticeIroes, Lieutenant-gr)vernor a! British Clumbia, withoutrcom-

mas sent iun is resignatian ta the goverment, an t nquired of tie clerk why It
or Iltiated to the Premier ar any of his cal- lad been plced on tlie paper tle second
lages a desire ta be rehlliieved fr the re- g amee and was informed tat sbme one adpPonsibialties ot the office he naw halds s C0,bas the gavernment taken any action ln the givei instructions ta one os the clerks taratter? If flot, do they intend dang sa? put it on the Orders o the Day without bis

le said: I should not bave put this notice, knowledge. I thouglit that this Inquiry had
on the paper, being a citation from a news- heen answered, so tliat It Is irregular t
paper, were it not that young Mr. MeInnes iTplace It on the Ordors o tie Day again.

ys that the records n Ottawa wil bear Hon. Mr. LADRY-I suppe I can gve
Out the statements wbidi lie lias made. It It as a notice of motion ?
Is easy for the goverient, wen the timen in
arrives, to state whetlier that e the actn th e
'Or not, because tbe action of tle lieutenant- hou. gentleman can place on Cth Order
goernor o! British Columbia, wtliout com- paper again a question whi lias been an-
nenting upon it, las attracted a very great stoered by the ninester.

deal of attention, as we al know, during Hon. Mr. LANDRY.-That might be o if
the last two years, and It Is very important, te question ad been answered; but sup-
lot OnIY ta the Dominion generaly, but posing ti e question has not been answered ?

421
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The SPEAKER-I may say to the hon.
gentleman that I think it is for the minister
to say whether he has answered the ques-
tion. If he says he bas no further an-
swer to make, that is an end to the mat-
ter.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I accept the ruling
of the Chair, and will give another notice.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
It is quite competent for a senator, or a
member of the House of Commons, to put
a question on the Order paper, and receive
an answer. After that answer has been
given, he cannot repeat the question, but
he can make a motion for papers, and bring
the matter before the House, based upon the
answar which has been given. That is the
course which has been pursued in the House
of Commons repeatedly, because questions
are asked in order to obtain information,
and upon that information a notice for
papers has been based. Whait the proceed-
Ing have been in this House, I am not pre-
pared at the moment to say, because it has
never been brought under my notice before,
but I know it is a common occurrence in the
House of Commons.

The SPEAKER-The hon. gentleman will
allow me to remark that the lnquiry in ques-
tion was identically the same as the former
inquiry appearing under lis name.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
not objectiing to the ruling. I was simply
pointing out that the question having been
answered as decided by His Honour the
Speaker, that the hon. gentleman could for-
mulate a motion hereafter in order-to obtain
the information which he sought by the
question. That is the only point I wish to
raise.

HILLSBOROUGH RIVER BRIDGE.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate copies of all plans, specifacations, pro-
files, estîniates of cost, and all other papers re-
lating to the construction of the proposed bridge
over the Hillsborough River, at Charlottetown,
P.E.I.; said papers to include the contract en-
tered into betwepn the government of Canada
and that of Prince Edward Island regarding the
said bridge; also all correspondence on the said
subject between the two governments; and also
any Order in Council or of the Department of
Railways settling the site of the said bridge.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

He said : In making this motion I may ex-
plain to hon. gentlemen that the Minister of
Railways lias given a notice in another place
of a Bill dealing with this question, and that
I am quite well aware that the Bill is to
be submitted to this parliament and is ex-
pected to be passed during the present ses-
sion dealing with this subject, and it will
theref>re be necessary that we should have
these papers before the Bill reaches us. The
members of the government in this House
w1ll know about what time the Bill will
reach us. I make this motion because it
is important that we should have those
papers before we can properly consider the
Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

LAND TITLES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING POSTPONED-

The Order of the Day being called.

Third reading of Bill (139) 'An Act to amend
the Land Titles Act, 1894,' as amended.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said : -The third reading
of this Bill has been postponed in order that
my hon. friend from Calgary might be
here, as a clause was added to the Bill on
the advice of the law clerk of the Interior
Department, to meet a difficulty that was in-
tended to be provided for by Bill No. 31,
which was in charge of the hon. senator
from Calgary. I am advised that the pro-
vision made in subsection 5, of this Bill as
now reprinted, covers the point in a satis-
factory manner. It would so appear from
correspondence received from some solicitors
in the North-west. I should be glad to hear
the opinion of my hon. friend on the sub-
ject.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I regret that I
was not present when the Bill reached its
committee stage. I had intended discus-
sing some of the provisions of the Bill with
the law clerk of the Department of the In-
terior, which department was in charge of
the measure. I may point out that a rather
serlous omission is to be found in clause
4 of the Bill, inasmuch as It is not suffi-
ciently comprehensive to apply to all the
lands in the territorles. The hon. Secretary
of State will notice that it was the inten-
tion that this Bill shall apply to ail lands
regarding which the ordinances of the North-
west Territorles, dealing with the Municipal
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and School Act apply. There are other
ordinances dealing with lands, such for In-
stance as special charters granted to muni-
cipalities, whIch ordinances are not included
in the Municipal Act, and are entirely dis-
tinct from it. Consequently, you would eli-
Ininate those lands from the operation of
this measure if you adhered to the expres-
sions in clause 4. If my hon. friend will
permit the Bill to stand until to-morrow, I
will point out to the law clerk of the Depart-
ment of the Interior wherein the Infirmity
exists. and doubtless he will at once appre-
Ciate the suggestion I am prepared to make.
I might say. with reference to clause 5 of
the Bill. in my judgment it is more desirable
than Bill 31 which was intended to deal
with the same subject. I therefore think
If these suggestions are embodied in the
Bill it will be highly desirable.

OTTAWA, BROCKVILLE AND ST. LAW-
RENCE RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second

reading of Bill 120, 'An Act to incorpor-
ate the Ottawa, Brockville and St. Law-
rence Railway Company.' He said: This
Bill is for the purpose of constructing a line
of railway from Ottawa to Brockville,
through the counties of Carleton, Grenville
and Leeds. It has undergone some change
in the House of Commons since first intro-
duced. The company asked for power to
operate an electrie railway between the
cities of Brockville and Ottawa. This was
objected to in the House of Commons and
removed from the Bill, and there Is now
no objection to it.

The Bill was rend the second time.

The Order of the Day was discharged, and The Senate adjourned during pleasure.
the Bill was ordered for third reading to-
mnorrow. BILLS ASSENTED TO.

After some trne the House resumed.
THIRD READINGS.

His Excelency the Rlght Honourable Sir
Bill (121) ' An Act respecting the Ontario Gilbert John llot, Earl of Minto and Vis-

Power Company of Niagara Falls.'-(Hon. count Melgund of Melgund, County of For-
Mr. Clemow.) far, lu the Peenage of the United Kingdom,

Bill (112) 'An Act to incorporate the Que- B
bec~~~~~~~~~ an aeHrnRi yCmay~ In the Peerage 0f Great Britain, Baronet ofbec and Lake Huron Railway Company.'-:

(Hon. Mr. Landry.) Nova Scotia, In1ght Grand Cross of theMost Dlstinguished Order of 'Saint 'Michael
Bill (101) 'An Act respecting the Nipissing and Saint George, &c., &c., Gaiernor Gen-

and James Bay Railway Company.-(Hon. oral of Canada, being seated on the Throne,
Mr. Landry.) The Honourable the Speaker commanded

Bill (160) 'An Act to amend the Expropria- the Gentleman isher of tbe Black'Rod ta
tion Act.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.) pnoceed ta the House of Commons and ac-

quaint that House,-' It is Hs Excelency's

SECOD RADIGS.pleasure they attend hlm lmrnediately ln
SECOD RADIGS.this House.'

Bil 10S GAn Act ta confer on the Co l- Who, being corne wirh their Speaker,
I3i5sioner of Patents certain powers for thef The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery rend
relief of j. W. nclersoii.'-(Bon. MrnPerley.) the Titnes of the Bis to be passed, as fol-

Bill (110) 'An Act to Incorporate the Acadia
Loan Corporation.'-(Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (150) 'An Act respecting the Salisbury
and Harvey Railway'Company.'-(Hon. 3r.
Baird.)

low :-
An At to incorporate the Congregation of the

Most Holy Redeemer.
An Act to incorporate thte Marris and Portage

Railway Company.

'An ct t arnnd ue At re' An Act to incorporaxe tae wuebeu
Bill (10) 'An Act to amend the 'Act re-Brunswick Railay Compan.

Specting the Merchants Bank of Halifa, An Act respecting the Cowichan Valey Rail-
and to change its name to the Royal Bank way Company.

An Act respecting the Northern Commercial
of Canada.'-(Hon. Mr. Power.) Telegraph Company (Limited).
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An Act reapecting the Montfort and Gatineau
Colonization Railway Company.

An Act resipecting the Thousand Islands Rail-
way Company.

An Act respecting the Bay of Quinté Railway
Company.

An Act respecting the )shawa Railway Com-
pany.

An Act to incorporate the St. Mary's River
Railway Company.

An Act respecting the St. Clair and Erie Ship
Canal Campany.

An Act respecting the Lake Erie and Detroit
River Railway Company.

An Act respecting the National Sanitarium
Association.

An Act to Incorporate the Holiness Movement
Church In Canada.

An Act respecting the Brandon and South-
western Railway Company.

An Act to incorpDrate the Crown Life In-
surance Company.

An Act respecting the Merchants Bank of
Halifax, and to change its name to 'The Royal
Bank of Canada.'

An Act for the relief of Edwin James Cox.
An Act to amend the Gas Inspection Act.
An Act to amend the Loan Companies Act,

Canada, 1894.

An Act respecting Inscribed Stock of Canada
in the United Kingdom.

An Act to a: the Act relating to Ocean
Steanship Subs* ic.

An Act respecting the incorporation of Live
Stock Record Ass-ciations.

'In Her Majesty's narne, His Excellency the
Governor General doth assent to these Bills.'

Then the Honourable the Speaker of the
House of Commons addressed His Excel-
lency the Governor Gene-ral, as follows:

Mlay it please Your Excellency:
The Commons of Canada have voted certain

supplies required to enable the government to
defray the expenses of the public service.

In the name of the Commons, I present to
Your Excellency two Bills--' An Act for granting
to Her Majesty certain sums of money required
for defraying certain expenses of the public ser-
vice for the financial year ending June 30, 1900;'

' An Act for granting to Her Majesty cer-
tain sums of money required for defraying cer-
tain expenses of the public service fir the finan-
cial year ending June 30, 1900,' to which Bills I
humbly request Your Excellency's assent.'

To these Bills the Clerk of the Senate. by

An Act to amend ' The Admiralty Act, 1891., ls xceiiency s
An Act to incorporate the Colonial Investment say -

and Loan Company.
An Act to amend the General Inspection Act

sc as to provide a grade for Flax Seed.
An Act respecting the Inspection of Foreign

Grain.
An Act to make further provision respecting

Grants of Land to members of the Militia Force
on Active Service in the North-west.

command, did thereupon

'In Hler Majesty's name, His Excellency the
Governor General thanks her loyal subjects, ac-
cepts their benevolence, and assents to these
Bills.'

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

An Act to amend tue Experimental Farm Sta-
tion Act.

An Act respecting the Restigouche and West-
ern Railway Company. PROPORTIONATE REPRESENTATION

An Act respecting the Dominion Cotton Mills 0F SHAREHOLDERS BILL.
Company (Limited).

An Act respecting the Yarmouth Steamship BILL DROPPED.
Company (Limited).

An Act respecting the Nova Scotia Steel Com- The Order othe Day belng called
pany (Limited). Second reading (ll S) 'An Act to secure pro-

An Act respecting the Quebec Bridge Company. portinnate representation o! Shareholders on
An Act to incorporate the St. Lawrence Ter- Boards o Directors of Corp:rations.'-Hon. Mr.

minal and Steaniship Company. Lougheed.)
An Act for the relief of Gustavus- Adolphus Hon Mr. LOUGHEED said: As this Bil

Kobold.
An Act for the relief of Catherine Cecilia would Involve a very considerable change in

Lyons. the eXlSting laW relating to corporations, I
An Act respecting the Western Alberta Rail- was very anxious to obtain ail the Infor-

way Company.
An Act to incorporate the Royal Marine In-

surance Company. the United States, and I amnot In a posi-
An Act to incorporate the Comox and Cape tion up to the present time to secure the in-

Scott Railway Company.
An Act to amend the Act respecting Securities

for Seed Grain Indebtedness. ing the obtaiuing of that information, I
An Act for the relief of Gertrude Bessie Pat- nove that the Order of the Day be dis-

terson.
An Act respecting the Ontario Mutual Life

Assurance Company, and to change its name to Hon. Mr. POWER-I regret that the hon.
the ' Mutual Life Assurance Company of Can-
&T.e Oe r of te Da bein cle :
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the present stage. I had hoped that he BANK ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
would, at any rate, have explained to the S

louse the reasons why he was In favour SECOND READING.
of this measure. That would have given Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
us something to go upon at another session. ing of Bill (163) 'An Act to amend the
I may say, for one member of the House, Bank Act.' He said : In moving the second
that I cordially agree with the object of the reading of this Bill, it is not necessary that
Bill. I think It is calculated to introduce I should detain the House for more than a
a much better system in carrying on the very few minutes. There is no new prin-
business of corporations than exists at the ciple involved Lin the measure. There is no
present time, and I trust the hon. gentle- radical departure from the banking system
man, ln letting It drop for the present docs
not propose to abandon It, but that he will
return with renewed strength.

which at present prevails in this country.
Our banking systeni lias grown to what it
is by slow degrees. It was not, in the
fIirst instance, based upon any abstract

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I might say, in theory of banking, but was such as experi-
explanation of the motion which I have just enee suggested as suited to the circum-
made, that I would not consider that I was stances of the country. Ten years ago
treating this House fairly if I proceeded certain ainendments were made in the Act,
with so Important a measure, involving, as and now the time has come when it is neces-
I have already said, such very radical sary to consider what further changes ex-
changes in the law of corporations with re- perience las pointed out as iecessary to
gard to the election of' directors, without our banking system. Perhaps in no coun-
Securinrg ail the information that might be try ln the world has any system of banklng
obtainable on such a measure. As I have worked more satisfactorily than that which
already mentioned, a law similar to that lias prevalied ln this Dominion. We have
proposed In this Bill obtains ln many states hiad a few banklng institutions that have
lu the union. I understand that that law!
has been in operation for many years in
several of the United States, and I have
been placed In communication with gentle-
men who profess to say that it has worked
satisfactorily in many of the states. I will
be candid with the bouse in saying that I
have also received Information to the con-
trary, and therefore, I do not desire to go
lnto the consideration of the measure with-
out having ail the information possible,
Particularly in the case of such an import-
ant measure as this. I therefore consider,
lu justice to myself, in justice to the House,
and In justice to the Institutions which this
Bill will affect, that I should be able, at
the time I introduce it serlously, to place
the House in possession of the fullest Infor-
mation possible. Hon. gentlemen will there-
fore appreciate the position I hold with re-
gard to the Bill. My wlthdrawal of it for
the present does not mean that I intend to
drop 1t, but vhen I secure the Information
which I am seeking, I shall ask the House
to again permit me to place the Bill upon
the Order paper.

The motion was agreed to.

failed. That must always happen under any
conceivable state of things. You cannot
devise a system of banklng so perfect that
it will obviate the necessity of good busi-
ness habits as well as high character on
the part of those who have the management
of those Institutions. Hon. gentlemen who
have been obliged to consider the failures
that have taken place la the case of a few
banks in this country during the past ten
years, know very well that those fallures
were not due to any defect in the general
system of banking that has been adopted.
Our system has, in fact, sprung from the
commercial life of the communIty. It bas
been carefully considered by those who are
interested ln it, and who have been carry-
lng It Into operation. Experlence from time
to time suggested the necesslty of changes,
and the altered circumstances and conditIons
of the country may suggest further change
as well. The changes that are proposed ln
the Bill, the second reading of which I have
moved, are changes, not of principle, but of

certain details, and those details can be best

considered in committee. There Is no

general principle running through the vari-
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ous amendments that have been suggested, ticular--could not by any possibility know
and so there is no general principle to dis- the details of the working of their institu-
cuss in connection with the proposed tions and they refused pointedly to make the
changes. Each is important in itself. Each affidavit. I know, speaking for myself, that
is easily understood, and I would, therefore, when the affidavit was represented to me

move the second reading of the Bill, and which presidents are required to make, I
ask for the consideration of each of its would not under any circumstances do it,
clauses when the House goes into committee, and so changed it as to add to the affi-

and with the indulgence of the House I davit ' so far as I know. or ' to the best of

shall ask that we proceed into committee my knowledge.' I may add that the

after the Bill bas been read the second Ontario government accepted that, I sup-
time. pose, looking at the provisions of the Act

which they had passed, they found that
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The anybody having any conscience to satisfy

hon. gentleman having intimated his in- would not make the affidavit required. If
tention to go into commnittee at once, with there Is a clause in this Bill, as has been
the consent of the House, It will not be pointed out to me, that cannot be complied
necessary for me to ask one or two ques- with, it would only require a few words to
tions that I intended to ask. It bas been make the change, and I would ask the hon.
represented to me that In one of the clauses gentleman whether it is his Intention to
there are certain returns asked for from make that slight amendment.
the banks which it is impossible for them
to give, and I intended to ask the bon. gen- Hon. Mr. MILLS-If the changes are very
tleman whether he intends to make any slight. I did not think it necessary to
amendment that would relieve the banks mention it at the second reading of the Bill,
from the penalty Which would be in- but the suggestion bas been made, and I am
curred by not complying with the pro- prepared to accept the very slight change
visions of the clause. It is very important that is proposed. It is in clause 21.
that all the information possible that is in
the possession of the banks should be given,
In order that the country may know exactlyo
the position In which banks stand. I may tun.
add, however, parenthetically, that Canada
has been singularly fortunate in the past The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
111 ber banking Institutions, and the man- Was read the second time.
agement of thei. Whereas bundreds of Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the rules be
banksa have failed l other countries, and suspended so far as they relate to this Bi.

' Soone of the colonies, the bankms wf Can-
ada have stood tbe test, and gone througù The motion was agreed to.
the severe ordeal of depression n trade The douse resolved itself into a Co
and fallures a n over the country, and siittee of the Whole.
remained solvent. One or two banks, to ThemotIn was agreedeto.e

c_ t e Miinist-er of: Jutce has referd
have failed, not through the system, but, to
use a very strong expression, through the
rascalities of those who were managing
them. I know that under some legislation in
the province of Ontario, calling for returns
from loan companies and companies of that
kind, it bas been impossible to give proper
answers. and what was the most objection-
able part was the faet the officers of
the companies were asked to swear
positively .to the correctness of the re-
turns. I know instances in which the presi-
dents and managers-the presidents in par-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

On the third clause:
The expression ' warehouse receipt,' defined by

subsection (d) of section 2 of the Bank Act, In-
cludes receipts given by any person In charge
of logs or timber in transit from timber limita,
or other lands, to their place of destination.

2. The word ' manufacturer,'- defined by para-
graph (f) of section 2 of the said Act, includes
a manufacturer of iogs, timber or lumber.

Hon. Mr. GLEMOW-This is additional
power given to the banks. They have not
this power at present.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That Is a matter of
doubt. The clause removes that doubt.
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Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I always understood
they had not that power. The hon. minister
thinks it desirable that they should have
that power ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The lumber trade is
an intricate trade and it is a matter of
doubt whether the bank can carry it out as
it lias been carried out In the past.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They have carried it
out in the past, acting under the theory
that the law is as it is proposed ln this
Bill to make It.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Does the hou. gentle-
man declare that that Is the case ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is not necessary for
me to deliver a judgment upon it. They
have not suffered by it. Experience has
shown that it is a necessary provision, and
we undertake to make clear what might
be a matter of doubt under the presenti
law.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I know there is a
divergence of opinion with respect to the
tenure of this property, whether it is lease-
hold-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The hon. gentle-
man is referring to standling timber. This
clause does not deal wlth standing timber.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This refers to timber in
transit.

On clause 15,
Hon. Mr. MILLS-Subsection 2 Is a re-

enactment without change of the provision
to the present section 7 of the Bank Act,
declaring that the bank is not to hold real
property, except such as is required for its
own use, beyond a period of seven years,
but with an additional provision, following
the Loan Companies Act of last year, that
the Treasury board may extend the time
for sale from time to time up to a period
not to exceed five years more, making twelve
years altogether. Then there Is a provision
that if the property is not sold and the
Treasury Department gives notice that a
sale must be effected or the property will
be forfeited, then the bank las six months
within which to sell it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-For-
feited to the Crown, I suppose, and not to
the Individuals ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-To the Crown? Yes.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 16,
16. The bank may lend money upon the secu-

rity of standing timber, and the rights or licenses
held by persons to cut or remove such timber.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
is new ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-But the banks have
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is been doing it for a long time and thèy have

supposed to be in the warehouse, and the a prescriptive right to it.
warehouse would consist of that portion of Hon. Mr. FORGET-They werp neyer
the Ottawa River on which it was carried caught.
until it reached Quebec, and the bank would
hold it as security for advances made the T
same as if it were ln the warehouse. The On clause 21,
warehouse may be a thousand miles long. Hon. Mr. MILLS-The change of which

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I think a ware- ny hon. friend opposite spoke on the motion
house receipt to-day will cover that class of for second reading is supposed to le made
property. In the Act the expression 'ware- la this section.
bouse receipt' means any reeeipt given by We propose to amend this clause and
any person for any goods. wares or mer- make it read as foliows:
ciandise. in actual or continual possession. The bank shah, wlthln twenty days after the
Goods in transit may be in a man's pos- close of each candar year. transmit or deiverto the Min!ster of Finance and Receiver General
session just as much as If lie had his handsi t be by hlm laid betore parliament, a returu
upon them. of ail drafts or bills of exchange.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The language Is broad Then, I strike out the words or any other
enoughi to cover it and it does not require negotiable instruments of the bank.'
to be in a warehouse. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That

The clause was adopted. Is lot hece ?
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was struck out. I
am reading from the House of Commons
Bill as amended.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The hon. gentle-
man Is reading from the original draft.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The remainder of the
clause reads as follows:

Issued by the bank te any person and remain-
ing unpaid for more than five years prior to the
date of such return.

Subsection 2 reads:
Such return shall be signed in the manner re-

quired for the monthly returns under section
85 of the Bank Act, and shall set forth, sa far
as known, the name of the person to whom,
cr at whiose request, such draft or bill of ex-
change was issued, and his address, the payee
thereof, the amount and date thereof, and where
the same was payable, and the agency of the
bank from which the same was issued.

Hon. gentlemen will see that I have in-
serted the words 'so far as known,' and I
have struck out the words 'if known.'

Subsection 3 reads :

Every bank which neglects to transmit or
deliver to the Minister of Finance and Receiver
General the return referred to, se far as known,
within the time above limited, shall incur a
penalty of $50 for each and every day during
which such neglect c-ntinues.

We have struck out the words ' if known.'
The banks shall set forth so far as known
the character of the papers for which no
demand has been made, and the other ex-
pression 'if known' refers to the address.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-But the whole
thing is ' so far as known.'

The amendment was agreed to, and the
clause, as amended, was adopted.

On clause 24,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to have
some information respecting this clause,
which enables the bankers' association to ap-
point a curator in case a bank suspends.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The necesslty for this
bas arisen from the fact that a suspended
bank issued notes after its suspension, and
this Is to enable the bankers' association to
appoint a curator to prevent anything of
that kind.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The curator bas
nothlng to do with the nianagement of the
bank ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No. He is to prevent
the frauds which have been practised.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill with an amend-
ment, which was concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third time, and
passed under a suspension of the rule.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, June 15, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

FAST ATLANTIC SERVICE AND PA-
CIFIC CABLE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL, rose to:
Call the attention of the government to the

following:
(Special by cable from the special correspondent

of the Montreal 'Star' in London.
London, June, 13.-Hon. Clifford Sifton, speak-

ing at the Mayoral banquet at Cardiff, said that
the fast Atlantic service and f.he Pacifie cable
were destined to be accomplished in a4 very short
time.'

And to inquire whether the government bas
any information other than that already laid be-
fore parliament, by correspondence or otherwise,
relating to an early commencement of the laying
of the Canadian-Australian Pacifle cable, as in-
dicated in the cable despatch quoted above. If
so, will it be laid upon the Table of the Senate
at an early day?

He said : My only object in asking this
question is to ascertain whether the govern-
ment have had any correspondence with the
High Commissioner through which they
might have obtained further information as
to the progress made by the board appointed
for the purpose of facilitating the con-
struction of this cable. The country, as we
ail know, is very much Interested in this
great work, connecting, as it would. the
two continents, and any information which
the government have on the subject would
be acceptable to those who take au lnterest
in the project.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Since the last correspon-
dence brought down to this House, there bas
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been no further information in the posses-
sion of the government on this subject. Mr.
Sifton may have liscussed the matter withl
Lord Strathcona, or Mr. Chamberlain, and
they may have expressed to him their opin-
ions or expectations or hopes, and lie may
have given expression to the view set forth
in the paragraph in the Star, although I do
not know. We have no correspondence and
no information beyond what, I think, is
already in the hon. gentleman's possession.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was
under the impression, or it was intimated
to me, that further information had been
recelved by the goverament, but as the hon.
gentleman says there has not, that ends the
matter.

a clear majority of seven of the legislature
il their favour. Then we had the huil-
liating spectacle of a lieutenant-governor
going down to the legislative hall to proro-
gue parliament, and every member of the
House, with the exception I think of Mr.
Martin, whom lie had called upon to fou a
government, leaving the place hooting and
jeering at the ruler of the province-ruler, I
think, I may term him in every sense of
the word-absolute ruler. If it be true,
under these circumstances, that lie has been
seeking relief from his responsible duties,
and that he is sick of the worry attending
bis position, the government, I think, would
not only have been performing their duty,
but would have been pursuing a course that
would have met the approbation of every

THE POLITICAL CRISIS IN BRITISH sensible and reasonable man in British Col-
COLUMBIA. umbla. A. statement of this klnd coming

from the lieutenant-governor's son. induced
INQUIRY. me to put the question to the hon. min-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL rose to: ister, in order that the country might know
Call the attention of the government to the why his resignation bas not been accepted,

following statement reported ln the Victoria if lie sent it in, or If he intimated to the'Times' of June 2 inst., to have been made by
Mr. William Wallace Burns McInnes, son of the government that lie desired to be relleved.
Governor General of British Columbia, at a pub- I am quite sure It would be a great relieflie meeting:

' With reference to his fathcr's position, he to the people of British Columbia if the
,would let the audience into a little family 1 government would act upon the stiggestion.secret. For the past two years his father had
been in communication with the authorities at
Ottawa ln relation to resigning, being sick and Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have received no such
tired of the worry. . communication, nor do I believe has any ofMr. Turner.-That is untrue. c

Mr. McInnes.-That is not an untruth, and my colleagues, as mentioned by Mr. Mc-
the records at Ottawa will bear me out.' Innes, jr. His honour the lieutenant-gover-And inquire wliether the Hon. Thomas R.
McInnes, Lieutenant-governor of British Co- nor of British Columbia has not written ta
lumbia, has sent in his resignation to the gov- any member of the government intimatingernnment, or intimated to the Premier or any is desire to retire, or to resîgn lis positionof bis colleagues a desire to be relieved from
the responsibilities of the office he now holds. as lieutenant-governor of British Columbla.
If so, has the government taken any action in Of course, I can concelve of conditionsthe matter? If not, do they intend ding so?

where a man might offer to retire from officeHe said: I think It would be interesting to i4 case lie received some other appointment,
know whether the lieutenant-governor of which would be a very different thing from
British Columbia has Intimated to the gov- what has been suggested here.ernment at Ottawa, bis 'esire to be relieved
fron the responsible duties which have de- Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I never
volved upon him since lie has occupied that supposed that the lieutenant-governor would
Position. All of us who read the newspapers write to the Minister of Justice on a ques-
know that lie has played a most extraordin- tion of this kind. He would write to the
ary part as lieutenant-governor. His first Premier of the Dominion.
act was to dismiss his ministry before the
elections, which had just taken place, lad Hon. Mr. MILLS-Quite so.
really closed, and before any one could Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
know whether the ministry was sustained or derstand my hon. friend to say that the
defeated. Another government succeeded. Premier has received no such intimation ?
That government lie also dismissed, when lie
desired to get rid of them, In the face of Hon. Mr. MILLS-None whatever.
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THE MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS OF
THE SENATE.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I should like to invite
the attention of the House to a new de-
parture in the recording of our minutes of
proceedings. It has been usual. ln past
years, and it was so at the beginning of
this session, when a motion was made call-
Ing the attention of the government to cer-
tain facts, that that motion was recorded in
the minutes and proceedings. I find. at page
75 of this year's record, that the Hon. Mr.
McDonald, of Victoria, B.C., called the atten-
tion of the government to Asiatic'emigration
to Canada. I could cite quite a number of
such entries, but I shall only mention one In
each year. The year before last, on May
26, Mr. Landry made a motion to place the
Speaker's ruling on record. Last year, ou
April 18, Sir Mackenzie Bowell called the
attention of the government to a telegraphic
despatch which was published in the
Erening Journal, quoting the whole article,
and ending with an inquiry. It is a well-
establisled rule that all those motions made
ln this House are put on record In the
Minutes and Proceedings. Of late, not one
lias been put upon record. I do not knosv
whQ gave the Instructions to have those
motions omitted from the Minutes of Pro-
ceedings, and I should like to know if a new
rule lias been adopted. There must be some
authority. Has the Clerk of the House
taken it upon himself to do so, or lias he
receved1 orders from any authority ? At
all.events. I call the attention of the House
to the matter, and I hope that the two ques-
tions put to-day by the hon. leader of thie
opposition will appear in the Minutes and
Proceedings. I think the few rights left to
us should be kept intact without inter-
ference.

The SPEAKER-I do not know anything
about w-bat the hon. gentleman is speaking
of. If lie had been kind enough to coin-
municate bis objections before the meeting
of the House, I would have inquired ; but,
as it is, I do not know why the motions have
not been put in the Minutes. I shall inquire
later. and infori the hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I took the same
course to-day that I took yesterday. I did
not Inquire before., nor did I Inquire to-day.

Hon. MT. MILLS

I was attacked yesterday, and I expected to
he attacked again to-day.

COLD STORAGE ACCOMMODATION
BILL.

THIRD REARDING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the third reading
of Bill (152) ' An Act to authorize contracts
with certain steamship companies for cold
storage accommodation.' He said : An lion.
gentleman desired to know the prices that
had been paid for cold storage over and
above the ordinary rate last year and the
present year. There are twenty-three ves-
sels under what is called 'control'-that is,
controlling the rates and the space. Seven-
teen of those charge *fIfteen shillings per
ton of 2,240 pounds. The charge last year
was ten shillings. Freights are higher this
year. Of the twenty-three, there are six
vessels that are still working under the old
contracts, and ihe charge with them is the
ten shillings as before.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is the continuation of the contract into which
they entered ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was asked if I could
furnisli the rates which is cliarged froin
United States ports. I bave appealed to
Prof. Robertson, and lie says the rates fromu
United States ports vary froin twenty-five
to thirty-five shillings in addition to the
ordinary freights. Our rates for cold stor-
age are so much less that, if we did not
control the space, the United States ex-
porters would occupy the whole of it, and
the vessels would be glad to get it, as they
could charge more than they are now re-
celving.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
United States vessels to which the hon. gen-
tleman refers receile no subsidies from their
government ?

Hou. Mr. SCOTT-No. I am illustrating
the question which was put to nie as to whe-
ther rates were higher or lower than from
United States ports, and I have given the
Information I recelved fromn Prof. Robert-
son.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It Is
satisfactory, but it is only fair to state tliat
the charges, varying from twenty-five to
thirty-five shillings, are made by vessels
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receiving no aid from the government, while
the new contracts into which the government
bas entered cost the shippers fifteen shil-
lings a ton., while the extra charge was ten
shillings under the old contract.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.) I should
like to inquire whether the fifteen shillings
a ton charged by these seventeen vessels is
in addition te the regular freight ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, that is above the
ordinary freight rates.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passPd.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (68) 'An Act respecting the Nickel
Steel Company of Canada.'-(Hon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (55) 'An Act te incorporate the Cana-
dian Bankers' Association.'-(Hon. Mr.
Lougheed.)

Bill (113) 'An Act
missioner of Patents
relief of the Frost
Limited.'-(Hon. Mr.

te confer on the Com-
certain powers for the

& Wood Company,
Power.)

LAND TITLES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

RECOMMITTED AND READ THE THIRD
TIME.

The Order of the Day having been called,
Third reading of Bill (139) 'An Act to amend

the Land Titles Act of 1894,' as anended.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Bill be
referred back to Committee of the Whole
for the purpose of striking a clause out of
the Bill. He said : I will explain why in
committee.

The motion was agreed to.

(In the Committee.)

lawyer in the North-west, and at the In-
stance of one of the North-west Judges.
Probably they overlooked this fact.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It is needless to
say that the Municipal 'Act provides as
to what assessors shall do, and how land
shall be assessed, and how notice shall ha
served upon the parties assessed, and then
the extraordinary remedy is given to a
municipality to sell the land in relation to
which there has been a default in the pay-
ment of taxes. This clause provides that
the judge may walve all these formalities
and practically confIrm the tax sale to the
purchaser. It seems to me that, in view
of the fact that an extraordinary remedy is
given to a municipality to sell the land for
taxes, and the lands are invariably sold for
a paltry sum, all the formalities should be
strictly complied with by the municipalities,
so that parties owning land may feel that
with reference to the assessments, all the
formalities have been complied with, and
that their lands are not bartered away
through the incompetence of some official
-who has made a defective assessment.
That, in addition to the other defect which
my hon. friend bas mentioned, I think
should warrant this clause in being struck
out. I may say that, although I have had
considerable experience in reference to tax
sales, I have not found or observed the neces-
sity for such a broad and sweeping section
as this particular one under consideration.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER, from the committee,
reported the Bill with an amendment which
was concurred in.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Bill be
read the third time.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Suspend the rule
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The attention of the (e~ Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-The

partment has been called by the hon. gen- rule says that where a Bill is reported fromtleman from Calgary, who is familiar with comnittee without any amendment beingthe working of the laws in the North-west made, It can be read the third time, but not
Territorles, to the fact that section 4, will under other cIrcumstances.
conflict with the laws of the North-west 1
Territorles, inasmuch as they have made Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is ail right if no ob-

provision for the evidence upon which the jection is made.
judge may confirm a tax sale, and it would Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
only be interfering with the law already In not object to the third reading, but the rule
existence there. I may say the clause was should be complied with, in order te keep
Introduced at the Instance of a leading our records correct.
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Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I do.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon.
from Stadacona objects.

ed from the committee when any amendments
have been made in committee.

gentleman That is just what we bave doue. It is
clear enough.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I asked if the rules Hon. Mr. MILLS-That rule, although uni-
were to be suspended. versal ln form, applies to public Bills.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-We have had Bills re-
ported from committee and read the third
time the same day; at other times, when
Bills were reported and the third reading
was objected to, it was postponed till the
next day. As I understand the rule, if a
Bill Is reported with no amendment, there
is nothing to prevent it being read the third
time that same day. But It fias been ob-
jected to, and Bills have stood over for third
reading till the following day. In the
present case the Bill is amended in coin-
mittee and the third reading Is moved for
without a motion for the suspension of the
rules.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is a difference
ln the rules as to private Bills and public
Bills. A private Bill shall not be read
the third time the same day It Is reported
from committee, and a public Bill should
not be read the third time where an amend-
ment bas been made; but I would direct at-
tention to the fact tnat this Bill hardly
comes under that rule, because it was set
down for the third reading to-day, and
when the Order of the Day was called, the
Secretary of State moved that the Bill be
referred back to the committee. That
would show the wisdom of not having read
It a third time on the previous day, but I
contend that the amendment that was de-
sired having been made, it is In order to
read the Bill. At the same time, I should
think there was no objection to letting it
stand.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If the
lion. gentleman from Halifax hlad read the
rile he would not have arrived at the con-
clusion he bas reached. It Is true It was
set down for the third reading to-day, but
was re-committed for amendment, and con-
sequently, when the Committee reports the
Bill, it reports a Bill with au amendment.
Rule 41 says :

No Bill shall be read twice the same day.
No Committee of the Whole House shalk pro-
ceed on any Bill the same day the Bill la read
the second time, and no Bill shall be read the
third time the same day that the Bill la report-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
is not a private Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is a
public Bill, and that makes my point the
stronger.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is scarcely within
the category, for the reason that it bas been
amended ln committee.already and set down
for third reading. It would be quite ln
order to make the ordinary motion, that the
Bill be not now read the third tume, but
that it be amended by striking out this
clause, and no exception could be taken to
that. But I have often heard It expressed
by members of this House that they would
rather the Bill should be sent back to com-
mittee. However, I will change my motion,
and move that the Bill be read the third
time on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

COMPANIES CLAUSES ACT
MENT BILL.

SEOOND READING.

AMEND-

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (X) ' An Act to amend the Com-
panles Clauses Act.' He sald : The ob-
ject of the Bill is to confer upon a com-
pany the power to change Its head office.
The Bill provides that this may be doue by
by-law, but that this by-law must receive
the assent of two-thirds in number, and at
least three-fourths in value of the share-
holders of the company, and It subsequently
must receive the sanction of the Governor
in Council. It is provided by section 2, that
this Act shall apply to companies Incor-
porated heretofore, as well as hereafter, but
shall not apply to any insurance company,
nor to any company which, under its Act
of incorporation, or any amendment thereto,
bas power to change Its head office or chief
place of business. We do not propose to
deal with those who have already this power,
but to confer It upon other companies ex-
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cept those mentioned in subsection 2. It 1
was introduced in the Commons by Mr.
Glimour without much chance of its getting
through, and we put it on the government
orders so as to facilitate its passage.

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

SAFETY OF SHIPS BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
Ing of Bill (12) 'An Act respecting the safety
of ships.' He said: This Bill consists of
a single clause. It is an amendment of the
Act passed last session, which also contained
a single clause. The Act of last session
reads as follows:

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary con-
tained in section 7 of the Act respecting the
safety of ships and the prevention of accidents
on board thereof, chapter 77 of the Revised Sta-
tutes as enacted in section 3 of chapter 44 of
the statutes of 1894, steamships sailig from any
port or place in Canada on or before the 12th
day of October in each year to any port or
place out of Canada, shall not be subject to any
of the restrictions therein provided as to deck-
loads, and no master of any steamship so sailing
shall be liable for any of the penalties therein
prescribed.

The Bill before the House reads as follows:

2. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary
contained in section 7 of the Act respecting the
safety of ships and the prevention of accidents
on board thereof, chapter 77 of the Revised Sta-
tutes, as enacted by section 3 of chapter 44 of
the Statutes of 1894, steamships sailing from any
port or place in Canada between the 16th day
of March and the 12th day of October in each
year to any port or place out of Canada, shall
not be subject to any of the restrictions therein
provided as to deck-loads, and no master of any
steamship so sailing shall be liable for any of
the penalties therein prescribed.

3. Chapter 33 of the Statutes of 1899 is re-
pealed.

Hon. gentlemen will see that in this Bill
we mention the period In the year at which
this Act is to begin, as well as the period at
which It is to close.

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

DOMINION OF' CANADA RIFLE ASSO-
CIATION INCORPORATION BILL.

SECOND REAIING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (169) ' An Act to incorporate the
Dominion of Canada Rifle Association.' He
said: Hon. gentlemen are all aware that

for many years there has been an associa-
tion kept up in Canada known as the
Dominion Rifle Association. Its benefits
have been very apparent, particularly In the
last six or eight months. It has had the
effect of stimulating the practice of sharp-
shooting. If our contingents in South Africa
have been successful, it is largely due to
the fact that they were not mere automa-
tons, that each man exercised a degree of in-
telligence which he had acquired by the
practice, which practice he followed up in
the corps and practislng at marks. We
know very well that the most deadly fight-
ing in South Africa was sniping,-men cut-
ting off each other by sharpshooting at con-
siderable distances, and it is quite im-
portant that we should all favour and
patronize the extension and enlargement of
the sphere of the Dominion Rifle Associa-
tion. The Bill was regarded as a public
one because it was asked for by the gen-
tlemen who have themselves been the lead-
ing patrons of the association, and who
have, no doubt, spent a good deal of time
and money In furthering the objects of the
association. It is with a view of giving it
corporate powers, to enable it to work more
satisfactorily by having rules and by-laws.

The motion was agreed to,
was read the second time.

and the Bill

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottatwa, Monday, June 18, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'lock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
Has an appeal of the Manitoba scho0l ques-

tion been submitted .to a Federal tribunal ?
What was the Federal tribunal ?
Has that tribunal rendered judgment upon

such case ?
Has the government any intention to have

that judgment executed ?
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say to my hon.

friend, with regard to this matter, that
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under the 22nd section of the Manitoba Act
it is only when it is impossible to secure a
settlement by negotiation that it is neces•
sary to have recourse to the coercive
measures that are provided by the British
North America Act and by the Manitoba
Act. That question, as to which was the
preferable method of settlement, was a
-question that was at issue at the tIme that
the remedial order was under the considera-
tion of parliament. The remedial order was
not adopted by parliament before the time
for the continuance of that parliament had
expired, and in the elections those that
favoured a settlement by negotiation suc-
ceeded. Negotiations were had and a settle-
ment was arrived at, and that settlement
has been carried into effect from time to
time as the opportunity has offered. So
far as the rural districts were concerned,
there were eighty-one schools in which the
system of separate schools had existed, as I
understand, prior to 1890. All those sebools
have accepted the terms of settlement, and
I am told are entirely satisfied, and would
not return to the former system if they were
asked to do so, preferring the system which
has been adopted under the settlement
which was reached. In the city of Winni-
peg there has been no difference in principle,
as I understand, between those who sup-
ported separate schools and those who sup-
ported the national system. The difference
has reference solely to the terms. I under-
stand the supporters of separate schools
asked that, in taking over those schools,
the school board should agree absolutely to
the employment of none but Roman Catholle
teachers in certain schools, and to carry on
the teaching as it was being carried on ln
the rural sections. The school board were of
the opinion that they had no power to agree
to that arrangement, although, as a matter
of fact, they were prepared practically to
carry such an arrangement into effect, and
so the matter stands in that way at the
present moment. I have no doubt that
terms and conditions will ultimately be
arrived at, if the friends of separate schools
have confidence in the board, that practically
will meet their wishes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If instead of my
question, I had placed an Invitation on the
paper, and asked the hon. minister to make
a speech, I should have succeeded, but I

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

should like to have an answer to my in-
quiry. I asked the hon. gentleman if there
was an appeal submitted to a federal
tribunal. Was there an appeal submitted
to a federal tribunal ?

Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman puts a
question to me, and I have had the courtesy
to answer him in the way that I thought
was proper. Now my hon. friend puts to
me a question categorically, 'was there an
appeal.' The hon. gentleman knows as well
as I do whether there was or not. I have
no special information on that subject to
communicate to the hon. gentleman. He
knows the facts. Then he asks what was
that federal tribunal ? The hon. gentle-
man knows that also. Then he asked has
the federal tribunal rendered a judgment
upon the case ? The hon. gentleman knows
that as well as I do. I have answered the
inquiry ln general terms suitable to the re-
quirements of the-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Of the situation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Of the general infor-
mation which he seeks, and in conformity
with the law of parliament.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the hon.
minister, in his answer, has mixed up the
remedial order vith the Remedial Bill. He
told us a moment ago, that the remedial
order had been before the House of Com-
mons and failed to become law. That was
never the case. If I want an answer, let
the hon. gentleman at least give me the
correct answer in conformity with the
facts. He says that I know all that, but he
speaks in a way that leads ihe to believe
that he does not know a word of it himself.
If he Is unable to answer these very pertin-
ent questions, let the bon. gentleman say lie
Is unable to answer. It is not because I
know, or do not know a thing, that justifies
him in refusing to answer a pertinent ques-
tion. I asked him if that tribunal had ren-
derel a judgmlent. I did not get an answer.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say that the hon. gen-
tleman has no right to put these questions,
so far as the rule of parliament is concerned
-- he has no right to put questions about mat-
ters which are not in the custody of the
government, but matters of general notori-
ety, and on which the hon. gentleman* ought
to be as well Informed as myself.
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Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I deny the assertion the policy adopted by the government of
of the hon. gentleman. I say it le his duty which he is a member ; he should rise above
te answer those questions. It is strange, if such a disposition, and Inform the House
the hon. gentleman can rise and give his and country on the subject.
ipse dixit, and thinks we must be satisfied Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Before the hon.
With it as a proper decision te be given set- gentleman from St. Boniface made the state-
tling a question of order. Let him quote ment he has made, and the affrmation that
Rourinot or May. He will find, in those this government should go further than it
quotations, ample reason why he should has gone, it would have been his duty te
answer. The other day he quoted May, tell us, on behalf of the Roman Cathollc
but he skipped a line or two. We never minority of Manitoba, in whose name he, as
saw those two lines he omitted. Let him well as the on. gentleman from Stadacona,
read further, and he will see what May desires te speak, whether since the change
says. I deny the authority ef the hon. of government in Manitoba, the present gov-
gentleman to decide whether I am right or ernment has been approached in a concilia-
wrong in my question. Let the Speaker tory spirit, te ascertain if the policy of Hugh
decide. I will net take my ruling from the John Macdonald ls different from the policy
Minister ef Justice. pursued by the Greeuway government. I

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I beg, with the in- was present in Montreal when Mr. Green-
dulgence of the House, te say a few words, way, a couple of years ago, said that some
not te discuss the matter before the House, concessions had been made te the minority.
because I do net think it ls the time te dis. I know that under these concessions, over
Cuss it, but te give the hon. Minister of Jus- 150 schools have been reopened and main-
tice a flat denial of his statements. He says tained their Roman Catbolic autonomy. Mr.
there has been a settlement of the Manitoba Greenway, in his speech, decldred that If
school question. There has been no settle- these concessions were net deemed sufficient,
ient at all, and consequently the remedial he was ready te go 'further. I do net know
Order is still in force, notwithstanding the how often meetings have taken place be-
hon. gentleman's statement. The schools tween the Roman Catholic authorities anda
have net adopted the so-èalled settlement as Mr. Greenway since he made that declara-
satisfactory justice extended to them. They tien, but I know one fact-that he is no
are net satisfied as the hon. minister says. longer in power there, and I should like te
The Roman Oatholics have put themselves know, from the champions of the Roman
Under the public school law, under protest, Catholic minority, If Mr. Macdonald bas
simaply because they were financially unable been appealed te by the representatives of
to support their own schools, and because the Roman Catholices te redress the griev-
they wanted their children te have some in- ances Of which the hon. gentleman com-
struction, but they have net accepted that plains ? If 'Mr. Macdonald says he accepts
So-Called settlement, which settles nothing. the situation as it ls to-day, and will net go
&gain, I say, the Roman Catholie minority any turther, then I can understand, If there

Of Manitoba are net satisfied. Everythling are grievances which cannot be remedied in
that has been done, bas been done under pro- Manitoba itself, why they should look else-
test. The hon. gentleman says we have no where for redress, but I have net heard
right te put those questions. I say that we either hon. gentlemen say that they cannot
have the right. There bas been a judgment. get full justice from the present government
The remedial order passed in March, 1895, ls of Manitoba ?
a judgment, and that judgment bas net been Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
executed yet, and we have a right te ask who rises te answer for the governinent la
the government whether they intend to ex- very mucli mistaken. A judgment bas been
ecute that judgment or net. The hon. gen- rendered by the Judicial Committee of the
tlelan should have some consideraton for Privy Council here and la England.
his OWn position, and opinions, when ho I
speaks te the House and te the country on Hon. Mr. MILLS-In England.
this question. He should not answer bon. Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And here. There is
gentlemen only with the idea of defending the remedial order.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is not a judgment.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-It is a judgment.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It is a judgment ren-
dered on an appeal.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A judgment does not
require an Act of parliament te enforce it.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-In this case it does.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is not a judgment.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-It is a jiudgment te
all intents and purposes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY--It is not a judgment.
ln the judgment of the bon. member.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Or anybody else.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The bon. gentleman is

very much mistaken. A judgment bas been
rendered, a decision given, and Manitoba bas
been served with a copy of that judgment,
or decision, and put ln a position te comply
with it. Manitoba bas refused te comply.
Where is the judgment now ? Where Is the
promise of the government te do justice
when the »local government does not give
that justice te which the minority Is en-
titled ? There is a duty devolving upon the
go<ernment. Is the government to-day
doing its duty ? Not at all. Yet the hon.
minister gets excited, and tries te lecture
us because we are asking him what is the
intention of the goverument in the matter.
The bon. gentleman from Delorimier told
us that Mr. Hugh John Macdonald is now
obliged to settle that question. That is not
the case. The prime minister of the day
in Manitoba has nothing te do with the
question at the moment. Tfle Manitoba
legislature has given its answer. It is the
government of the day here that should act.
T'he refusal of Manitoba has been given.
Why should this government wait any longer
before taking action ? Three, four, five or
six ministeries might pass away in Mani-
toba without anything being done te remedy
the grievance of the minority, if the govern-
ment have decided te wait for the decision
of each new administration. There would
be no end te the farce; therefore, action
should have been taken after.the first refusa]
of the Manitoba leéislature. I cannot congra-
tulate my hon. friend from Delorimier (Mr.
Dandurand), on having attended that dinner
given te Mr. Greenway ln Montreal. I know
It was made with great display. All the

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

members of the Liberals went, and kissed
bis hands there, and I suppose the hon. gen-
tieman from Delorimier is one of those who
kissed both bis hauds, as we can see by bis
course here to-day.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I might say one
word, in answer to the hon. gentleman from
Delorimier. As usual. the hon. gentleman
bas tried to make political capital again.
He has tried to remove the responsibility
which rests on this government and to place
It on other shoulders. It matters not to the
Roman Catholic minority of Manitoba
whether they receive justice from this gov-
ernment, or from the local government.
What we want is justice at present, and for
the last four years this governmnent bave
been derelict in their duty, and we are right
in continuing to ask from them full justice,
and to use the best means we bave to ob-
tain it. The Premier of this government re-
peatedly said in the campaign of 1896, that
he would obtain justice for the Roman
Catholie minority, and, if necessary, would
have recourse to the means which the con-
stitution places in bis hands. That he has
not done.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-If conciliation
failed.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I beg your pardon.
He said if conciliation failed he would use
the means placed in bis bands by the con-
stitution. Well, conciliation bas failed en-
tirely.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER--So much se, that
Mr. Greenway, in the last local election, de-
clared in bis address to the electors, and
in bis speeches, that the law as framed by
the so-called settlement in 1897, was there
te remain so long as he would retain the
confidence of the people of Manitoba. Far
from being disposed to make any amend-
ment and give justice to the minority of
Manitoba, the question now stands in that
shape unsatisfactory. I must say that I do
not agree entirely with the hon. gentleman
from Stadacona. My contention is that thls
government, and the other government alse,
at present have jurisdiction. The local
government in Manitoba can, of Its own
motion, give justice te a minority.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-Hear, hear.
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Hon. Mr. BERNIER-But if it does not,
this goverlment is in duty bound to come
to the rescue of the minority by passing
remedial legislation.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-This is a matter that
has engaged the attention of this House, of
the Ilouse of Commons, and of the people
generally throughout Canada for a number
Of years, and I am rather surprised at the
remarks of the hon. gentleman who bas
just resumed bis seat. He tells us that
the Manitoba government have this matter
entirely in their own hands.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Not entirely.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I claim they have it
entirely in their own hands. It is a matter
affecting the province, and until the min-
ority can show they have a grievance of
sutticient importance-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.
1i the Piv Crunil sa 9

What

y y
Hon. Mr. WATSON-That matter has been

decided by the House of Commons and sanc-
tioned by the Senate, and the hon. gentle-
man knows that when Mr. Greenway made
that statement in his address, he made It
believing he was right. The settlement of
18D7 had been accepted and practically
every school that was a Roman Catholie
separate school previous to the legislation
of 1897, has come in and accepted that
settlement, all except the separate schools
ln Winnipeg, and the friends of the hon.
gentleman from -St. Boniface. The Roman
Catholie minority in Winnipeg have inter-
Viewed Hugh John Macdonald. Have they
obtained any satisfaction from him ? fIe
said : 'No,' he would not pay any attention
to their representation until he heard the
Other side. If It had not been for the liberal
treatment extended by the Greenway gov-
ernment to the Cathollc minority of Mani-
toba, that government would be in power
there to-day. The Greenway government
Were attacked by Hugh John Macdonald
and his friends, who said that they had
been too lenient with the Roman Catholics
of Manitoba. My hon. friend took part in
that eampaign, and he knows that. One
of the strong grounds advanced by Mr.
hugh John Macdonald and his friends, dur-
ing the election in December last, was that
the Greenway government had been too lib-
-eral to the Roman Catholic minority in
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Manitoba, and I believe that reason tended
more to the defeat of the Greenway gov-
ernment than anything else. That is one
question upon which the people of Mani-
toba will not have any trifling. They said
It was their right to govern their own coun-
try. They stood by the Greenway govern-
.ment in two elections on that question. and
it was claimed by Hugh John Macdonald
and the Conservative press in Manitoba
that the government administered that law
so leniently that they should not have the
confidence of the people of Manitoba. That
Is the condition of affairs. In Winnipeg, If
the Roman Catholic minority were reason-
able, there would be a settlement. I claim
that they are not reasonable. The Catholic
minority have asked the school board to take
over their school and administer it as a
public school. The school board are willing
to do that under the Act, but the Roman
Catholics ask that these schools be main-
tained with Catholic teachers. The school
board, of course, had no power to make such
an arrangement to bind the school board
of another year. More than that, they ask-
ed, as they are practically all Catholic
children that go to these schools now, that
Protestant children should be excluded.
That is unfair, unreasonable, and not within
the spirit of the Act, and they cannot agree
to that. If the Roman Catholics of Winni-
peg are prepared to turn over those schools
to the school board of W innipeg, the school
board are prepared to accept them ; that is
that secular education shall be taught up
to half past three in the afternoon, and then,
as in all other schools, they can have their
religious teaching. But the Roman Catho-
ties are not prepared to accept that, and I
think any reasonable man Inside this
chamber, or outside it, will say that the
position taken by the school board is reason-
able and liberal, and there Is no doubt at
all that with the experience they have had
i ln the settlements where those separate
schools existed previous to 1890 and 1897.
they would not return, under any circum-
stances, to the state of things previOus to
that time. The children are belng taught
with competent teachers-teachers who are
qualified. Previous to that they were not.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I beg your pardon.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I know whereof I
speak, that a great number of the schools
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before that time were taught by persons
who had no certificates, and were not com-
petent. Now they have competent teachers,
and come under the law, and the children
are being educated, and outside the city of
Winnipeg there Is' very little dissatisfaction.
The best evidence of that is that they have
complied with the regulations, and have
taken the public school grant.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I am somewhat
under a disadvantage, because I have to
speak by the indulgence of this House on
this occasion and be brief. I suppose we are
not going to begin again the political cam-
paign that took place in connection with the
provincial election which the hon. gentleman
bas brought into this debate.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Who brought It in?

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-The hon. gentleman
says the Greenway government was de-
feated on account of its policy in school
matters.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-To some extent.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I may say there
were many other things beside the school
question for which that government should
be condemned, and It has been condemned,
fortunately for the province, and there are
certain matters which have come before the
public since which justify me in speaking in
that way. But I leave that aside. The hon.
gentleman says that if the Roman Catholic
minority could establish a reasonable griev-
ance, that his government would have
remedied It. But I should like to ask the
hon. gentleman whether he knows something
of the pronouncement of the Privy Council,
which stated that the grounds taken by the
Roman Catholic minority were just. That
pronouncement goes on to say that the
remedy must be given to the grievances of
the Roman Cathollc minority. The hon. gen-
tleman is not willing apparently to accept
the decision of the Privy Council, but I hope
the majority of this House will recognize
that when the lords of the Privy Council,
after going into the matter thoroughly, de-
cided that we had a grievance, that they will
accept such judgment. As a matter of fact,
we relied upon that. The Catholie minor-
ity always proceeded with prudence and
accordingt to the constitutioni. It was asked
of us that we should refer our grievances to

Hon. Mr. WATS)N.

the tribunals of the country. We did so and
we have had a judgment in our favour. but
now we have a large section of this coun-
try, a great political party, not wishing to
accede to the judgment of the highest
tribunal of the empire, and they persist to
stand in defiance of the law, of the constitu-
tion, and of the command of Her Majesty.
The hon. gentleman disparagingly speaks of
the Roman Catholic teachers, and says lie
knows whereof lie speaks. I regret to say
In this instance that his statements are not
accurate. He is misleading the House and
the public. The teachers of the schools of
the minority were capable, and, with very
few exceptions, qualified teachers fron our
province, or from other provinces, and conse-
quently he is misleading the House and the
country when lie speaks in the way lie lias
spoken.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The hon. gentleman
says I am misleading the House. I may
say that was one of the reasons why a
clause was put in that agreement of settle-
ment, that the Manitoba government would
issue permits to those teachers who were
not qualified until they could get qualified
teachers. There were many that were not
qualified, and could not pass an examina-
tion, and that clause had to be inserted in
the agreement that the government should
issue permits until they could get qualified
teachers.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Here again the hon.
gentleman is misleading the House.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
bas no right to say that the bon. gentleman
from Winnipeg is misleading the House.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I withdraw that ex-
pression, but I will not change my opinion.
However, I will state a fact which dis-
proves the assertion of the hon. gentleman.
Most of those teachers who were teaching
when that law came into force ceased to
teach as the time was going on, and by the
time the issuing of permits was inaugurated
by the government, it was almost a new set
of teachers with whom they had to deal.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-But these people to
whom they issued permits were not as a
rule the tea'chers who had been there be-
fore. The hon. gentleman in bis reimarks
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said that they wanted to maintain the spirit
Of the Act, and he says also, that the Ro-
man Catholies of Manitoba are not reason-
able in demanding certain things. That
shows this House the difficulty as it
stands in our province. It shows the dispo-
sition of the Liberal governient and of
these gentlemen who have always persecut-
ed the minority. What they want is to
maintain the spirit of their law, and they
Want us to capitulate before their exacting
policy.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Hugh John
donald eau give you all you want.

Mac-

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-This interruption
shows how matters go. They want to make
Political capital out of the school question.
They want to throw the responsibility on
Mr. Hugh John Macdonald, so as to get
rid of theirs. It does not matter to us
whether justice is rendered by a Conserva-
tive or a Liberal government. We are ready
to accept justice froni which ever hand it
may come, but justice must be rendered,
and it is ouly a way of shirking respon-
sibility to speak of Mr. Hugh John Macdon-
nid in this way. We may ask justice from Mr.
Hugh John Macdonald, as we do from this
government, but I say that notwithstanding
the recourse we may have against the local
government, the Dominion government has
Still full jurisdiction in this matter under
the constitution. The hon. gentleman will
be held responsible not only in the political
arena. but also in history. Every one here.
no doubt, has had an opportunity of seeing
the letter of His Grace the Archbishop of
St. Boniface, in the public press. The Arch-
bishop of St. Boniface has declared that this
s-called settlement is not worth the paper
On which It is written, in so far as justice
to be extended to the mi'nority is concerned,
and that all that las taken place, contrary
to what has been sald here, has not been
done with the view of adhering to the so-
called settlement, but the schools have been
Put under the Public School Act under pro-
test. and simply wait until better times,
Which better times I hope will come soon.

lon. Mr. PROWSE-It is not my inteu-
tion to discuss the separate school question
Of Manitoba at this time. I think the less
that question is discussed in this House, the
better it will be for the country, and the

better for the peace, order and good govern-
ment of the province of Manitoba. I cannot
congratulate the leader of this House uPon
his diplomacy in his answers to the question
submitted to him by my hon. friend from
Quebec. If he had spoken more mildly
and answered the questions as they appear-
ed on the Order paper, this rather hea:ed
discussion would have been unnecessary
and avoided. The first question is :

Has an appeal of the Manitoba school question
been submitted to a federal tribunal.

The answer to that Is yes. The next ques-
tion is :

What was that federal tribunal?
I think every one knows that tribunal was
the Governor lu Council. The third ques-
tion Is :

Has that tribunal rendered a judgment upon
such case ?
I think the answer to that Is yes, the judg-
ment was the remedial order. That is a
simple answer. The next question Is one
which the government should answer. The
answer to that inquiry may possibly settle
the question from one end of the Dominion
to the other, but I do not remember the
government answering It at all. The ques-
tion is :

Has the government any intention to have
that judgment executed?

The formal questions are matters of history,
and perhaps the hon. gentleman was right
in saying he should not be called on to an-
swer them, but this last question is not so
well known to private members as to mem-
ners of the government. If the govern-
ment answer no, so far as this government
is concerned, at all events it settles that
question. If they say yes, we want to know
in what way they are going to do it. It is
not for us to know what the intention of
the government is. We should have a
direct answer to that question, and it would
have a tendency to settle the matter, and
until it is answered decidedly by the gov-
ernment, the parties interested will not be
satisfied.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I agree with the hon.
gentleman from Prince Edward Island to a
large extent, but I do not agree with the
hon. gentleman from Stadacona. The opin-
Ions which that hon. geritleman seeins to
entertain with regard to parliamentary
practice, are, to say the least, peculiar. The
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object of addressing questions to the mem-
bers of the government is to obtain from
those members information which is pe-
culiarly within the hands of the gov-
ernment, not information as to whether
the sun rose yesterday morning, or ques-
tions which every one knows as much
about as the government do ; and 1
would direct the attention of the hon.
gentleman from Stadacona to the fact that
when these matters to which the first three
questions refer took place, the present gov-
ernment were not in power, and the hon.
gentleman's friends were in power, and he
was really in a better position to know what
was done than the hon. gentleman who is
now Minister of Justice. As to the answers,
the hon. gentleman from Murray Harbour is
not satisfied with that which the Minister
of Justice has given to the last question. If
the hon. gentleman from Stadacona and the
hon. gentleman from Murray Harbour will
take the pains to consult the authorities on
parliamentary practice, they will find that
a large discretion is given to a minister as
to the manner in which he will answer the
question. I think the answer of the Min-
Ister of Justice was, on the whole, a satis-
factory one. He pointed out what the
policy of the government had been, and
what had been the result of the policy
In the past, and what he hoped would be
the result of it in the future. I do not think
that any substantial fault can be found with
that, and if the hon. gentlemen will consult
the authorities. they will find. as I have al-
ready stated, that considerable latitude Is
allowed to a minister in replying to a ques-
tion. The hon. gentleman from St. Boni-
face has told us that the minority in Mani-
tota have not in any sense accepted the Act
of 1897 as a settlement of the question, but
the hon. gentleman does not deny the fact
that nearly all the schools outside of Winni-
peg--all the schools frequented by the
children of the minority there, have come in
under that Act of 1897, and are now operated
In a satisfactory manner.

Honl. 3)r. WATSON--Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is a substantial
and important thing. The action of the
people who are interested directly is the best
criterion as to whether the legislation has
been satisfactory or not. As to what has
taken place in the city of Winnipeg, I con-

Hon. Mr. POWER.

fess I only know from what has been stated
by hon. gentlemen here. I do not know
about it myself, but I know this, that in
other places. in the city of St. John., in
Gharlottetown. and in Halifax, a system
whjh is satisfactory to the minority lias
beenopeiated under just such terms as, I
understand, were offered to the minority in
the city of Winnipeg.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P. E. I.)-I hope
thc hon. gentleman will not include the city
of Charlottetown, because there are griev-
anees there.

lon. Mr. POWER-We do not hear much
abouit thmu. The hon. gentleman is the
first w- have heard from on that point. I
know in St. John and Halifax, and I have
always understood in Charlottetown, there
nay be minor grievances, but, on the whole,
both parties. the majority and the minority,
are satisfied. It is perfectly true that the
school board of Winnipeg could not make an
agreement whicl would be contrary. on the
face of it, to the law, but they could give the
minority practically what the schools out-
side the city had, and I trust, as the Min-
ister of Justice says he trusts, that an
arrangement will. ultimately be come to.
The hon. gentleman from St. Boniface is,
I think, In a rather awkward position? He
must have felt that, or he would not have
deemed it necessary to make three speeches
on this question to-day. The hon. gentle-
man In his first speech stated quite cor-
rectly that the remedial order was still
outstanding and might be obeyed. If the
remedial order is outstanding, as the hon.
gentleman says, then his political friends
who are led, in the province of Manitoba,
by Mr. Hugh John Macdonald, can come in
and obey the order and remove the grievance
which the hon. gentleman says exists.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And if they do not,
what Is your duty ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-We have not heard
yet that there bas been any official appli-
cation. We had not heard what their an-
swer is, and it will be quite time enough
to talk about another remedy when it has
been stated that Hugh John Macdonald
and his friends will not do anything. The
hon. gentleman from St. Boniface spoke as
though It was the government, or the friends
of the government, who were agitating this
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question. He said they were endeavouring
to make political capital, but it is not gener-
ally the man who sits still and says noth-
ing that is trying to make political capital,
but the man who complains of grievances,
and it is the hon. gentleman and his friends
Who are trying to make political capital. As
history shows, the Conservative party, to
which the lion. gentleman belongs, made
capital out of this question in Manitoba by
Condemning the Manitoba government for
doing too much for the Roman Catholics,
and the hon. gentleman comes into this larger
arena and tries to make political capital by
claiming that the Liberal government should
do more for the Roman Catholics. That is
a position, it seems to me, which is rather
hard to defend. The hon. gentlemen are ap-
Parently making an effort to set the country
on fire again for the purpose of doing some-
thing to help the party to which they be-
long. After ail, the only substantial griev-
ance now is in the city of Winnipeg, and if
tlings are let alone there I believe honestly
before another year is out the difficulty will
have disappeared altogether, and the coun-
try will be at peace.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Could I say one
Word-

lon. Mr. POWER-Surely the hon. gen-
tleman is not going to make a fourth speech?

TIE SPEAKER'S RULINGS
QUIRIES.

MOTION.

ON IN-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved :
That an entry be made in the Journals of the

Senate of the ruling of the Chair on a question
Of order raised by the Honourable Mr. Mills,
and which is to be found in the following ex-
tract of the Debates, 14th June, 1900:-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I might call attention to
the fact, Mr. Speaker, that the question ap-
peared on the Paper the other day and was
aIswered, and it is not regular that It should
be placed on the Orders again.

The SPEAKER-When I saw that notice on
the papcr I inquired of the Clerk why it hal
been placed on the paper the second time, and
'was informed that some one had given instruc-
tions to one of the clerks to put It on the Orders
of the Day without his knowledge. I thought
that this inquiry had been answered, so that it
is irregular to p:ace it on the Orders of the
Day again.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I suppose I can give it
as a notice of motion?

The SPEAKER-I do not think that the hon.
gentliem-lan can place on the Order paper again
a cuesti>n which has been answered by the
iinister.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That might be so If the
question had been answered ; but supposing the
question has not been answered?

The SPEAKER-I may say to the hon. gen-
tlenan, that I think it is for the ninister ti say
whether he bas answered the question. If he
says he has no further answer to make, that is
an end to the matter.
He said : I have moved this motion. be-
cause the decision which it recites settles a
very important question, and I should like
that such a decision be on record in our min-
utes. It would be a guidance for us in our
future deliberations, and one might feel it
convenient to have that decision readily
available in case of emergency, (no food ln
that). The question settled is this, if I un-
derstand the decision given by the Speaker :
A member of this House lias no right to put
on the Orders of the Day, or give notice In
other words, of a motion for an inquiry
whlch has already been answered ; that is
the first question that this decision of the
Speaker settles. It is no more the Speaker
in the House, but the leader of the govern-
ment who will in the future be called to de-
cide. Heretofore a question may have come
up in the House and be debated, and the
Speaker having decided, lis decision would
settle the matter. But now all is changed.
A question which is on the Order paper in
the regular way, and comes for the second
time before the minister, though it has no
original defect, is liable to become an irre-
gular question by the decision of the minis-
ter. If the minister says : 'I have already
answered that question,' and as soon as
lie gives his judgnient-I may call it
a judgment, because we do not want an
Act of parliament to put it in force-as
soon as he gives his decision, the matter Is
at an end. The question becomes irregular
by the decision of the minister. This is a
very Important decision, which should be
put on the journals of the House, so that a
member need not put a question a second
time wlien lie knows that the Minister of
Justice can stand up ln his miglit and de-
liver a judgment declaring that as soon as
he opens his moutli the question becomes
Irregular. I hope there may not be any
objection to this motion belng put on the
journals of the House, because it will settle
once and for ever those questions of regular-
ity or Irregularity.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This matter is already
settled, and the speech of the lion. gentle-
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man is out of order and the notice on the of order, and that the fouowing special ruling
paper Is out of order. The hon. gentle- given on Monday, the 9th Instant, be put upanrecord, so as it may read as foiiaws, immedia-
man invites a discussion on a past delbate, tely after the word "Debated," ln the 44th une
and makes quotations from that past de- of page 386:-
bate, which took place a few days ago, for And a question of order being raised, the
the purpose of asslsting him in making this Honourable the Speaker ruied:-
a subject of discussion. Now, ln the first The SPEAKER-When a minister is asked a
place, If the hon. gentleman was desirons question and when he declares ta the Huse
of taking objection to the ruling of the that he bas answered It, and professes ta haveanswered it fully, I know of na rule by which
Speaker, or wanted the reasons put on the the Speaker could coerce a minister ta answer
journals, he ought to have made that any more questions, and I beileve that ail other
motion. at the time. If made at the time, questions whlch foiiow that are entlreiy out
then his request would have been a proper of order.
request, and would have been ln order, but Now, the hon. gentleman himself made this
now it is days after that debate is over of motion ln 1898, and set a good precedeni
which It forms, if It exists at all, a neces- when this décision of the Speaker, on s
sary part. Now let me refer, and I per- similar question to this one. was entered or
haps am out of order in doing that much, to the journals. The Speaker gave a decisior
the statements that the lion. gentleman whlch I ar not going to read, because 1
makes ln this motion. The hon. member think the House is not anxions that tiseit
had on the paper at the time a notice con- should be a long discussion on it. H
sisting of a great number of questions Honour tbe Speaker also read a long cam
which, in my opinion, were altogether un- munication from Bourinot, slowing tha
parliamentary and w-hici the usages of par-there was no authority whatever for entenî
liament did not warrant him ln putting. on the ournals the decisions o the Seaker

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Will the hon. min-
Ister allow me to ask what questions he
alludes to ?

lHon. Mr. MILLS-I refer
the hon. gentleman asked
There were two notices on
Is what I said :

to the questions
at that timse.

the paper. This

I intend that the answer which I shall give
the hon. gentleman shall be an answer to' the
series of questions which he has put and also
tc those questions which are sti l on the paper
to be put to me, as they relate to the same
subject and ln order that there may be no mis-
apprehension as to what my answer is, I shall
read It to the House for Its Information.

Now, the question whlch I answered on that
occasion, the hon. gentleman puts on the
paper again ? That Is clearly contrary fo
the settled rules and usages of parliament,
even if the question had been a proper one.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is another
point with respect to this notice. The hon.
gentleman from Stadacona said it was de-
sirable to have a decision which would forn
a precedent. If the hon. gentleman will
turn to page 846, of the Senate Debates for
1898, he will find a precedent exactly in
point.

The Hon. Mr. Landry moved:

That an entry be made ln the Journals of the
Senate of any ruling of the Chair on questions

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

,
given on questions, not decision ruling mo-
tions out of order ? Those are part of the
proceedlngs of the House and mustappear,
but there was no authority whatever for
saying, that the decisions of the Speaker as
to questions should go on the minutes of
the House. There was some discussion on
the matter and it was made clear that it
was quite out of the power of the clerks
of this House to enter the questions of order
which arose in the course of debate. We
would have to employ another clerk whose
sole duty it would be to listen to what
was going on and to take down the
words used by His Honour the Speaker in
giving decisions. The hon. gentleman says
that he wishes to preserve these decisions fer
future reference ? These decisions are pre-
served in the best possible place, the most
proper place, in the reports of our deba tes.
In 1898, the hon. gentleman did not force
the House to a division on the question, and
I assume that he will not force it now. It
would be most inconvenient and contrary to
all precedent to say that the ruling of His
Honour the Speaker in a case of this kind
should be placed on the minutes. It goes
In the report of our debates, and every hon.
gentleman can refer to it there.

The motion was declared lost on a division.
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CORRECTING THE MINUTES OF PRO-
CEEDINGS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I should like to have
an explanation on the quespion I raised the
other day about the entries in our records of
motions that are put before the House. I
think there were two of last Friday which
Were not entered In the Minutes of Proceed-
ings in the Senate, put by the hon. leader
of the opposition, and I should like to have
Information of what has been decided on
that question. As I have already pointed
out. last year and the year before, and in
previous years all similar motions were re-
corded in the Minutes of Proceedings, but a
new departure has taken place this year,
and since the beginning of the session, be-
cause a motion was made here in the first
days of the session by the hon. senator
from British Columbia, was reported, and
similar questions are no more reported
ln the minutes. Two motions made last
Week by the leader of the opposition,
calling the attention of the leader of the
governinent to certain facts set forth ln
the notice of motion, were not recorded in
the minutes.

The SPEAKER-In answer to the hon.
gentleman from Stadacona, I am informed
that the clerk inquired of the leader of the
Opposition If he should enter the notices, and
the hon. leader replied that he did not claim
that it should, did not care for It and did
not want it.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The same courtesy
should have been extended to myself. I do
Lot see why the clerk should apply a differ-
enft rule towards me. I am entitled to the
same courtesy as the hon. 'leader of the op-
Position. If he wished to dispense with bis
duties and ask permission of the mover of a
notion it is all right, but I never was ap-
proached an.1 never asked to do so. Ie
Should not take one course for one member,
and another course for another member.

THE BUFFALO RAILWAY COMPANY'S
BILL.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM--Before the Orders

Of the Day are called, I' desire to rise to a
Question of privilege. Bill No. 100, incorpo-

rating the Buffalo Railway Company, has
appeared under my name so fax, and I wish
to state that I do not desire It to be con-
tinued in that way, as I -am not favourable
to the measure. I have consulted the pro-
moters of the Bill and they desire to gi ve
it to the hon. gentleman from Brandon
(Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer) and I wish that alter-
ation made, because, when I am opposed
to the Bill it would not look well that my
name should appear in connection with It
on the Order paper. I want to act consist-
ently in the matter, and on the third read-
ing of the Bill I shall ex-plain my opposition
to it.

Ordered that the minutes be altered ac-
cordingly.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (110) 'An Act to amend the Weights
and Measures Act.'-(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

OTTAWA AND HULL FIRE RELIEF
ACT.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

A message was recelved from the House
of Commons, with Bill (175) 'An Act re-
specting the Ottawa and Hull Fire Relief
Fund.'

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of the Bill. He said : This is a Bill
for the purpose of incorporating certain
parties. to act in the distribution of this fund.
These parties were named at the time of
the great fire by a vote of the citizens of
Ottawa. At the time they did not consider
that the amount that would be realized
would be as large as it bas turned out to
be, and therefore they think it necessary,
in the interests of themselves, and in the
interests of the parties who so generously
contributed to this fund, that a Bill should
be passed empowering them to dispose of
this money l such manner as in their judg-
ment seems meet. The Bill contains other
provisions for the purpose of guiding them ln
all the operations connected therewith. We
must all feel tbat, as the public bas contri-
buted to this fund ln a generous way, it is
right and proper that every means should be
taken to make a fair and honest distribu-
tion. These gentlemen were considered to
be, and are generally known throughout
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the city as belng, most discreet, and in every
way properly constituted for carrying out
this undertaking. The fire has caused an
immense amount of trouble to the inhabit-
ants of this di.strict, and the committee are
now industriously employed in trying to ar-
rive at some means whereby an equitable
and fair distribution can be made. People
on the other side of the Atlantic, as well as
on this side, have contributed to this fund.
I ask now thalt the Bill be read a second
time, and referred to a Committee of the
Whole. and then read the third time, so that
there will 'be no delay in allowing them to
proeeed with their work. I do not think
this will be objected to. The Bill is framed
with the best motives, -and I know that
these men will perform their duty in an
honourable and proper manner. It is not
necessary to go into the matter further at
the present time, but I may say, in refer-
exee to this awful fire at Ottawa, that I
was under the impression at the time that
soie steps would be taken for the purpose
of preventing, as far as possible, a repetition
of the conflagration which took place about
two months ago, but nothin.g has been done.
and nothing is likely to be done, and we
are in the same position to-day as we were
before the great fire. Situated as we are
here, with a vast amount of public property.
we are peculiarly interested ln seeing that
certain sateguards should be provided so
that if another fire took place it would not
be as disastrous as on the recent oc-
casion. Therefore, I call the attention
of the government to the fact that no-
thinr bas been done, and nothing is like-
ly to be done, by the city of Ottawa.
I leave it to the government to say
whether they cannot introduce some legisla-
tion to protect the property of the public.
In a variety of ways it could be done. The
city council framed a by-law and it was
very nearliy carried, but there was some
hitel at the last instant. It was describ-
ing a fire area where houses of a certain
character should be erected and providing
that the piling of luiber sbould be confined
to certain distances, which would render an-
other sucli fire impossible. It would be ln
theý interest of the whole Dominion that
some such law should be passed. These
buildings belong to the whole Dominion,
and the government are deeply interested

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

in having a law passed by which the safety
of these buildings will be ensured. Frame
structures should not be erected in the city,
and the lumber should not be piled in such
a way and locality as would lntensify the
danger from fire in the future. These are
matters for the consideration of the gov-
ernment., and I hope I am not out of place
at the present time lu giving warning that
something should be done for the protection
of these buildings. If the wind had changed
on the occasion of the last fire, I believe
we would not be in a position to-day to
occupy these buildings. It is a matter that
requires consideration, and I arn not in a
position to say whether it can be done or
not. I ask the government to give this nest-
ter their best consideratlon, and, if they
think it advisable that such a law should
be passed, to make it mandatory not to
erect wooden buildings in situations where
they may entail serious loss to the public
of this country. I think it is very opportune
that this matter should come up now when
the question of the fire relief fund is before
us. Probably I am not in order, but I take
a great interest in this question. I have
tried to get the city corporation to pass a
by-law, which I think is necessary, but they
have not done it. If they had passed that
by-law, which was framed for the purpose,
I would not have one word to say, and we
would not have had any further trouble.
We all know that a pile of lumber contig-
uous to the buildings is very dangerous. At
one time there was a lease of the land
around the Lovers' Walk to some lumber-
man. I believe it has been cancelled, but
there are other places where such piles
should not be permitted. such as Mr. Perlev's
yard, and other places equally dangerous,
in proximity to these buildings. Now is the
time that action should be taken, and I
urge upon the government the necessity of
looking into the matter, and if they con-
sider there is nothing In my remarks to
induce them to take measures which would
have the desired effect. then I leave it in
their hands. However. there can be no
objection to tlis Bill being passed immediat-
ely. and I ask thiat the rules be suspended,
and the Bill read the second time now.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
w-as read the second time under a suspen-
sion of the rules.
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The House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole.

In the Commnittee.)

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Does my hon.
friend iusist on going on with the Bill with-
Out copies being in our hands ?

lon. Mr. CLEMO W-It has not been
changed in the Commons.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-But we have not
seen the Bill. My hon. friend is not in such
a great hurry as that.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It is an extreme and
urgent case, and every hour counts. .

lon. Mr. SCOTT-The Bill has been dis-
tributed in the House of Commons form.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I understand this Bill
was opposed in the other Chamber, and I
think it is a little dangerous to put It through
la this form. I think it should be sent to the
Private Bills Committee, and if there Is
any objection to it, the matter can be dis-
cussed there.

lon. Mr. CLEMOW-There were no
amendments made in the House of Com-
nions.

Hon. Mr. DOBSON-But objections were
raised.j

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Yes, but If the Bill
is read by the Chairman, I do not think be
or any other member will object to It.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If the Chairman
reads the Bill at length, I suppose it will be
all right.

On clause 5,

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-Under
this clause I understand that if the coin-
mnittee make any mistake whatever, either
before or after the passing of this Act. they
are not to be responsible in any way. I
think that is giving an extreme Indemnity
to the persons who are taking charge of this
1Unatter. It appears to me we are rushing
the Bill througih without much- considera
tion. It is certainly an important question-
a question in which 'the people of Ottawa
have a deep interest, and It should be con
Sidered with a very great deal of care, and
the clause which has just been read state-
that the commission are not to be respon
s1ble whatever for any error.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The gentlemen who
are undertaking this work are doing it as
a matter of love, without any reward, and
it is nothing but right that they should not
be responsible for anything they do, unless
there is fraud in ILt. I do not think any one
will object to that. They will carry out the
law to the letter, and I do not think they
should be held responsible for any act, un-
less there is fraud in it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It must be remembered
that the persons named here have lot sought
this position. It has been forced on them.
They are anxious to withdraw, and they
will be only too glad, if objection is made to
the Bill, to withdraw from It, because they
are annoyed by the appeals made to them
and the insinuations to which they are ex-
posed. It is impossible to satisfy the great
body of the people, and they will be only
too anxious to get rid of the responsibility.
It would be a dreadful calamity to every-
body if they were to drop out. The selec-
tion was a very wlse one. It was made by
the council of the city of Ottawa firat, and
then a meeting of citizens of Ottawa was
called and the selection was confirmed.
Under these conditions, I do not think we
ought to hesitate about passing the Bill.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-For such objects and
under such circumstances, I do not think
it would be fair that such a body of gentle-
men should be made responsible for any-
thing but fraudulent acts.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They are giving up a
great deal of time to the work.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD ýP.E.I.)-I do
not know these gentlemen. They may
be all that is claimed for them. I be-
lieve there is au ssociatiion here in Ot-
tawa calle(d the Trust Company, which was
willing to undertake the management and
distribution of this fund without any re-
ward whatever. It is a responsible asso-
ciation in which the moneyed men of Ottawa
are interested. That is the only reason I
have for making these remarks at ail.

lon. Mr. CLEMOW-The Trust Company
- could not attend to the matter. There are 2,-
1 900 applicants waiting for assistance to build

their houses and there is urgent need for
this legislation. Not an bour should be

lost. These men are doing charitable work,
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and should receive every consideration from British Yukon Railway Company.-(Hon.
parliament and the people of this country. Mr. Clemow.)

The clause was adopted. Bil (83) 'An Act respecting the Dominion
Atlantic Railway Comnpany.'-(Hon. Mr.

On the 16th clause, Power.)

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-What do the cor- Bil (139) 'An Act to amend the Land
poration intend to do with this fund ? Do Tities Act, 1894,' as further amended.-(Hon.
they intend to lan it out or distribute It ? Mr. Scott.)

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-To distribute it as
a gift. The donors have given that money
for the relief of these people, and it Is in-
tended to give it out in good faith for the
relief of those parties who have suffered by
the fire.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-1 do not doubt the
good faith of the corporation, but It is a
matter of good policy or judgment whether
they could not loan this more judiciously.

Hon. Mr. CLDMOW-No, it is not to be a
loan. It Is to be a free gift. Every dollar
of It is deposited in the bank, and it is to
be drawn out by the chairman and secretary
of the company, and a perfect record of the
whole thing Is to be made out by a board
approved of by the Governor in Council and
published for the information of the people.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Is it intended to
apply this fund to the rebuilding of houses
which have been burned, or has any definite
line of policy been laid down ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-No, not yet.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (109) 'An Act to incorporate the
Manitoulin and North Shore Railway Com-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Watson.)

Bill (75) 'An Act to Incorporate the Quebec
Southern Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Landry.)

Bill (146) 'An Act to enable the city of
Winnipeg to utilize the Assiniboine River
water power.'-(Hon. Mr. Watson.)

Bill (125) 'An Act respecting the Algoma
Central Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Watson.)

Bill (20) 'An Act respecting the British
Yukon Mining, Trading and Transportation
Company, and to change its name to the

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

LAND TITLES ACT, 1894, AMENDMENT
BILL.

WITHDRAWN.

The Order of the Day being called.
Second reading Bill (31) ' An Act to amend the

Land Titles Act, 1894.'

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved that the
Order of the Day be discharged.

The motion was agreed to, and the Order
was discharged.

GRAIN INSPECTION BILL.

POSTPONED.
The Order of the Day being called.
Committe of the Whole House on Bill (141)

'An Act respecting the Grain trade in the in-
spection District of Manitoba.'

lon. Mr. SCOTT noved that the Order of

the day be postponed until Wednesday next.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Why?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There are some gentle-
men who are particularly interested in the
matter that wish to see me to-morrow about
this Bill. I am not sure whether I shall
be able to meeet them or not. However, I
will set it down for to-morrow, with the un-
derstanding that if I do not meet these gen-
tlemen the Bill will be further postponed.

The Order of the Day was discharged, and
made an order for Wednesday next.

COMPANIES CLAUSES ACT
MENT BILL.

AMEND-

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Comittee
of the Whole on Bill (X) ' An Ac-t to a mnd
the Comîpanies Clauses Act.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Is it intended that
this Bill shall apply to companies with
special acts of incorporation to which the
Companies Clauses Act does not apply ?
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEEDD-Has my hon.
friend considered whether this should not
be made also an amendment to the Com-
panies Act in addition to the Companies
Clauses Act. I have not had time to ex-
amine it myself, but it seems to me the
Joint Stock Companies Act should also be
amended. The letters patent issued under
the Companies Act designates where the
head office should be, and this Bill aDplies
onlly to the Companies Clauses Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think that this is sutil-
cient. However, we can make an amend-
ment another session if necessary.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

SAFETY OF SHIPS ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

IN COMITTEE.
The House resolved itself into a Committee

of the Whole on Bill (12) 'An Act respect-
ling the safety of ships.'

(In the Committee.)

on the table so that
hon. gentleman has
ably generous, but
has distributed his
should tender him a
generosity.

we can ail see it. The
been not only remîtrk-

judiclous In the way he
generoslty. I think we

vote o' thanks for bis

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED---We will take it
as laid on the Table.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Is It in 0'Ta at the
present time ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, ln t Militia De-
partment.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We will postpoue the
third reading of the Bill until to-:uorrow. so
that we can see the trophy.

On clause 8.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not see whly these
prize competitions should necessarily be at
or near Ottawa. It might be desirable to
have them at Montreal or Torouto. or, as
the country grows, at Winnipe'g.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-At present the head-
quarters are here.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Ir. FERGUSON-May I inquire Hon. Mr. McKAY, froin th3 coimittee, 1i-
What change this makes ? ported the Bill without amendwent.

The CHAIRMAN-It is only stating when
the Act shall commence to have force.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Act bas no meaning
as it now stands. It states when the period
Shall terminate, but not when It shall begin.
This is to state when the Act commences to
operate.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL, from the com-
uiittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

DOMINION OF CANADA RIFLE ASSO-
CIATION BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.
The House

mlttee of the
to Incorporate
Association.'

resolved Itself Into a Com-
Whole on Bill (169) 'An Act
the Dominion of Canada Rifle

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I believe the hon.
Judge Gowan has given a very handsome
cup to be competed for by this association.
It w0Uld not be a bad thing to have it put

CRIMINAL CODE, 1892, AMENDMENT
BILL.

RETURNED TO HOUSE OF COMMONS WITH
AMENDMENT DISAGREED TO.

The Order of the Day being caled.
Further consideration of the amendments

made by the House of Commons to (BLI K) An
Act to further amend the Criminal Code, 1892.

Hon. Mr. MILLS said: There is no con-
sideration, I believe, of these amendments,
except the reasons to be given for refusing
to concur in some of them. I move :

That a Message be sent to the House of Com-
nions by one of the Masters in Chancery, to ac-
quaint that House :

1. That the Senate hath agreed to their 2nd,
4th, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, 10th, 11th, 12th, 13th and
14th amendments to the Bill (K) .ntituled : ' An
Act further to amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'

2. That the Senate hath amended the first
amendment of the House of Commons by strik-
ing out ' the first day of January, 1901,' and ln-
serting in lieu thereof ' the flrst day of Septem-
ber, 1900 ' :

Because it is desirable that the improvements
made in the criminal law by 'this Act shall go
into operation at the earliest date convenient
with the due publication of its provisions.
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3. That the Senate hath disagreed to the third
angendment for the following reasons :-

(a.) The proposed section 359a would offer great
inducements to perjury on the part of vendors ;

(b.) It would give a creditor, who claimed or
asserted that there had been a false pretence on
the part of the purchaser, an opportunity to
practically coerce such purchaser into giving
such creditor an undue preference over his other
creditors ;

(c.) It would injuriously Interfere with the
ordinary and long established me'thods of con-
ducting business between vendors and pur-
chasers ;

(d.) No act should be declared a statutory
crime where there is a substantial doubt as to
the desirability of such declaration.

4. That the Senate hath disagreed to the fifth
amendment for the following reasons :-

Because ' The Trades Union Act,' ch. 131 of the
Revised Statutes, gives the necessary protection
to combinations of workmen, and because there
does not appear to be any substantial reason
why any class of persons should be exempted
from the operation of section 520 of the Criminal
Code.

The motion was agreed to.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I should like to
ask my hon. friend, the Secretary of State,
whether he is prepared to bring down the
petitions regarding the railways which were
not correctly brought down on a former oc-
casion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I gave orders to collect
them, and they have been collected. I
thought they would have been sent to me
to-day. I will see that they are brought
down to-morrow. They must be ready.
They were distributed and sent to the wrong
department.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawca, Tuesday, June 19, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ACADIA LOAN CORPORATION BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.
Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee on

Banking and Commerce, reported Bill (116)
'An Act to incorporate the Acadia Loan
Corporation' with amendments. He said :
There are two clauses amended in this Bill.
,One is amended to give power to the com-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

pany to prescribe what remuneration should
be given to directors who may perform
duties in respect of the company that are
outside their ordinary duties as directors.
The other amendment is ln the clause which
makes certain sections of the Loan Com-
panles Act to apply to this Bill which was
thought to be put in better shape in refer-
ence to the clauses referred to, and that has
been done ln the amendment to that clause.

Hon. Mr. WOOD moved that the amend-
ments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

THE QUEBEC BRIDGE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY rose to:
Call the attention of the government to the

following facts, namely :-
1. That on the 13th day of June, 1900, an in-

quiry was made by the Hon. Mr. Landry con-
cerning the Quebec Bridge, and certain declara-
tions attributed to the Hon. Mr. Dobell by the
' Soleil,' the French recognized organ of the
Liberal party in Quebec.

2. That in answer to such an inquiry, the fol-
lowing statement was made, and reads as fol-
lows:

' Hon. Mr. SCOTT.-I have shown the question
to Mr. Dobell, and he says it is absolutely in-
correct, and he declines to be catechised on a
speech which was not accurately reported. He
calls attention to the fact that he never made
the statement that the governinent had promised
a million dollars. The speech was alleged to
have been made two years and four months ago.
However, Mr. Dobell's recollection Is that the
speech as quoted is not accurate.

' Hon. Mr. LANDRY.-Is that all the answer
1 am to get?

' Hon. Mr. SCOTT.-That is ail I can give
my hon. friend.

'Hon. Mr. LANDRY.-It is very short. I want
to know wliat the policy of the government Is.

' Hon. Mr. Scott.-The bon. gentleman put the
question, and I decline to answer it.'

3. That further on during the debate, the fol-
lowing statement was made:

' Hon. Mr. LANDRY.-I am inquiring from hlm
if it is an unparliamentary question to ask the
government if they are prepared to give sup-
plementary aid to the Quebec Bridge. I tthink
that is a parliamentary question.

'Hon. Mr. SCOTT.-I answered' that question.
'Hon. Mr. LANDRY.-I want to know what

is the policy of the government on that ques-
tion.

* Hon. Mr. MILLS.-My hon. friend answered
tLat part of the question, because that was a
proper question to put.'

And that ho will ask:
What assertion is true? The assertion given

by the Hoh. Mr. Scott that he declines to answer
to that part of the question referred to in the
present etatement, or that other positive affirma-
tion given by the Hon. Mr. Mills, that the hon.
Secretary of State has answered that part of
the question?

If an answer was given, where is the answer?
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The placing on the re- men whicl must be contradicted. The hon.
cords of this Chamber of the involved ques- gentleman las brouglt up this matter, but
tions which the hon. gentleman from Stada- It Is a question that is Bot relevant in any
cona persists in submittIng leads not only to degree to any act of policy of the govern-
a great deal of trouble, but I think is hlghly ment.

improper and ought not to be persevered in.
When a minister, who Is a member of Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the hon. min-
another Chamber, at a public gathering Ister dld fot read my question. If le dld,
three and a half years ago makes a state- he dld not uaderstand IL I am not speaking
ment to bis constituents in no way affecting of the million dollars promised to be
the policy of the government, I think it is granted by the province of Quebec
highly improper that a colleague In this nor of the assertion made by the Hon. Mr.
Chamber should be called upon to give Dobeil, that the province would give
an explanation of that gentleman's speech. a million dollars I am simply ask-
When I submitted this long proposition of ing an explanation of tle occurrence re-
the hon. gentleman's, which was placed on ported here. The Hon. Mr. Scott said that
the minutes on June 13, to Mr. Dobell, lie lie declined to give me an answer as to
said: 'Why I am not correctly reported,' what may be regarded as the general policy
and gave an illustration why lie was not cor- of the government on that question for the
rectly reported from bis own words that future. The hon. ilnister of Justice sald
lie never said the local government had pro- that the Secretary of State lad answered. I
taised a million dollars. He could not speak want to know where is the trntl. If the
for the local government. He was address- hon. Minister of Justice said rlgltly that
ng his own constituents at the time, and the lon. Secrctary of State lad answercd, I

It was a matter which this parliament had want to get the answer. If the lon. Min-
nothing whatever to do with, what the pro- Ister of Justice said a thlng whidh the lon.
Vincial government chose to give ; and to Seeretary of State cannot back, let hlm tell
Show- liow unfortunate the putting on the me so. The lon. Secretary of State las ether
Paper of those long questions is, I am falsely answered or not aswered. If he answered,
repoIted too in saying, as the lion. gentle- whcre is is reply? If ie did lot answr,
man states lere, that the parliament of why Md the lion. Minister of Justie Say
Canada w-ould not give a million dollars, that lie Lad answered? Oan the on. gentle-
wereas, as a matter of tact, parliameat mnan get out of that dilemma I nable d?
has voted a million dollars. I could not, There Is one f tliem wlo Is decelving this
therefore, have made that blunder. I re- House, I do fot know wlideh one. A thing
tuember saying that Mr. Dobeli denied that caniiot be at the same time true and untrue.
lie liad said that the provincial goveremeut I slould thlnk tle ministers would have
Would give a million dollars, wlitlir lie did force enougl to answer that question. They
'Or did not is a matter of no public conse- mglt take a littie mfrgency food. Can't
quence. It lias no bearing whatver on a py they give me sixteen per cent out f the
question of policy as to, whcther this gov- answer they are keeping l store ? Is
ernment is going to supplement thc a wd to the public interest r Canada prevent-
the bridge. It Is premature to ask tlie Ing one of the ministers from answer-
question. Parliament lias voted a million Ingo? I am waiting for a reply. If
dollars and the bridge has neyer been built. the lion. ministers are taken by surprise, I
I do flot kaow wliat Its financlal arrange- am willin g to postpone my inqulry. Tliey
Inents are, but certainly we are not Ia a can have time to look over the matter. Sure-
Position to answer any questions as to sup- y this time tlhey cannot cast tlhe blame on
Plemental ai. The government have neyer an officer gf the department. One of the
been asked for supplcmental aid, and there- two is guilty. Whi o f thiem will sacri-
fore it Is a question that could fot be an- fmce hmself for the other? Neither? One

aered. If the lon. gentleman would xcr- hon. miaister said te other day tiat the
,('se a littie judgment It would make it very spectacle furnlslied to this House cvcry day

eucl pleasanter for members In this House, was degrading; I say now that tey tiem-
because it Is very unpeasant to risc and selves are presenting a dgrading spectacle
weotradst statements made by hon. geatie- to-day, for cither of tle ministers lias stated
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wht is incorrect. I think they are unable
to answer and that they feel ashamed.
They cannot deny their statements, be-
cause there are they in black and
white in the Senate Debates, and here we
find that one of them is misleadiug the House.
I move that they should take a little In-
vigorating feed--soiething to give theni
force.

AN OMISSION FROM THE MINUTES.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the Orders of'
the Day are called, I should like to know
why the minutes of yesterday do not con-
tain the motion which was made by me yes-
terday, and which was declared lost on a
division. I think It should have been put
In the record, and I want to know why it
bas been omitted.

The SPEAKER-If the hon. gentleman's
question Is addressed to me, I beg to say
that it was omitted because it Is not custo-
mary to insert such motions, and unless
it is ordered by the House it will not be
done.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I will cite a prece-
dent. It oecurred two years ago, and is
Just a similar case to the one now under
debate. The bon. senator from Halifax
was good enough to quote it yesterday. I
find at page 236, of the Senate journals of
1898, the following :

Thursday, May 26.

The Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved that an entry
be made in the journals of the Senate of any
ruling of the Chair on questicns of orders, and
that the following special ruling given on Mon-
day, the 9th instant, be put upon record, so
that it may read as follows, Immediately after
the word 'debated,' in the 44th line of page 368:

'And a question of order being raised, the
bon. the Speaker ruied:

' The SPEAKER.--When a minister is asked a
question, and when he declares to the House
tlat he has answered it, and professes to have
answered it fully, I know of no rule by w'hich
the Speaker could coerre a minister to answer
any more questions, and I believe that ail other
questions which follow that are entirely out of
crder.'

The question of concurrence being put there-
on, the same was, on division, resolved in the
negative.

declared lost: have I not a right, under the
rules of this House, to have it entered ? I
do not know who assumes the right to
dictate what shall go upon the records of
this House and what shal not. There are
general rules which must be followed, and
those rules have always been follo wed in
the past ? Why this new departure ? Why
am I deprived of the right to have a motion
made on the floor of this House inserted in
the minutes ? It Is the first time that we
are told we must appeal to the House to.
know if a motion. made in the House, is to
appear in the minutes. If any sucli doc-
trine is to be accepted what may we
fnot expect in the future ? If an hon. mem-
ber does not like a motion to be inserted he
need only ask the Speaker, or the clerk at
the table. to omit it from the minutes. I
am elaiinig a right which every member
possesses, a right which cannot be subject
to the good or had will of any officiai of this
House. The motion must be entered, and I
ask the hon. Speaker to give the proper or-
ders so that an entry may be made in the
minutes. If not, I shall take the necessary
measures to have it entered.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The motion having
been put to the House and declared lost, It
should be recorded in the minutes. There
is no doubt about that. How the omission
occurred I do not understand, but it can be
easily remedied when the journals are made
uD.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not understand
that there was a motion put to the House.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I understood that
there was a motion and that it was de-
clared lost.

Hon. Mr.
gentleman
House, but

MILLS-I understand the hon.
submitted a proposition to the
It was not seconded.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I made a proposition
to put it on the minutes, and it was declared
lost.

The SPEAKER-The hon. gentleman read
his motion, but I never stood up to put it,

Here was a motion made to the Houise and because some one spoke, and before the

declared lost, and wIch was put In the motion could be put the hon. gentleman from
mecuaedst. Basind actich oas put In the Stadacona himself declared it lost on amiue.Basing my action on this prece- dvsoadIsi ls.
dent, 1 moved yesterday to have the de- division, and I sald 'host.'

cision of His Honour the Speaker placed on Hon. Mr. MILLER-Did the hon. gentle-
the journals of this House. My motion was man make a motion?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.
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Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I made a motion.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-If he made a motion
it should appear in the minutes whether it
passed in the affirmative or the negative.
As to the seconder, a seconder 1s not re-
quired in this House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I made the motion.
As the hon. Speaker has stated, it was not
Put by the Chair-I admit that-but I have
a way to have it put on the records.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The motion was not
made If it was not put from the Chair: It
Was incomplete, and I doubt if there was
any reason for putting It in the minutes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The Speaker declared
it lost.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--The hon. gentleman
himself declared it lost.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I was willing to have
It declared lost on a division. I will give
notice of It again, and it will go In the
minutes. I will not be treated in that
Way.

BUFFALO RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED, in the absence of
Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer, moved the third read-
Ing of Bill (100) 'An Act respecting the
Buffalo Railway Company. (Foreign.)'

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I had some little
connection with this Bill. The petition was
handed to me by a member of the other
liouse, and I presented it to the Senate. I
Was not satisfied with it then, but he urged
mae to take it, and I presented it to the
Hlouse, and said the matter would be ex-

Dlained before the Bill was put through. I
eXplained, on the second reading of the Bill,
When it was referred to the committee, that
I hoped we would get the explanation that
Was necessary then, in order to pass the
Bill. When the Bill came up from the con-
nlittee I still had charge of It, and I moved
the third reading of the Bill for to-day to
see if I could not get the explanation thal
Was necessary before I could consistently
support the measure. I did not wish tc
have anything further to do with the Bill
and I consulted the promoters, who desireÉ
that I should name the hon. gentleman fromf
Brandon to take charge of the Bill. I diÈ
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so yesterday. In the first place, I will ask
who compose this Buffalo Railway Com-
pany ? Is there any proof before this House
that such a company is in existence? I have
been unable to get any such proof; and if
there Is any such company ln existence,
what is the motive power ? Is it electricity
or steam or horse power ?

An hon. GENTLEMAN-Electricity.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Some hon. gentle-
man says electricity, but there is nothing
before this parliament to show what its
power is. and there is nothing before us to
show who the parties are. It is merely the
Buffalo Railway Company, ln the state of
New York. It does not even say 'one of
the United States of America." There is
nothing before parliament to show why we
should hand over the property of the people
of this country to that company, witbout
knowing who they are. I did my best to
get that information, and, as I tell the House,
I was unable to obtain it. I did It because
I consldered it my duty. I endeavoured, ac-
cording to rule 63 of the Senate of Canada,
to get that information before the com-
mittee. Did I get it ? I do not wish to re-
flect upon the committee ; far be it from me
to do so. There are plenty of members on
the commlttee who profess to know more
about legislation than I do, but they do not
know it all. Now, let us look at this rule :

All persons whose interests or property may
be affected by any private Bill-

I think this is a private Bill-
-shall, when required to do so, appear before
the standing committee to which such bill is re-
ferred, touching their consent, or may send such
consent in writing, proof of which may be re-
quired by the committee. And in every case,
the committee upon any Bill for incorporating
a company may require proof that the persons
whose names appear in the Bill as composing the
company are of full age, and ln a position to
effect the objects contemplated. and have con-
sented to become incorporated.

Have we got this proof ? I say there Is not
a tittle of evidence before the parliament of
this country under this rule. Let us con-
sider the matter. This is an International
question. Are we going to hand over the
property belonging to the people Of this

country to a foreign corporation, whom we

do not know ? I presume they are United

States men. But we do not know them.

They are not here before us. I suggested
d that I would send the Bill to the Supreme
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Court, but on further consideration, I found
that the parliament of Canada could do
mostly anything. The parliament could
make away with the property of the coun-
try almost, if they wanted to. At the same
time, I thought I would point out to the
House what effect the Bill has. It is a ques-
tion of Internal economy. I will read the
Bill, and comment a little on It. We are
going to hand over to this foreign company
the whole Niagara frontier, and we do not
know who compose this company. They
are not British subjects. I presume they
are United States gentlemen, because the
law of the United States will not allow
any foreigners to hold property or anything.
of that kind there. What are we doing?
Clause 2 of the Bill reads :

The company may purchase the entire assets
and acquire and undertake the whole or any part
cf the business, undertaking, property and lia-
bilities, and the name, franchise and good-will
of the Niagara Falls Park and River Railway
Conpany (whose work is hereby declared to be
for the general advantage of Canada), the
Queenston Suspension Bridge Company, the
Queeaston Heights Bridge Company, the Clifton
Suspension Bridge Company, or of any of such
companies.

That Is a queer Bill to pass through parlia-
ment-" any such other companles." What
does that mean ? And where ? Anywhere
in Ontarlo or in Canada. This is a curious
Bill for us to pass. I am a living witness
to what took place on the Niagara frontier,
in 18G5 and 1866, when the people of the
United States encouraged some of their,
citizens to invade Canada, giving them
money and arms, and encouraging them to
drill while they watched them from day to
day. We have peace to-day with the United
States, and there is good feeling. I hope it
may long continue. It may not always be
so. But Is it prudent or expedient that we.
should hand over the avenues of this coun-
try to United.States citizens, when we do
not know who they are ? I say that it is not.
To-day not one of us could go to the state
of New York and hold real estate there,
without becoming a United States citizen.
A poor Canadian who wishes to cross the
river to work and earn his living by the
sweat of his brow, Is turned back and nlot
allowed to remain there. We are asked to
grant this legislation to a United States'
company, without rhyme or reason, and we,
are to give them the avenues of this country.

who wish to make a littie money out of it.
We should guard against this. I would be
ashamed to go home and face my people
If I allowed such a Bill to pass parliament,
without raising my voice against It. There-
fore, I move :

That this Bill be not now read the third time,
but that It be read the third time this day six
months.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is somewhat un-
usual, after a Bill has passed the committee
stage, to reject It without some considera-
tion of Its provisions. I have not given much
attention to the matter, but I understand
that the Buffalo Railway Company is a
company Incorporated In the state of New
York, and In their corporate capacity have
bought up the rights and interests of several
companies mentioned on the Canadian side
of the river, and that they are seeking to
have those companies practlcally consolidat-
ed into one company, and it seems to me
that that Is not an unreasonable proposition.
Of course, It was open to the committee, If
they desired it, to ask that information
should be given, and a schedule might have
been attached to the Bill, stating who the
incorporators were, but hon. gentlemen
know that in every rallway company in
every country in Christendom, it is possible
for a party to sell out his shares, and so the
parties who are shareholders to-day may
not be shareholders six months hence, so
that you would not get a great deal of in-
formation by having that fact stated.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The rule says that
it shall be stated.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I do not see what
application that rule has at all.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think my hon. friend
has taken a somewhat extreme position in
asking for the rejection of this Bill. I un-
derstand that there bas been a good deal
of difficulty in the way of securing any
action for some period of time, owing to
the interests of the local government ln the
park there, and owing to the Interests that
these parties are desirous of acquiring. Those
difficulties, I belleve, are removed, and it
is possible to secure united action for the
first time. Whether it can be thought ob-
jectionable that a railway company in New
York should become the corporate holder

I suppose there are some men in Canada of the Interests of these various companies
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.
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on the Canadian side of the river or not, isi
a question open for discussion, but I do not
understand that there has ever been any
serions objection to anything of that sort.
In the great railways of the United States,
although the corporation Itself may be a*
State corporation, the actual proprietors are
persons who live In Germany, in France, In:
England, and in various parts of the world,

Canada or of the province of Ontario, which
this law is overriding. I do not know what
that may be. It should be pointed out whe-
ther there Is any legislation, either of the
province or of the Dominion, which this
law is overriding ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-AlI I understand that
provision to refer to is that this is a speclal
A fP i t A fn

and they retain their interest as long as they , uL u

feel it s to their advantage to do so ; and railway company is. You bring it under

the New York company who have acquired the operation of the General Railway Act,
an Interest iu these varions companies on the but you must also provide in every Act

of incorporation that the Generai Rail-
Canadian side, and are seeking, by this way Act shall be applicable to this
Bill, to consolidate and unite them together,' corporation in so far as It is not
18 simply a foreign corporation having a inconsitent with the provisions of this
corporate Interest in these various institu- Act of incorporation. That is the rule lu
tions that are mentioned. It seems to me clause 7, only some of these corporations
that that is not a good reason for rejecting were called Into existence or may have had
the Bill. I suppose they wIll run these roads some Act of the pro-
in their own interest and seek all the profit vinciai legislature as well, and it seems to
they can out of the enterprises so far as we, mentat claue 7s nended fo no other
by our regulations, will permit them. I do me that clause 7 s Intended for no other
not think it desirable that we should under- ada and the laws of Ontario applicable to
take to deny them the right to incorporate this case-that will be the General Ralway
under these circumstances. I dare say there Act in each case or any subordinate Act as
are many who would feel some objection to far as Ontario is cocerned-shall apply an
permitting these various institutions to fall so far as the provisions of those Acts are
into the hands of one company, making the not inconsistent with the powers conferred
control common on both sides of the river, by this legislation. I do not think that
but that is a matter whIch ought to have provision goes beyond that, and therefore,
been provided against In the local corpora- it is a provision similar to the provision that
tions that are about to be absorbed into one is inserted in almost every Railway Incor-
corporation under this Bill. We are simply poration Act.
enabling the company to increase the effi-
ciency of its management and to discharge Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (C.B.)-I wish to
In a more satisfactory way the duties that call the attention of the hon. Minister of
devolve upon it as a corporation, by allow- Justice to line 22. In dealing with the Nova
Ing it to combine all those corporations into Scotia Steel Company's Bills two weeks ago,
one. I think the Minister of Justice decided that

lon. Mr. MILLER-And it gives the sa5me
right to aliens and foreigners.

lon. Mr. MILLS-No difference In that
regard.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I should like to call the
attention of the minister to the 7th clause,
which reads as follows :

Nothing in this section shall relieve the com-
Dany from the observance of the laws of Canada
or Ontario, as the case may be, except in sotar as such laws are inconsistent with the acqui-
lition and operation of the undertaking as hereby
authorized.

That clause leaves it open to the inference
that there is something In the laws, either of

44J

this parliament had no authority to author-
ize the transfer of the franchise of any c6r-
poration to any new company. Line 22 In
this Bill gives authority to transfer., sell the
assets, business, property, name, franchise
and good will to the company. It giveS
power to the local companies affected by
this Bill to transfer theír franchises to this
new company, which is inconsistent with
the position assumed by the hon. Minister
of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-If they have not
power it carries nothing.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I was about to say that.
A franchise that cannot be transferred really
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transfers no power, and they take it for'
what it is worth.

Hon Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-If this
Bill passes. it seems to me the result will
be that the Canadian companies will be un-
der the control, and become part of the
United States companies, and the directors
of this United States company may not be
British subjects. Is that not the position ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-For some
years we have Insisted in the incorporating
of all those companies, more particularly
the ra.ilway companies, that the majority of
the directors should be British subjects. In
this company there will not be one British
subject concerned in the control of the road,
so that I think the objection made by the
hon. gentleman (from Monck) is very strong.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I)-I think
the principal objection to this Bill is that
it is transferring to a foreign company
some of the most important bridges be-
tween Ontario and the United States.
These are very important avenues of trade
and commerce between Ontario and the State
of New York, and the effect of this Bill is
to amalgamate all these into one company,
which is not a Dominion company, but a
foreign company. That is an objectionable
line of policy for the Dominion to adopt.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-In the absence
of the hon. gentleman from Brandon I asked
the House to read the Bill the third time,
and I did not make any explanation at the
time, but I desire to point out that there,
seems to be, in my judgment, a grave mis-
apprehension of facts with relation to this
Bill in the minds of many hon. gentlemen.
I might preface what I am about to say by
the statement that the Buffalo Railway Com-
pany lias already acquired ail the interests
of the companies which they are proposing
to absorb or to amalgamate with. Let me
observe here that *on the Niagara frontier
if there is to be a development of the natural
resources and the public interests of that
particular district, hon. gentlemen must re-
cognize that the development of any interna-
tional problem cannot be accomplished alone
by Canadians. It must necessarily involve
the co-operation of United States capital and
capitalists. Another proposition is involved

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

in the development of any international pro-
ject, and that is that one or the other side
must have a dominant interest in the enter-
prise. While I attach very great importance
in regard to what my hon. friend from
Monck has advanced with reference to the
necessity of our conserving Canadian inter-
ests on the Niagara frontier, I cannot over-
look this fact, that since I have had the
honour of a seat in this House I have no-
ticed that my hon. friend has exerted a
vigilance over the Niagara frontier, which,
if it had been followed by this House, wouald
have precluded much development in that
district of country. I can recall quite clear-
ly that session after session the hon. gentle-
man from Monck, in his judgment, has
considered it advisable to oppose many of
the public franchises which have been ob-
tained and are being obtained on the
Niagara frontier.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Name them.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I cannot recall
them at the present, but I could make up
quite a list of public enterprises which have
met with the vigorous opposition of my
hon. friend. It does not require any demon-
stration to point out that it is in the interest
of our people that this undertaking should
be made a suecess on this side of the line,
that it should be run for the advantage, not
only of those who are directly interested, but
of the Canadian public. It is not necessary
that I should point out, because It is a well
known fact, that most of the enterprises
which this company proposes to absorb. and
which have been acquired by this company,
have been failures in the past. Surely the
people on the Canadian side of the line are
not opposed to the successful operation of
those lines. In the committee to which this
Bill was referred, the hon. gentleman from
Monck was the only one who expressed
dissent to this proposition, on the ground
that it was against the Interests of that
particular district. I am unaware, and I
think my hon. friend does not know-and if
he does he lias not stated It-that any in-
dividual or corporation, or public interest is
suffering in any way from the acquisition
of these franchises by the Buffalo Railway
Company.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-1 do not know that
there Is such a company as the Buffalo Rail-
way Company.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If private and
Public interests in that particular railway
district are thoroughly satisfied with this
legislation, -why should any hon. gentle-
man here so seriously object to It ? If
United States capital is to corne into the
Dominion of Canada and make successful
Canadian enterprises which heretofore have
proved a failure, surely the people of Can-
ada should not object to such an advent. With
reference to the doubt which exists in my
hon. friend's mind as to the Buffalo Rail-
Way Company having an identity. I would
Point out to this House that we are not con-
fiscating the interests of Canadian com-
Panies. We are in no way interfering with
them. We are creating a Canadian corpora-
tion of a company known as the Buffalo
Railway Company. If hon. gentlemen will
look at clause 1 of the Bill they will see
that the parliament of Canada makes a
Canadian corporation of this company, bring-
ing them under the laws of Canada, and It
will be as much a Canadian corporation as
if every individual in it were a British sub- 1
ject.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Who is the president
Of the company ?

brought before them. Under these circum-
stances. what would be the result if my hon.
friend's motion should carry? This com-
pany, as I have stated. have acquired the
assets of the local companies. It would
simply place the citizens of the Niagara dis-
trict, or those having interests in that
locaity. at a very considerable disadvan-
tage. It would relegate the undertaking to
practically the unfortunate position In which
it has been, namely, part of It being suc-
cessful. part of it being a failure, and the
results satisfactory to no one. As I under-
stand it, the undertaking is a self-contained
undertaking, a loop-line running partly on
the United States and partly on the Cana-
dian side. and therefore it must be an ad-
vantage to the residents on the frontier that
such a railway should be under one manage-
ment, under efficient management and
should have the necessary financial backing
,to make it a success in all its branches.
Under the circumstances, I am satisfied the
House will not hesitate to give a third read-
ing to the Bill. If it Is any advantage to
the House to know it, there are precedents
for this. I could point out a list of thirty
or forty Acts of incorporation of which this
is- but a parallel.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-1 cannot tell my Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Down to what year ?
hon. friend. I doubt if any hon. gentleman
here to-day is familiar with ten per cent Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Down to 60-61
Of those who constitute the directorate of Victoria, when the American Bank Note
the various corporations incorporated by the Company was incorporated. If hon. gen-
Parliament of Canada. That is something tlemen will peruse the statutes they will
into which we seldom make inquiry. So find that since confederation to the present
long as the parliament of Canada is satis- time we have been chartering companies
fled of the good faith of the persons making similar to the one whose Bill is now before
application for charters of Incorporation, us.
they very naturally grant a charter for the Hon. Mr. MILLS-Or permitting them to
carrying out of any enterprises they may lease roads. The Grand Trunk Railway
have in view. I apprehend the Buffalo Rail- Company leases the Portland road, and the

Way Company is a well-known corporation. Canadia Pacific Rallway Company, the
It might not be amiss for me to say that Short Line Railway.When this Bill was before the House of Com-
maons it was referred to a sub-committee of Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The Canadian
the Railway Committee, consisting of the Pacific Railway and the Grand Trunk Rail-
present Minister of Railways. the hon. Mr. way are in a very similar position, in fact,
HIaggart, late Minister of Railways, Mr. there is fot an important undertaklng In
Borden. Mr. Gibson. who is the member for Canada having International deallngs with
the district, Mr. Osier, and Dr. Russell, of Our neighbours, but has found It necessary
Halifax. I understand that this Bill w-as to obtain legislation of a similar character.
Very closely scrutinized by those gentle- Ail the legislation ia this House with re-
ien. who are quite competent to protect not gard to international bridges has involved

only the interests of the Dominion, but to similar measures for Canadians in the
Pass Judgment on any Bil that may be UPited States, and for United States capital-
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Ists in Canada. No International legislation Information has not been placed before this
eau be carried out otherwise. House.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I am Inclined very Hon. Mr. LOIGHEED-To what does my
much to agree with the views expressed by hon. friend allude? The petition of the
the hon. gentleman from Monck. It ap- Buffalo Railway Company was before the
pears to me that this Buffalo company commIttee, assigned by its officers.
should have sent a copy of their Act of in-
corporation, to give us an idea of the con- Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-You mean the Act
ditions imposed upon them by that Act of Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-No, the petition.
incorporation. In the committee they en- Hon. 31r. CLEMOW-The petition 15 in
deavoured to find out who was Incorporated,
their position, and whether they were able whether they are being given excessive
to carry out the undertakiiMg. I caCEYot be- tower.
lieve in this company delegating and trans-
ferring to a foreigu company the exclusive
Jurisdiction over our highway. It may be
law on this side of the border, but if any of
us went to the other side of the line and
asked the people of the United States to
give us similar provisions, I do not believe
they would accede to it. I think they would
tell us that we were British subjects, and
that we could not hold property In that
country, and, therefore, they could not give
us the exclusive right to manage affairs that
pertain to people in the United States. That
ls the policy they have observed. We all
know what the Allen Labour Law is. A
Canadian nurse, cannot be employed to work
in a United States hospital without being
sent back out of the country. I believe we
ought to treat our neighbours as they treat
us. I do not believe in givIng them pri-
vileges In excess of what they give us in
their country. That is why I object to this
Bill. They say in this Bill, that they are
bound to comply with the laws of Ontario,
but what power have the laws of Ontario
over citizens of the United States who do not
reside lu this country ? They reside on the
other side of the line, and we cannot en-
force the laws of this country there at ail.
This is hasty legislation. The promoters
should have given us more Information and
show us that the company can manage the
road on this side of the river as well as
it has been managed in the past. I do not
believe In transferring our lines to a foreign
company. We are granting privileges 'to
this company, and by a stroke of the pen
they are absorblig our railways. It Is un-
fair to the people of this country, and I hope
that something will be done to prevent this
In the future. This Bill has passed the
House of Commons. I have no doubt it
was well scrutinized, but unfortunately the

Hon. Mt. LOUGHEED.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Why didn't you move
for It in the committee ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I did ask for It.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-There was no mo-
tion for it.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I want full informa-
tion before I can give an intelligent deci-
sion on any question.

I asked who was incorporated, and they
would not give any names. I know nothing
about the men. I know nothing about their
corporate power, and I am in the dark as
to whether we are granting them power In
this country that is in excess of what we
could obtain in the United States. If they
had come forward with necessary informa-
tion there might have been no opposition
to this Bill ; but lu the absence of it, I am
not prepared to say that these powers should
be given to this company.

Hon. 'Mr. LOUGHEED-I find that upon
the petition presented to the committee for
this legislation all these companies are owned
by the same parties, and this is a matter
,simply of internai economy by which all
the companies are placed under one com-
pany, so as to dispense with the cost of
management. Instead of there being offi-
cials for the three or four companles involv-
ed, there will be one set of officials for the
whole of the amalgamated companies. They
are all the salme parties owning the pro-
perties.

Hon. Mfr. CLEMOW-They are a combine
In the interest of certain parties.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Who presented
those petitons ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-They came be-
fore the Standing Orders Committee. They
do not corne before the Railway Committee.
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Hon. Mr. MILLER-That is the right place
for them.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-There was not a
Word said about it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It went through the
House, and was sent to the Standing Orders
Committee and reported back.

Hou. MIr. McCALLUM-This Buffalo Rail-
way Company ls a corporation we are legis-
lating for-if there is such a thing in exist-
ence. We have no proof yet that they are
in existence.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This is a purely senti-
mental question ? It la unfortunate that
the name la the Buffalo Railway Company.
It appears that for some years United States
capitalists have been investing in railways
on the Canadian side, and for economy's
sake they have decided that it would be
very much cheaper to run all those com-
panies under one charter. That la the whole
object of this Bill. As to the precedent for
lt, you have not to travel far from the
Niagara frontier. The Canada Southern la
owned entirely by a United States company,
the Vanderbilts. Their presence ln Canada
makes them subject to our laws, but their
management is entirely in the United States.
It has not hurt anybody I presume. An-
Other road was started as a Canadian enter-
prise--the Toronto, Hamilton, Buffalo and
New York Railway-but capital could not be
found to take it up. United States capital
came and took it up, and it is owned entirely
by United States capitalists. It Is subject
to our laws within the borders of Canada,
as this railway company will be subject to
our laws. We have a general law passed by
the parliament of Canada, authorizing the
government of Canada to Issue to any for-
eign corporation the power to come into
Canada and do business in Canada, and all
they have to do la to name an agent in Can-
ada who will accept service of papers should
It be necessary to take legal proceedings
against the company. We have in our gen-
eral policy Invited foreigu corporations to
corne into this country. It helps to de-
velop the country, and it does not mat-
ter where they come from. In com-
mercial matters of that kind we never
hesitate to get foreign capital. On the
contrary, we are constantly inviting for-
eign capital to come in. I do not regard

this Bill from the dangerous standpoint that
my hon. friend does. It is liable to our lawu.
The part of it twithin Canada cannot escape
that. It la simply the name that la rather
unpleasant to our ears at the present time.
The United States pol'cy bas not been very
satisfactory to Canada, and there ls a dis-
inclination to give privileges to those who
have treated us ln an unneighbourly spirit.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-There 1s information
desired by some inembers of the House, and
I am sorry to say I cannot give it myself.
No doubt the hon. member from Calgary
can do so. He has alluded to certain rail-
ways, and to the Buffalo Company as being,
ln fact, the owners of those roads. What
scnie of our members want to know la, not
about the raliroads but the bridges. It la
proposed, as far as I can understand the
Bill, to allow four of the bridges across the
Niagara River to be acquired by the com-
pany.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Two of the
bridges.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Are those steam rail-
way bridges ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-No, they are elec-
trict railway bridges. I might say, ln con-
nection with those bridges, that according
to the charter under which they have been
built, the company has a perfect right to
dispose of the bridges to whomsoever they
may see fit.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Then the bridges are
in connection with the road ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Yes.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-They were bulît to
carry the electrie cars over thern ?

Hoa. Mr. LOUGHEED-Yes, they were
built specially for those roads.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The stock of the Queens-
ton Heights Company and the Clifton
Company, is held almost exclusively by
United States capitalists.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I have made a sub-
stantial motion against this in order to have
a word in closing. My hon. friend from
Calgary suggests to this House that 1 am
always obstructing legislation whicb may
ber-efit the Niagara district.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I did not say ob-
structing-I said opposing charters.
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I have always
acted, and shall always act, in this House,
lndependently of the wishes of my hon.
friend whom I respect very much, because
1 profess to have as much knowledge of the
Niagara district as lie bas. But here we
are getting information now. I have got
more information, since this discussion com-
menced, than I ever had before about this
Bill. I never had any before. What is the
Information we have now ? It is all hear-
say. Is there any proof ? Talk of sophistry !
The Minister of Justice comes #and lectures
us here about what bas been doue. I am|
dealing with this Bill, and I say we have
not the proper information to support it.
It bas not been proved to this louse -whe-
ther it is a steam railway, an electric rail-
way, or a horse railway. It has not been
proved that the compariy is qualified to go
on with the work. We are handing over
the wlole frontier of the Niagara district,
which is a beautiful country, and the bridges
over the Niagara River to United States
capitalists. It looks very innocent. My
hou. friend talks about a loop-line. I do not
sec where a loop-line comes in. Where are
they going to cross ? At Clifton or Queens-
ton ? The most objectionable part of the
Bill Is we hand control of those bridges over
to a foreign corporation. That was the ob-
jection that I made to the member for Lin-
coln when be urged ime to present the peti-
tion to the House. He said that would be
explained. Have I got the explanation ? I
have asked for it, and have been unable to
get it. I bad the Bill postponed a day in
order to get an explanation, and it is only
niow dribbling out from some members of
the House. I want to do my duty to the
Niagara district, to Canada and to the em-
pire. I remember what took place in 18C5-6.
I know that I stood up once on behalf of
this country to be shot at. and I do nob
know but I shall have to do It again-to be
shot at by these very people who will not
allov us to go across the river and get a
day's work-who will not allow us to hold
an acre of land there. I would be less than
a man if I did not raise my voice against
this iniquitous Bill. I have been thirty-
three years in parliament, and as far as
iy knowledge goes,. I never saw such a

ineasure presented to parliament before. If
wie pass this Bill ln its present shape It will
liot redound to the credit of the people of

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

Canada. The lion. gentleman from Cal-
gary says that the House of Commons has
consented to this Bill. How. much atten-
tion does be pay to other Bills that the
Louse of Comnmons pass We are here to
do our duty. and I wish to do mine, as far
as in my power lies. I hope tbat there is
independence enough in this Senate to show
that we will not hand over the whole of the
Niaigara frontier to United States citizens,
not knowving who they are. They may be
anti-Uritish. for ail we know. and they may
possibly be our best friends, but they are not
British subjects.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This is
an illustration of history repeating itself.
I dare say the Minister of Justice will re-
member that fifteen or seventeen years ago.
whien the lion. nember fron Monck and the
Minister of Justice and I were in the House
of Commons. I then took very stroug objec-
tion to a Bill which was Introduced to in-
corporate an iron company giving it all the
corporate powers which the State of Ohio
could give it, and the parliament of
Canada incorporated that company without
even knowing what the powers were that
were given by the State of Ohio. It reco-
gnized the existence of the company. It gave
them the powers that the conpany had in
that state to carry on mining operations in
my own county and in my own riding; that
is, the development of the iron ores and the
bringing them to the front, and certain other
powers. I took very much the ground then
that the hon. gentleman from Monck bas
taken, but you cai look at the different
Aets of parliament and you will find quite a
number of them of a similar character. As
bas already been pointed out, in their
charters they are simply described as the
corporation of New York, the banking con-
pany of New York, or some description like

1 that. They are given certain powers. Their
names are not mentioned, but simply the
name of the company to carry on the en-
graving of bank notes, or something of
that kind The otber one to whîich I
allude goes a little further than this ;
whether the hon. gentleman from Monck
remembers that or not I do not know,
but I have a distinct recollection from the
fact that the operations that were to be
carried on by this company were in the
riding I then represented. In the present
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case we are asked to give powers to a
company in Canada to do a business legally
and under the supervision of the laws of this
Country, which they are now doing without
an Act of parliament to incorporate them.
I do not know who compose this Buffalo
Company, and I do not know whether there
are Canadians in it. The old bridge that
United the Canadian side of the Niagara
River with the United States side, known as
the Grand Trunk bridge, formerly the Great
Western before the Grand Trunk Railway
acquired that line of railway, belongs ex-
Clusively to the Grand Trunk Railway. That
is a Canadian company, in existence through
English capital. Then the Cantilever bridge,
'Inmediately to the west of it, I understand,
belongs exclusively to the Vanderbilt sys-
tem. It is built by United States capital
and enables the Canada Southern railway,
Which takes its western terminus at Detroit,
to cross over into the state of New York.
The Suspension bridge that connects Buffalo
With the Canadian side belongs to the Grand
Trunk Railway principally, and certain
United States capital I believe is invested in
its construction; and then, again, whenever
a bridge is built across the Niagara River.
Whether it be built by Canadian enterprise
Or by United States enterprise, it has first
to receive the sanction of both governinents
before it can be constructed. The question
Of where the money comes fron to build it
lias never been one that has been considered.
80 far as my recollection serves me. We
have an instance of it at this moment in
that bridge at Cornwall between Ontario and
the State of New York. I believe nearly ail
Of that capital is United States capital,
though the parliament of Canada did bonus
the road which runs from Cornwall into the
City of Ottawa; but the rest of the capital
used in building the road is United States
capital. If I thought that this was handing
Over the great highways of this country to
a foreign Company, which they could control
at any time to the disadvantage of Canada,
as seems to be impressed upon the mind of
the hon. gentleman from Monck, I think the
Senate would go just as far as the hon. gen-
tleman himself to prevent any evil of that
kind being perpetrated upon us. But to my
niind the whole thing is in a nut shell. I
tOok the same view the lion. gentleman did
Wlen I first begai to consider it. Here is
an electric railway built by Canadian and

United States capital. I think our railway
magnates in Canada invested a good deal
of money in it. I know ny hon. friend who
sits behind me-had an interest in it, because
I laughingly chaffed him in committee about
how much he had made out of it. That
road has not proved a financial success.
They have lost most of the money which
they put into the road at Queenston running
up to the park. The United States cor-
poration had a road running from Niagara
Falls. I believe it has been since extended
to Buffalo, and extends eastward down the
gorge of the river to the rapids, at the foot
of the hill running to Queenston, whilst the
road on the Canadian side is on the top of
the bank. They have amalgamated their
different interests. This Buffalo company,
which I suppose is composed of United
States capitalists, have acquired ail the in-
terests and rights of the Canadians who
held stock in the Electrie road in Canada;
and now they say, 'owning all this, and
owning the bridges as well-because the
bridges belonged to these private companies
-we want to unite our different interests in
one, so that we can carry on our business
subject always to the laws of Canada so
far as our operations in Canada are con-
cerned.' That is the way I understand the
matter, and that being the case, I should not
like to see the Bill thrown out. It has
been asked if the bridges are the ordinary
railway bridges over which the Grand Trunk
Railway or the Canada Southern pass ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
been over the bridges, and they are
purely for the purposes of the electric rail-
way and carriageways and ordinary passen-
ger traffic. That is what the bridges were
built for and used for, and not as ordinary
railway bridges. The railway companles
have their own bridges ; that is the Canti-
lever bridge owned by the Canada Southern,
and the old bridge that has existed there for
a long time, and a new one has been con-
structed lately owned by the Grand Trunk
Railway Company. Tien the one at Buffalo
is owned jointly by the differeuit iailway
interests in Canada, and they rua over it.
These are the facts connected with this com-
pany. I should like to see, inl ail these
Bills where powers are given to foreign
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railways, a scbedule showing wlat powers
they have in the other country.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Pro-
viding we attemipt to give them similar
powers here. But all we are asked
to do now is to enable them legal-
ly to take possession of the different
enterprises and works on this side which
they have acquired and subject them to
our laws. The question is whether we
should prevent that or not. If we prevent
it, they will go on and do business just as
they have done, and nobody will interfere
with them. They have the bridges and will
use them to the best possible advantage.
They have acquired all the interest in the
Canadian electric railway, and they will run
that to the best advantage and perhaps at
a greater cost, and perhaps not in so legal
a manner as under this Bill. Under those
clrcumstances I should not feel satisfied
in voting for the six months hoist.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-I rise for the
purpose of removing what I believe is a
misapprehension in regard to the present
Bill. From the arguments advanced by my
hon. friend behind me (Hon. Mr. McCallum)
it would seem as if we were substituting one
set of stockholders for another. If ve were
going to change the lie of the land, going to
change the roads, or going to change any-
thing, it would be a different matter. Al
that we are asked to do, as I understand it,
is to permit several corporations, who now
possess the very same field that will be pos-
sessed by the corporation contemplated by
this Act, to combine, and form one corpora
tion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is it.

Hon. 'Mr. O'DONOHOE-The several com-
Inies now existing find, as a good many

other companies have found, that several
companies cannot be managed as econo-
mically as one company can. We find our
large monetary institutions amalgama.ting,
and they do not change their stockholders,
or capital, or offices. All that is done is
that the parties concerned come together
and say : ' We can manage those five or six
corporations by one corporation for much
less than we are paying.' We are not chang-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

ing those corporations that exist at present.
We are not taking the capital from the
United States and bringing it into Canada,
nor are we taking capital out of Canada and
placing it in the United States. The capital
will be precisely the same after the Bill
has become law as it is at present. There
will be no change made in it, except a
change for economy : and la this parliament
to object to the parties who are interested
mnaking the most economical arrangement
for the management of their concerns ?
Surely not. We do not do it In any other
Instance. The proximity of one country to
the other at that point bas nothing to do
with the question. It will not change the
banks of the river or the river itself, or
change the railway. It will do nothing more
than make a large corporation out of several
corporations that exist now. That is, as
I understard, what is contemplated by this
Bill. If that ie so, why should we draw the
distinction in this case, and not treat them
the same as any other corporations coming
before us for amalgamation Al that they
ask for is amalgamation. They do not ask
a change of stock, or change of place, or
anything else. Al that is asked Is that we
give them leave to operate under one
charter, to make it less expensive and more
profitable to the owners. As to the other
matters spoken of foreign to.this transac-
tion, it seems to me to -be a misapprehen-
sion, and we should endeavour to find what
the point is that this Bill asks for. The
point is that there are five or six small
corporations, losing money, perhaps, by the
expensiveness of their management, and the
people whose money Is invested in these
corporations come before us and ask to be
allowed to amalgamate so that they can
make more money, and make the business
more profitable. I should say it is impos-
sible for any reasonable man to draw a dis-
tinction between the amalgamation sought
hiere and any amalgamation that is sought
under any Act of incorporation in the whole
Dominion. In Toronto we find four or five
monetary Institutione, one of them up in
the millions, coming before parliament for
power to amalgamate, and in no case have
they been refused the right : and the chief
reason advanced for the amalgamation
sought is that the operations of one corpora-
tion can be more cheaply conducted than
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the operations of severai companies. There
are less leaks and more profit, and no people
can understand better what ls to their inter-
est than those whose money and capital are
invested, and those people who invested
their money are the people who are before
us to-day asking to be allowed to amalgam-
ate.

Hon. Mr. McCALLU.M-Who are they ?

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-I know a good
many of them, but I do not think it is ne-
cessary to state their names. If we were
making a change of stockholders or anything
Of that kind, it would be a different matter.
But we are not doing that. We wlll have
the same stockholders and the same parties
interested under the new company as are
now engaged in the several corporations. I
think the real question here is, are these
People entitled to the amalgamation asked
for by this Bill ? If they are we should
give it to them without regard to where
they live or where they come from.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
Which was rejected by the following vote:

Contents :
Hon. Messrs.

Boucherville, de (C.M.G.)
Clemow,
Cochrane,
Landry,
Macdonald (P.E.I.),
McCallum,

McLaren,
Mernier,
Montplaisir,
Perley,
Villeneuve.-11.

Non-Contents :
Hon. Messrs.

Allan,Mmnon,
Bolduc,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie),
Burpee
Carling (Sir John),
Dobson,
Ferguson
fiset,
Gillmor,
Gowan (C.M.G.),
Ring,
Xlrchhoffer,
Lougheed,
Lovitt
McDonald (C.B.),
MeCRay.

McKindsey,
McSweeney,
Miller,
Mills,
O'Brien,
O'Donohue,
Power,
Primrose,
Prowse,
Scott,
Snowball,
Templeman,
Vidal,
Watson
Wood,
Young.-33.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Read the names.
The Clerk then read the names. -
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I call attention to

the fact that the hon. gentleman froi St.
John has not recorded his vote. He must
have some constitutional reason for not
doing so.

The motion for the third reading of the
Bill was agreed to on the same division, and
the Bill was read the third time and passed.

COMPANIES' CLAUSES ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the third reading

of Bill (X) 'An Act to amend the Companies'
Clauses Act.'

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-In supplementing
what I pointed out to my hon. friend last
night I would point out that since yester-
day I looked into it and I find that this Act
will not extend to the companies incorpor-
ated under the Companies Act.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It applies to companies
incorporated by charter.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It does not ex-
tend to companies incorporated by Lerbir
Patent ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--Not intended so
to do ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does

not the Companies' Act give power to com-
panies organized under Letters Patent to
change the number of directors, and also to
make any other amendment they desire to
make ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. 'Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
know it does as f ar as the reduction of the
numbers of directors is concerned. I know
that from experience. All you have to do
in that case is to give notice in the Official
Gazette that you desire to make this change.
We had the same thing in a company
with which I am connected. We re-
duced the directors to three, but we could
not do that without first advertising in the
Gazette what we Intended to, and then call
a meeting of the directors and pass the by-
law. My Impression ls that If you desire
to change the head office from the city Of
Ottawa to the city of Toronto, for instance,
You cen do it in the same way, although I
am not positive.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot say as to that
My hon. friend mentioned the matter yes-
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terday, and I was too much engaged to look
up the statute.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I understood from
my hon. friend yesterday that the Bill was
of sufficiently wide scope to cover companies
incorporated under the Companies Act, and
I mention the matter for that reason.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We embody what is
called the Companies' Clauses Act In our
own legislation here. They are not neces-
sarily embodied in the powers given to com-
panies that are Incorporated under Letters
Patent.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-They are not em-
bodied at all.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Companies' Clauses
Act Bills are introduced for the purpose off
shortening legislation. We name certain
sections and exclude certain sections. Com-
panies incorporated by Letters Patent would
have the power themselves to change their
head office from time to time. They have
powers for regulating the allotmuent off
transfer, declaration of dividends, term of
service and so forth.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-What does the
hon. gentleman refer to ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is the Act incor-
porating companies by Letters Patent. They
regulate the time and place for the holding
of the annual meetings of th-, company.
and calling of meetings. regular and special,
and so on. They have all those powers.
This Act is not disturbed i its provisions
by the amendment made by my hon. friend.
They are limited to what is called the Con-
panies' Clauses Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--There
was another point to which attention was
called: that Is whether under this 6th clause
the head office of the company could be
changed to a city or town out of Canada.
It seems to me a little ambiguous. The
clause reads :

The conpany may, from time to time, by by-
,law. change the locality of its head office or may

Cbange its principal place of business.

That is they can change the office or they
can change the principal place of business.
but it says when you change the place off
business In Canada-do the words 'in Can-
ada ' apply to the head office?

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think that is per-
fectly clear, because it says head office, or
principal place of business.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--One or
the other.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-These are not put as
two distinct places, but two alternative
names for the same place. The principal
place of business is the head office, and
that being in Canada. it may be changed to
any other place in Canada, but not oui of
Canada.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-If there
is a doubt about It, we might add the words
'provided the change takes place in the
Dominion of Canada.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That would imply that
the words in the Bill would mean some-
where else, without that addition. If the
House thinks it is not sufficiently clear as it
is, I do not object to try to make it ciearer.
but I think it is clear that the head office
or place of business may be changed to
another place in Canada, and not to a place
outside of Canada, say to the United States.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Take any
company acting here ; its place of business
is in Canada. You say it can change its
place. What is to prevent it going to Nev
York ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Because it is changing
it out of Canada.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-We could not say
a company had power to change its place
of business from Canada to some other
country.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-There is
nothing to prevent it. There is nothing to
prevent a Canadian company having Its
head office in London. We have a company
like that already.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No Act of the parlia-
ment of Canada can operate as an Act out-
side of the boundaries of Canada. I think
that is perfectly well settled.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
that prevent a company organized in Can-
ada establishing their head office outside ut
Canada ? Because the Grand Trunk Railway
is operating under a Canadian charter while
its head office is out of Canada.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They are permitted to Hon. Mr. MILLS-No. That has been
have their head office out of Canada. made right by modern legislation.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The whole of the Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-By
Grand Trunk corporate machinery must be wlat riglt does the Grand Trunk Railway
Eigland, and 1ts legisiation is necessarily Company hold its head office in London, un-
Imperial. less by an Imperial statute ? 1 never heard

that the had' an I l i l ti n
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They

are not organized there as a company, I
think.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Privy Council has
held that an alien who has become domiciled
In a colony, and become a citizen of that
colony, at once becomes an allen when he
goes beyond the limits of where citizenship
Was conferred upon hlm. For instance, a
man from France, a Huguenot, settled In
Virginia, and became a British subject un-
der the laws of that colony, and built a ship
there and put on board a cargo of tobacco,
and took her to London. She was seized
in London as a ship owned by an alien trad-
ing between a colony and the mother coun-
try.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-How long
ago ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A good while ago, but
the doctrine is the same to-day, that a colo-
nial statute does not operate beyond the
province In which it has been made law.
When you go three miles out at sea, you
are from under the jurisdiction of that sta-
tute, and come under the jurisdiction of the
Imperial parliament. That was decided In
the case of Rutlidge and Low.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-If you go
out three miles to sea you are a British
Subject still ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If a man Is made a
British subject by a colonial statute, unless
there is some Imperial statute declaring that
It shall operate to make hlm a subject be-
YOnd the province, he is an alien when he
goes beyond the limits of the province. A
lited States citizen coming Into Canada
before the Act of 1871, and becoming a Br-
tlsh subject, on going beyond the bounds
of Canada would be a United States sub-
ject again.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
If he went to England he would not be a Bri-
tish subjeet

y Y mperJZ aL egr s a o .

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-They have issued
all their debentures in England, and they
mu-st necessarily have Imperial legislation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We may give them the
capacity when we incorporate them, but It
is simply an enabling power so far as we
are concerned.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-As
there is a doubt about this, why not make
it plain ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Why not say : 'to
any other place In Canada' ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have no objection at
all.

The Bill was amended accordingly, and
read the third time and passed as amended.

THIRD READINGS.
Bill (12) 'An Act respecting the safety of

ships.'-(Hon. Mr. Mills.)
Bill (169) 'An Act to incorporate the

Dominion Canadian Rifle Association.'-
(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Bill (175) 'An Act respecting the Ottawa
and Hull Fire Relief Fund.'-(Hon. Mr.
Clemow.)

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

ACT

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (110) 'An Act to amend the
Weights and Measures Act.' He said : This
Bill deals with two or three matters which
are outside of the ordinary affairs regulated
by the Weights and Measures Act. The
first is with regard to the character of apple
barrels. The second Is with regard to the
selling of eggs by weight. The third 1s
with regard to the lengtb of binder twlne
in a ball, and penalties for contravention.
The fourth matter relates to salt-the quanti-
ty that constitutes a barrel of salt, and also
a provislon requiring that salt In bags
should be weighed and the net weight
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marked upon the bag. These are all the
matters that are dealt with In the Bill. i
have not compared the provisions with
regard to the size of apple barrels with the
provision of section 18, which, I think, can
be more conveniently done when we go Into
committee on the Bill. I have contented
myself with ascertaining what are the gen-
eral provisions of the Bill, and in what re-
spect it undertakes to amend the Weights
and Measures Act.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-This question, es-
pecially in its reference to the size of the
barrel, coming before us now, Is enough to
convince hon. gentlemen in parliament that
it is not desirable that the House should
take too much on trust from departmental
officials or anybody else, because when we
do we often find that we are passing
something that we have not correctly appre-
ciated. I remember when a Bill on this
subject was before us last year, chapter 28
of the statutes of last session, that after
looking at the Bill I came to the conclu-
sion that it was prepared by those who
knew a good deal more about the subject
than we did, and therefore we could assume
It was right. It was found, soon after last
year's Bill became law, that we had actually
legalized a barrel for the sale of apples in
Canada larger than the barrel authorized in
the United States and larger than the On-
tario flour barrel. It was difficult to under-
stand why such a barrel should have been
attempted to be legalized. It was nevertheless
legalized by the Act of last year, but which
does not come into effect until the first
July of this year, and therefore parliament
bas still the matter in its bands to provide
for a different barrel before that Act comes
into operation. I have given this a good
deal of consideration, and consulted with
parties in Nova Scotia and Prince Edward
Island who are engaged in the apple Indus-
try, and who understand this question very
well, and with regard to the barrel author-
ized in the Bill now before us. I find that
there is a very general satisfaction with
the description of barrel contained in this
Bill, and the objection they have, and which
I think. is a very strong one, that It permits
of the use of a larger barrel, and admits pos-
sibly of a barrel of apples meaning one
thing in one part of Canada and something
else in another part of Canada. The barrel

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

described in clause one of this Bill is de-
scribed very exactly and appears to be a
barrel which meets the requirements of the
business, altogether, but It la permitted
that parties may use a larger one.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That being the
case, it will not ensure that uniformity-
that clear understanding that it is desired
to have in the transaction of business, If
it is possible that a barrel may mean a
different capacity ln one part of the country
from what it does in another. I understand
that a good deal of pains has been taken
to get the vlews of those dealing in apples,
potatoes and other things as well in differ-
ent parts of the country, and to endeavour
to secure unanimity of opinion with regard
to the size of the barrel that should be used.
I find, however, that in the Bill, that point
has not been reached, and that it is per-
missible to use a larger barrel. We find
section 18 reads :

18. Ali apples packed ln Canada for export for
sale by the barrel in closed barrels shall be
packed ln good and strong barrels of seasoned
wood, having dimensions not less than the fol-
lowing, namely: twenty-six inches and one-fourth
between the heads, inside measure, and a head
diameter of seventeen Inches and a middle dia-
meter of eighteen inches and one-half, repre-
senting as near as possible ninety-six quarts or
tbree bushels.

I think this conforms to the barrel used in
packing apples in the United States ? It is
a great pity that we could not settle on one
barrel for the whole of Canada, and then
we should have a uniform barrel in Canada
and the United States. I do not see why
we could not get perfect uniformity as to
the size of the barrel. I notice subsection
2, of this clause goes on to deal with quinces,
pears, potatoes, &c. It says :

2. When apples, pears, quinces or potatoes are
sold by the barrel, as a measure of capacity,
such barrel shall not be of lesser dimesions than
those specified in this section.

and subsection 3 provides :
3. When potatoes are sold by weight, the

welght equivalent to a barrel shall be 175 pounds.

By reading that section in connection witb
subsection 1, this barrel is to hold ninety-
six quarts, or three bushels. I think we
should say, when speaking of the weight of
potatoes, that a barrel should be one hun-
dred and seventy-four pounds, or three
bushels. If it Is three bushels when filled
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with apples, it must be three bushels when
filled wlth potatoes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My reason for
taking that view is, that already, in the
first section describing a barrel as holding
as nearly as possible ninety-six quarts or
three bushels, we have thereby settled what
a barrel of this capacity shall hold-it is
nlinety-six quarts or three bushels. When
we come to potatoes we say the weight of
a barrel-I presume the same barrel--shall
be one hundred and seventy-four pounds.
Why not go further and say that that shaîl
be three bushels ? I know the objection
that will come in bere will be that In the
Weights and Measures Act section 16, pro-
Vides that the weight of a bushel of potatoes
shall be sixty pounds, and sixty multiplied by
three would be one hundred and eighty
pounds, and consequently six pounds more
than this barrel is stated to contain, and this
would be a discrepancy, but there Is a dis-
crepancy any way. By subsection 1 of this
Bll before us we provide that a barrel of
these dimensions shall hold ninety-six quarts,
or three bushels. Further down we are
providing that that barre], when filled with
POtatoes, shall weigh one hundred and
seventy-four pounds. We are therefore de-
claring that a bushel of potatoes shall b3
less than sixty pounds?

Hlon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-What oarrel is r÷*'
ferred to ? Surely it does not mean ary
barrel, but the barrel we have been describ.
ing. Therefore we should, to make the
mnatter consistent, say that that should be
three bushels the same as when the barrel
is filled with apples, and amend section 16
of the Weights and Measures Act by making
the weight of a bushel of potatoes corres-
Pond with what they are doing in this Bill.
That is my view. I think really sixty
pounds is too much for a bushel of potatoes,
for this reason: if bon. gentlemen will turn
to section 19 of the Weights and Measures
Act they will find it states that the measure
Sha1 not be heaped, but filled as nearly to
the level of the brim as the size and shape
Of the article permits. This renders heaping
illegal. I know the Imperial bushel, unless
It is heaped, cannot be made to contain sixty
DOUnlds of potatoes ; but the practice la

our province bas been to heap the bushel.
It is strictly at variance with the Dominion
statute which says It shall not be heaped.
Under these circumstances, I think it would
be well, when this Bill Is before us, to try
If we could not get these discrepancies,
which are plainly to be found, removed, so
that a bushel, as fixed In section 16
of the Weights and Measures Act, and
the barrel described in the first sub-
section of the Bill now before us, and the
barrel spoken of in subsection 3 of the Bill,
should be harmonized both for apples
and potatoes. It may be that this meas-
ure bas received all the consideration
it could get at thls time, but I hope it may
be possible to go over the matter perbaps
with still greater care, and that we may
get legislation on this subject which will
remove ail discrepancles, and particularly
those I have just now referred to. With
regard to the other parts of the Bill I have
no comment to make, with the exception of
the second section-the standard of eggs :

When eggs are described as sold by the stand-
ard dozen, the dozen shall mean one pound and
a half.

I have no precise Information on this sub-
ject. I hope, however, that we are not
legislating in the dark on this subject, as
we evidently were on the apple question
last year, and while it may be a very good
thing to recognize the proper weight of a
standard dozen of eggs, so that those wbo
produce a breed of poultry of such a
character as will produce larger eggs for
the market will be encouraged, and will
recelve as they should receive, a price In
proportion to the size-while it is desirable
that should be done, I hope that care has
been taken that the weight, as compared
with the dozen, may be approxImately ac-
curate as relating to the average of eggs
produced in this country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The bon. senator bas
referred to the defeets in the Act of last
year. The Act of last year was made pre-
cisely what apple producers asked for. They
passed a resolution and made represenuta-
tions to the department, and the department
made the barrel to suit them. The bon. gen-
tleman shakes his head, but I am giving in-
formation which I obtained from my col-
league, who, when this matter was under
discussion, referred to the representations

r -
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made to him, and the legislation that was
had in accordance with those representa-
tions ; so that if there was a mistake last
year, it was a mistake of the apple-growers,
and the mistake of the department was
simply in conforming to their wishes. Tue
hon. gentleman bas expressed his regret that
the barrels are not of uniform size. We
could make them uniform by declaring that
the flour barrel should be the apple barrel
as well. That is not what the apple-
growers of the maritime provinces are ask-
ing for, but it is what the apple-growers of
the province of Ontario are asking for. We
do in Ontario what our friends do not do in
the maritime provinces. We produce a very
considerable quantity of wheat for the mar-
ket. which is converted into flour, and there
are, in the towns and villages where the
manufacture of flour is being carried on, also
establishments for the manufacture of flour
barrels. It is easy for a farmer who bas a
large orchard to go to a manufacturer and
buy barrels made for the purpose of packing
flour. and they serve his purpose for pack-
ing apples; but if he were to ask for apple
barrels specially he could not get them. The
manufacturer would not take the trouble to

six quarts of potatoes. But there Is a good
deal of unoccupied space, especially If the
potatoes are large: and the average weight
of a barrel of potatoes, the barrel itself con-
taining a space of ninety-six quarts, will
not be more than 174 pounds: and so it was
declared that when potatoes are put up in
barrels, as you put up apples, barrels of a
capacity of ninety-six quarts, that the weight
shall be 174 pounds: but that will still leave
the bushel of potatoes by weight, when sold
by the bushel, to be sixty pounds, and I
do not think that Is an unreasonable arrange-
ment for the weight of potatoes. With re-
gard to eggs, liens are not a very intelligent
class of creatures, and they do manage to
lay egs that vary greatly in size, and it does
seem to me that when parties go upon the
markets, as they do in all the towns and
cities, to buy eggs, and buy them by the
dozen, they should have an opportunity of
saying: 'You shall not give me a dozen
small eggs; you must give me a pound and
a half.' If the eggs are small they may in-
sist upon their being weighed instead of
being counted, and I think that is not an
unreasonable provision, and it is one that
has been frequently asked for and brought

make them for him-at all events, manufac- under the attenton of the Department of
turers have not done so heretofore, and it Iniand Revenue.
is a matter of great convenience to the apple-
growers of the west, who are a numerous hon. Sîr MACKe BOWeLL-Could
class and produce immense quantities of
fruit in some seasons, to be able to get weight of a dozen eggs as recogiized In
barrels for the purpose of packing their England and Europe? The difficulty witl
apples-a decided advantage to be able to the egg buyers in England in particular, bas
get them from those who make flour barrels. been the size of the egg. There they are
It was a necessary provision, if the law is purchased by weight, and I am inclined to
to conform to the wishes of the population think that this weiglt must be nearly cor-
instead of the population being made to reet from the fact that it was suggested and
conform to a hard and fast law. Now, withî incorporated in this Bil hy the member for
regard to the measurement of pota- one of the Hurons (Mr. McMillan), wlo is a
toes, sixty pounds are declaredin practical farmer and an exporter of catte,
the statute to be a bushel. I do and I thlnk aiso of eggs, and when I first
not think that weight is excessive. read the discussion in the House of Com-
If my hon. friend were undertaking to buy mons, I puzzled myseif In thinking over the

very large potatoes by the quart, he would
find a good deal of difficulty in not having and a baif I supposed that this would be
more space unoccupied in his quart than he i accordance witl the weight of the article
would like to have occupied by the potatoes. in England.
And so it must be borne in mInd that ninety- Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Wlere the liens are
six quarts represents salt measure, or dry

oft*;more intelligent.measure, or liquid measure, and so of the
barrels spoken of would hold ninety-six Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Ol no.
quarts of water or spirit, and it will hold, The cocks may le: I do not know. I thillk
according to its measure of capacity, ninety- It is a good provision and more particullY

Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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in reference to the export. It may be a
small matter but when we consider the
quantity of eggs sent from this country to
England and the necessity for having a good
quality, it Is just as important to have a
good article as it is in the matter of apples.
There is no population in the world that
panders, if I may use that expression, so
much to ap'petite as the English people, and
if you want to have a profitable market
there, you must send an article that they
will buy and consume. I do not know
whether my hon. friend knows what the
Welght in England Is.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I could not say. I
daresay the department bas the information.
I will make inquiry and find out upon what
they have acted. Of course this pound and
a half means two ounces to the egg.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
best fowl ln the world are imported from
England.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-We can discuss
this In comnrittee, but while my hon. friend,
the leader of the House, is strictly correct
in saying that the barrel described in the
Bil of last year was the barrel requested
by the Fruit-Growers' Association of Nova
Scotia, yet it le necessary to explain that
long before the legislation took place the
Nova Scetia Fruit-Growers' Association dis-
covered the error that had been made. They
had applied to some experts to get a techni-
cal description of a barrel which they
thought would be an equivalent to the United
States barrel. That ls what they were
aiming at, and they got this description, and
made It the basis of their application to the
government for a uniform law, and my hon.
friend ls quite rlght in saying that this de-
scription came to the government from this
authority. That le quite right, but It is
eqnally correct that as early as January 1899,
the Fruit-Growers' Association discovered
the error that they had made, and called the
attention of the Minister of Militia, who was
attending a meeting of the association, and
the Minister of Agriculture who was also
present, to the error and to the necessity of
having a different description put ln the BIll,
and therefore they were perfectly amazed
when they found that, notwithstanding that
they had asked for a change in that respect,
a mistake had been made, and that the

45

description of the barrel which they found
to be an erroneous description before it be-
came law. nevertheless was made law.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P. E. I.)-I thlnk
we are meddling very often with the law
in respect of Weights and Measures, and
people are really getting confused as to
what the intention and purport of the law
1s.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Hear. Hear.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P. E. I.)-Last
year we passed a law respecting apple
barrels and we found It was Impossible to
procure the barrels described by the Act.
It would have given a great deal of dissatie-
faction ln the country if that law had been
enforced, because it described the particular
kind of barrel, not a flour barrel, not such
a barrel as Is ordinarily used, but one which
was made on some principle by turning off
the round of the log. With respect to the
Act now before us, I think we are not legis-
lating in the proper direction when we are
describing a different mode and measure
for the sale of potatoes from that which ls
at present the law. The law just now le that
sixty pounds of potatoes Is a bushel, and we
are making a new measure altogether.
That matter of the welght of potatoes la
a subject which bas often come before
the legislature and the House and after be-
ing discussed for a number of years It was
settled at slxty pounds to the bushel, that
being the proper weight for a bushel of
potatoes. I think it is wrong to intertere
with a matter which is thoroughly settled
and set at rest as that bas been. If we say
a barrel of potatoes is to be 174 pounds, we
are making an entirely new departure.
An ordinary barrel of potatoes would not
weigh 174 pounds, and it le very doubtful
in my mind whether the barrel that la des-
cribed here, if used for potatoes, would con-
tain that quantity.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It bas been tried.

Hon. Mr. MAODONALD (P. E. I.)-Not
having been able to try it, I could not say
positively. I am merely giving my opinion.
Now, fixing a weight for a number of articles
which are usually sold by measure, ls an
uncalled for proceeding. To enact that the
apple barrels shall contain a certain weight
is, I think, going to lead to a great deal of
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and it is going to be a serious tax if tue
parties have to mark the weight on the
packages.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-In the next Bill on the
Order paper, the Grain Trade Bill, there is
a provision that the farmers cannot knowing-
ly mix the grain, and If they do they are
lialble to a penalty. I think we should have
something of that kind in this Bill, because
.when we buy apples ln the North-west we
find that the apples at the top and bottom
of the barrel are much better than those ln
the centre. I think we should have some
provision made with regard to apples. I
would rather have a barrel with a hundred
pounds of good apples in It, than the barrels
o! apples boughbt last fall.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We can disecus the de-
talle In committee to-MOrrow.

The motion was agreed to, avd the Bill
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)

UNLOADING OF CARS ON I. C. R.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. WOOD moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause tW be laid before the
Senate a return showing:-1. Which of the cars
enumerated in the return to an address of the
Senate, dated May 7, 1900, as having ' arrived at
Halifax and St. John, respectively, previous to
April 10 last and which had not been unioaded
at ·that date,' have been since unloaded.

2. Dates upon which such cars were severally
unloaded.

3. Amount of demurrage collected on each car.

He said : The returns which I asked for
on May 17, 1900, has since been submitted
to the House. I assume that very few hon.
gentlemen have taken the trouble to peruse
that return, and I, therefore, ask the per-
mission of the House to call attention to some
of the main features embraced ln It.
When made the motion for this re-
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difficulty. It is not made compulsory, but *hy THE SENATE.
should it become law if it le not compulsory?
If we make a law it should certainly be com-
pulsory, to some extent at any rate. Then, The SPEAICR took the Chair at Three
again, we are Interfering with something o'ciock.
to which I have never heard an objection,
namely, the mode ln which eggs are to be Prayers and routine proceedings.
disposed of in the maiket. DEMURRAGE ON I. C. R.. CARS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Constant complaints
have been sent to the department. INQUIRY.

HQn. Mr. MACDONALD (P. E. I.)-We Hon. Mr. WOOD inquired
could get ten or eleven eggs ln our country What are the regulations now ln force upon

the Intercolonial Railway in respect to deinur-to weigh a pound and a half. rage upon cars?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It is a great com- Hon. Mr. MILLS-The regulations regard-
plaint ln England? ing demurrage on the Intercolonal Railway

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P. E. I.)--There are the same as on other Canadian railways,
is another objection with respect to sait. excepting in regard to lumber for export;
This provision respecting the marking of they provide, that when cars are detained
sait might answer very well for salt that over forty-eight (48) hours, after arrivai and
was put up or manufactured ln Canada, but placing for loading or unloadlng, a charge
an immense quantity of sait comes in bags of fot less than one (1) dollar a car, or part
from the Old Country. Some 60,000 bags thereof, wiil be made. Cars containing coal,
came in the other day to -Charlottetown coke, cordwood, commou lumber, bark, stone
ln one steamer. It Is going to be a for paving, lime and ore, are allowed
serious matter to those who are buying seventy-two (72) hours for unloading. Sun-
the sait if they have to mark the thousands days and legal holidays lu ail cases fot
of bags that pass through their bands in a counted. In regard to export lumber, we
short space of time, and it is no benefit to do fot enforce these mies. John Earls,
the purchaser. The sait is purchased by chairman, classification committee and man-
the ton, and the purchaser gets the number ager car service department, Toronto, con-
of 'bags he requires to the ton. They come eiders ail daIms for refunds. Four wheeled
ou without any mark of weight upon them, e ae t e a a

hat are he regultion now) cen foc upon
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turn, I observed that complaints had been
made that the detention of cars was becom-
Ing a very serious grievance. The hon. lead-
er of the House thought that there could not
be any real grievance, for the reason that
these rules respecting demurrage were ln
force, and that the shippers of goods or
Owners of goods would find It expensive ai-
lowing the cars to stand unloaded and pay-
lng demurrage upon their goods. The re-
turn which bas been brought down, how-
ever, shows that this grievance is not an
imaginary one. I find that in Halifax on

April 10, there were 376 cars standing In
the yards unloaded, that one of these cars
arrived there so long ago as July 25, 1899,
and had, therefore, been standing eight
Ionths and sixteen days, that two others

upwards of 500 cars that had been standing
and were unloaded for what I should re-
gard as an unreasonable length of time,
over a week at ail events, and if the rule
to which the hon. gentleman bas just re-
ferred, is a reasonable rule, that cars should
be unloaded within forty-eight hours atter
their arrival, it is clear that these cars have
been allowed to stand much longer than they
should have. I desire to say just bere, that
I merely moved for the returne at these
two points, because I thought if I moved for
returus at a number of points, It might be
a long time before I would get the return,
and April 10 was merely fixed because we
had to name some day, ln order to get a
satisfactory return. I sent a copy of the
return to a gentleman who bas a great deal

arrived August 31, 1899, and two more in of business with the Intercoonial Railway,
September, se that these four cars had been'and who lias made complaints with regard
Standing there upwards of seven months to this grievance, and I have since receved
that four more had been standing there up- a letter from hlm, from which perhaps It
Wards of five months, thirteen more up- would be lnterestIng to read some extracts.
wards of four months, forty-four upwards Atter expressing the desire that this matter
of three months, thirty-two upwards of two should be straightened eut la some way,
mionths, and ninety-eight upwards of one and some regulation made, demandtng the
nonth, forty-two between three and four diseharge of cars withln a reasonabie time
Weeks, fifty-nine between two and three after they are deiivered at the station, le
Weeks, and seventy-one between ne and a goes on to say:
two weeks, while only six had arrived with-
la one week. So that of these 376 cars, 370
had been standing in the yard over a week,
and more than half of them over a month.
The condition of things ln St. John was
not so bad, although it was bad enough.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Where was this
point ?

Hon. Mr. WOOD-This was ln Halifax. In
St. John, one car had been standing there
as long as three months, nine cars upwards
of two months, twenty-three cars upwards
of one month, three cars between three and
tour weeks, fifteen cars between two and
three weeks, and eighty-four cars between
one and two weeks, while 116 had arrived
withln a week before the return was brought
down.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The 116 were also
there.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Yes, but they had ar-
rived within a week, and the 135 had been
standing there a longer time. It will thus
be seen that at these two points there were

45J

I may mention that even the return which we
have received does not by a long way cover the
grievance, nor even fairly represent the case,
because large nunbers of cars were left on thesidings at the various railway stations at which
they were loaded for weeks together, and werenot brought forward here, mostly, I presume,
because there was not room, as the entire sta-tion yard would be blocked with the large num-
ber of cars which are shown as here in the
return furnished you.

It Is evident that this regulation, with
regard to demurrage, which appears to be
the regulation enforced on all railways, Is
not sufficient to meet this case and that
some other measures should be adopted. It
will be seen that while this may be advant-
ageous to certain individuals to have the
cars of the Intercolonial Railway used as a
storehouse for their goode, whether It be
lumber, coal, agricultural products or &nY
other goods, it Is a great inconvenience to
the general public and from the letter which
I have just read it will be observed that It
affects the public first, by making a scarcity
of cars so that persons who desire to ship
goods are not able to do se when they want
to ; and, in the second place, it prevents the
dispatch of business at these dIfferent shlp-
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ping ports. Where the stations are blocked
with cars It is difficult, when other cars ar-
rive, to have them unloaded and despatched
within a reasonable time. The inconveni-
ence of this must be obvious to every one.
In these days persons who make contracts
for the delivery of lumber or agricultural
products or manufactured goods, are often
bound by their contracts for prompt deliv-
ery, and it Is very important, in dealing
with a railway that they should be able to
secure cars and have their goods forwarded
and deiivered promptly. It is not, there-
fore, merely a question of the loss which
the Intercolonial Railway may sustain by
having its cars lie idle. but It is a question of
geLeral public convenience. I do not wish
hon. gentlemen to conclude that ln calling
attention to this matter I am reflecting parti-
crlarly on the present government, or on
the present Minister of Railways. It is right
to say that I believe this is a practice which
has been growing up in connection with the
business of the Intercolonial Railway for a
long time. The rule which the hon. leader
of the House bas just read, I belleve, gives
the clue to the origin of this practice. It
originated when the shipments or goods by
steamers at seaports like Halifax and St.
John became more general than shipment
by salling vessels. It is known that when
a steamer arrives It Is very important that
she should have qulck despatch, and I
belleve some regulations were made, al-
lowing shippers of goods by steamers
to load their cars In advance, and if
they arrived at the shipping ports a few
days in advance of the steamers arrival,
they were alllowed to stand there without
being unloaded and without any charge for
demurrage. That seems a reasonable ar-
rangement. I am not finding fault with it,
but this praetice, introduced in that way,
I belleve now, from what I can learn, la
becoming entirely too general. It applies
not only to goods for shipment, but persons
doing business locally take advantage of this
relaxation of the demurrage rules in some
way-I will not say how, but in some ways
those rules are not enforced as they
should be. I am drawing attention to
the matter publIcly in this way because
I belive it is a real grievance and a griev-
ance which bas been growing, and is grow-
ing, and has now attaIned such proportions
that It Is really becoming a serious matter.

Hon. Mr. WOOD.

I trust that the hon. gentleman who is lead-
ing the House will bring this matter to the
notice of the Minister of Railways and that
some means wlll be adopted to have this
grievance remedied.

Hon. Mr. MIIiLS-I have no objection to
the passage of this motion. The Information
which my hon. friend seeks will be brought
down, but I do not understand, from the an-
swer to hie questions which I read a few
moments ago, that this failure to collect
demurrage applies to anything else than
lumber Intended to be shipped abroad. How-
ever, the return, when brought down, will
show whether the practice extends beyond
that or not.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-4 have not had
an opportunity as yet of acquainting myself
with the return to which the hon. gentleman
from Westmoreland bas alluded. but it
seems to me, from the figures which he bas
cited, that there, evidently, Is something
wrong in the detention of so large a number
of cars at Halifax as he bas mentioned. I
may say, lu regard to this shipment of lum-
ber, that it Is almost unavoldable that de-
tention of cars should occur at times and I
will try to explain why. Suppose a mer-
chant makes a contract with one of the
Unes of steamers at Hadifax, that during
the currency of, say, three months, they
will ship for him to poSts ln Great Britain
a certain number of standaxds of deale : the
shipper receives a notice from the steamship
owners that they expect In a couple of days
or so the arrival of a steamer, and that that
steamer is ready to take a certain number
of standards of deals. There is no option left
in this case to the shipper. He is obliged to
send his deals forward to Halifax for ship-
ment, and the House may not be aware
of the particular arrangement which
exists with regard to the sailing of
those steamers. They come to Halifax
from Great Britain, discharge some of
their cargo and go on to St. John, atter-
wards returning to Halifax. Now, here is
an instance in which a shipper bas recelved
notice from the steamship owners that on
such a day the steamer Is expected to ar-
rive and they are ready to take a certain
quantity of lumber by that steamer. The
shipper sends his lumber. In the meantime,
the steamer having gone to St. John bas
taken all the cargo she can carry, and when
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she returns to Halifax she cannot take the returu and found that my hon. frlend la
deals to which I have alluded. In a case himself one ot the offenders to the extent
of that kind, I cannot see how this deten- of thirty or forty cars
tion can be avoided. The lumber interest
is one of the greatest interests in the coun- Ho Mr. P R ave o
try, and in a case such as I have cited, some te to e e r an onder or
consideration at least ahould be given to it . If an aofen i h s und the
la regard to this matter of detention of cars. cuatane which I hve ae to the
From what I have said to the House, I
think it wili be perfectly clear that it is, circumstances.
in a large measure, unavoldable so far as Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-Inder the circum-
the shipper of lumber for export ls con- stences explained to the House, If the case
Cerned. la as my hon. frlend puts it, the steamshlp

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-Can they not unload company should be hable for the demurrage,
the cars ? and If. as he says, they ordered freight

for a certain steamer to sal on a cer-
Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-No. There are tain day, and they fal to take the goods,

no facilities for unloading the cars, there the steamer should be held responsible for
1s no space for unloading, so that, as detaining the cars an unreasonabie time.
far as I can see, there l no remedy for the Whlle. poesibly, the motion wI not justlty
difficulty. There are certain dates mention- me in stating it, shippers outaide of St.
ed in the return showing that the detention John and Halifax very naturally complain
la longer than should have been allowed. I of the advantages which these two shlpping
cannot understand the cause of It, but I ports receive by the present regulations of
want to show the position of the lumber the Intercolonfal Rallway, one of those
shippers. The House can see for itself the regulations being that they do not collect
position in which they are placed. demurrage as la done at outports. If thee

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They cars had been sent to another port, the de-
ought to have a lumber yard. murrage charges would have been enforced

Hon.and collected. St. John and Halfax are

Yard. and If there were, unloading uer reeiving favours lu other ways. Mot

a rd and I te loading the cars these steamers being subsIdized for alling

involve an expense which would be a very he n te over a thes bhvn
material consideration for shippers. At the he rn arrie at a cher at han
ame time, as I sald before, It la quite evi- t con be tae amaller rt the

dent. from the figures cited, that there has smaUer ports d te
been in some cases detention, for whchl'another matter of whlch shipper
somecompan, that the goverment have spen

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-The mover of this large sums of money in building wharfs
motion has very correctly etated, and I was awl providing ahipping accommodation at
pleased to hear him say it, that he had no those two ports. Ships and steamers go to
Intention to ûnd fault with the Railway those wharfs and receive thelr cargo and
Department, that the evil had grown up are charged no demurrage on the cars they
since the original construction of the Inter- may idetain; they pay no wharfage and
.colonial Railway and is one for whIch no thus these ports are made favoured porte.
administration le specially to blame. I cannot afford to spend fifty or one hundred

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Theywharfs and gve
Hon. Sir MAKEZL BOWEL-Th the use of them free te every veasel that

are ail te blame.
cornes. Thecre la a ruie the worid over that

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-Yes, the whole of every vessel has a rlght to pay a reasonabie
them. I can quite understand the explana- sum for the use ef a wharf, but this Domin-
tion which has been made by my hon. ion pays ont vast suns o! ney for
friend from Pictou (Hon. Mr. Primrose) who accommodation ut St. John and Haifax
says that he has not had time to look over and recelves no revenue fron the expendt-
the retnrn. I thok a casuai gmance over the ture. It ne an injustice whlch shoud be
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brouglt before the government and reme-
died. All ships visiting those ports should
be put on the same footing as if they went
to private wharfs or to smaller ports. The
hon. gentleman from Westmoreland has ex-
plained that the present administration
came in and found the evil of which he
complained growIng up ; he bas directed
attention to one evil ; I am directing atten-
tion to another.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The question before
the House presents a rather strange state
of affairs, but if there was anything very
wrong, I would know something of it,
coming froi the winter port of Canada. If
there is an unusual number of cars detain-
ed at St. John, it may be accounted for by
the fact that we are doing a more extensive
business there since the present government
came Into power. The general feeling
is that the Intercolonial Railway, which
was a dead carcass on our hands under the
fcrmer administration, ls to-day alive, and
hardly a day passes that a large amount of
property does not go over that route. To
nske this question understood, I may point
out that there are two roads leading into
the city of St. John, one owend by the gov-
ernment of Canada and the other by the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company. If the
inquLry had been further extended and a
return asked for from the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company at the harbour of St. John,
on the south-western side of the harbour,
hon. gentleman wou:d find that a greater
proportion of cars are there waiting to
deliver freight to the ships coming into
-St. John in the winter season, than on the
other side of the harbour. Travelling along
that road I have seen large numbers of cars
waiting for steamers to come to St. John.
I was comp:etely astonished at the number.
They are spread along the roadway for miles
and miles out of the city, and I came to the
conclusion that the road must be a very
paying institution compared with what it
was some years ago.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
proportion of the cars belonged to the Inter-
colonial Railway and what proportion to the
Canadian Pacifle Railway ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The Canadian Pacifie
Railway is on one side of the harbour, the
Ir.tercoloniafl Railway on the other side, and
consequently there could be no confusion.

Hoa. Mr. SNOWBALL.

The cars are owned by two distinct rail-
ways. Therefore I do not wonder at the
grcat number of cars detained ut the port,
but when the explanation eau be had it WIll
be seen that this grat display of cars is
caused by the improvement In the traffle
along the two great highways, and not at-
tributable in any way to the fault of the
parties who are conducting the business of
those two roads.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I wish to make a
remark in reference to something said by
the hon. gentleman from Chatham (Hon. Mr.
Snowball) relating to the wharfs. These
wharfs to which the hon. gentleman al-
ludes are either government wharfs or
wharfs connected with the railways, qnd
wharfage is not charged because these
wharfs are built for encouraging the trade
of the country, and in that regard they are
very differènt from private wharfs.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-Wharfs are built
In every port, large or small.

The motion was agreed to.

ORCHARDING IN PRINCE EDWARD IS-
LAND.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate a statement showing in detail the work
undertaken, expenditure incurred and results
obtained ln the experimental operation carried
on last year ln regard to orcharding in Prince
Edward Island, giving the names of all persons
employed to carry on the work and the amount
paid to each, and stating on whose recommenda-
tion such persons were employed.

He said: In rising to propose the motion
which stands ln my name, I may remark
that last year I moved for a return of all
the correspondence between the government
of Prince Edward Island and the provincial
Premier and other persons in relation to
experiments carrled on In the province last
year in spraying and pruning and grafting
orchards. Just as my hon. friend bas re-
marked with regard to the subject of an
address previously moved by him, these re-
turns are very seldom read. This one Is
only of a provincial import, and therefore, I
presume hon. gentlemen have not read it
very closely. I may remark, however, that
this return is not complete, that two of the
papers referred to in it which passed be-
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tween the parties were not brought down.
I only looked into it very closely quite re-
cently myseif. I will point out ln the state-
ment which I am going to make what these
Papers are. They are plainly indicated in
the correspondence. This correspondence
starts with a letter from the president of the
Fruit-Growers' Association addressed to
Prof. Robertson, the Commissioner of Agri-
culture, in which it was proposed that some
work should be done in experimental or-
charding ln the province, and that proposi-
tion was that the Fruit-Growers' Associa-
tion would contribute to the expense of the
operations, that the provincial government
might be asked to contribute also, and that
an equal contribution might be expected
from the Department of Agriculture at
Ottawa, and the suggestion was that the
natter should be placed under the direction
of the Commissioner of Agriculture at
Ottawa, Prof. Robertson, in whom, I may
say, the people of the province to which I
belong have the most unbounded confidence,
and who bas proved by bis work in that
province, ln dairy and other matters, his very
great skill in organizing and carrying for-
ward experimental work. That was the
proposition, and ln a letter dated April 11,
the president of the Fruit-Growers' Asso-
ciation made this proposition to Prof.
Robertson for the consideration of the
federal government. Prof. Robertson re-
plied on April 18, and after consultation
with the Minister of Agriculture he said
that if the local government of that prov-
inee and the Fruit-Growers' Association
Would each assist ln the work to the extent
Which had been proposed, the department
would meet the remainder of the expendi-
ture required. That seems to be all right.
The matter was stated on that basis, and on
May 3, Prof. Roberston wrote a letter to
the Premier of the province ln which he
indicated the lines on which the work was
to be carried on, a copy of which letter was
sent to the president of the Fruit-Growers'
Asociation, Mr. H. A. Stewart, of Hamil-
ton, P. E. I. That letter indicates ln detail
the manner in which the work, as I said,
Was to be carried forward, and it was still
a clear understanding that the co-operation
of the federal government and the Fruit-
Growers' Association should be had. On
May 9, the Premier of the province replies
to Prof. Robertson, in which reply he says

that 'the Fruit-Growers' Association here
cannot contribute anything to the funds ln
support of this work, not having the funds,
as I to-day learned from the secretary, and
Mr. Kinsman would be altogether under
the direction of the local government.' This
Is the letter of the Premier of the province,
and I may say, in reference to that letter,
that the secretary, Mr. McCourt, of the
Fruit-Growers' Association, at a meeting
held not very long ago, which will be found
on page 14 of the report, places on record
these words :

Rumours being In circulation that I told the
Premier, or any one, that the association would
not contribute to the salary of the graftsman and
sprayer sent here, I wish emphaticalHy to deny
the report. There is not a word of truth in It.

I suppose from this letter there must have
been some misunderstanding between the
secretary of the Fruit-Growers' Association
and the Premier, because we can searcely
belleve it was misrepresentation. It must
have been the result of misunderstanding
between these gentlemen. At all events,
Mr. Farquharson asked that the provincial
government should be placed in entire
charge, and the letter goes on to give every
assurance that the work will be carried for-
ward without political partiality, and carried
forward in the Interests of the fruit-growers
of the province. The provincial government
took charge of the work. A man named Kins-
man was sent to the province to carry the
work forward, and I have a report of the
Fruit-Growers' Association in which the
matter has been discussed. I have also a
good deal of information of a personal
nature with regard to the operations of the
province and I have to say that the work
was a failure, that Mr. Kinsman did not
turn out to be a good man,. or was not well
suited for the carrying forward of these ex-
periments, and no co-operation was permit-
ted with the Fruit-Growers' Association.
Mr. Stewart was notified to go to Charlotte-
town to meet Mr. Kinsman on the day of
his arrival there, but when he went he~as
not able to find him, and it turned out after-
wards that he was with Mr. Farquharson
the Premier of the province, who took him
away to the country, or something of that
kind, and Mr. Kinsman was put under the
direction of political leaders in dIfferent
parts of the province. He was taken out
of the hands of the fruit men of the pro-
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vince entirely, was not allowed to consult or
confer with the leading fruit-growers of the
province, but was put In the hands of the
politiclans. The correspondence shows all
about that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Have they anybody but
politicans down there ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-They have clergy-
men.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think there are
just as many fairminded, candid, honest men
in Prince Edward Island as will be found ln
Bothwell. I am told that the president of
the Fruit-Growers' Association voted for the
Liberal candidate at the last election. He
ls known to be a man of independent views,
and you could not depend upon him to sup-
port one political party more than another
except where he believed they were right.
That is the character of Mr. Stewart in the
province, and I. think I am speaking the
sentiments of every person who knows him
when I say that that is the character he
bears, and i,t was a matter of very great
surprise and regret to the fruit-growers of
the province when they found this move-
ment was taken out of Mr. Stewart's hands.
He was not a man who would have arro-
gated too much authority. He would have
co-operated with the Premier in making the
work a success. and he would have been
able to enlist the sympathy of other fruit-
growers, from his position. Assuming Kins-
man was able to do good work, which he
might be able to do if his surroundings were
sultable, a very different result might have
been obtained. As evidence of how this
matter terminated I will read from the re-
port of the directors of the Fruit-Growers'
Association at Its last meeting. These
directors are composed of men of both
political parties. There are several Liberals
on the board. I think the board of directors
consists of ten men and I know several of
them are very strong Liberals. The report
reads :

We wish thus publicly to correct the im-
pression Prof. Robertson received from some
source or other, as conveyed in this last letter.

That is, that the Fruit-Growers' Association
would not assist-

And that our association refused to direct this
official, after asking for him, and also denied
his work the monetary assistance it had pre-
viously promised. The fact is, the association

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

was studlously ignored by both the officials who
undertook to direct him here, and no sane man
could expect us to give our time or money to a
work, even if ln every way meritorous, when
we were never asked so to do by those conduct-
ing it, even in the most indirect way. The
failure of Mr. Kinsman's mission can, there-
fore, in no wise be put upon this association.
The Fruit-Growers' Association could, without
doubt, had it been permitted, have turned it to
some good account for horticulture, and thus
have saved the large amount of money thrown
away-money so very much needed for the fos-
tering of horticultural interests in the pro-
vince.

We feel, however, that at least one good end
has been served by this complete failure-politics
and politicians can make no capital out of an
invasion of the proper rights of agricultural
associations.

And I may say further, that the report,
after a thorough sifting and discussion, was
unanimously adopted by the meeting of the
fruit-growers at which there were about a
hundred present of both political parties. It
was stated and explained to the fruit-
growers In the province that Kinsman had
not been selected on the ground of polities.
I am afraid that that explanation will not
hold good. I know, from past experience
in the dairy movement and other matters,
that the feeling of both political parties ln
Prince Edward Island was that if the mat-
ter were placed ln Prof. Robertson's lian-s,
he would get a man independent of polites,
who would do good work under his direc-
tion. That has been our experience with
him. But in this matter the Minister of
Àgriculture-as he had a ight to do, I sup-
pose-consulted the Minister of Militia, and
asked him to name a man, and the Minister
of Militia named a very strong political
supporter of his own belonging to King's,
N. S., and I have learned since that the man
had no qualifications for the work, at least
not ln that degree that would be found
among the progressive fruit-growers of the
province of Nova Scotia. Not only that,
but Mr. Hazard, who bas not been engaged
ln fruit-growIng, who Is a partner of Sir
Louis Davies, the Minister of Marine nnd
Fisheries, was placed In charge of the move-
ment in Charlottetown, and Mr. Rogers, of
Alberton, formerly Liberal member of the
Legislative Assembly, who le not engaged
in fruit-growing, who knows nothing about
it. Dr. Robertson, formerly member of
the House of Commons, and Mr. Hughes,
the Liberal nominee for the county of
King's, were put in charge of this move-
ment, and, while I may be wrong with re-
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gard to one or two, I have yet to learn that
a single orchard belonging to a Conserva-
tive in the province was selected for the
Purpose of carrying on these orchard ex-
periments. The whole thing was run on
poltical Unes. The Fruit-Growers' Asso-
clation was entirely Ignorant of what was
being done. The work was In the hands
Of the party leaders In ail the differeut parts
of the province, and the result was, as I have
read from the report of the Fruit-Growers'
Association, it was a fallure. It is a mat-
ter of very great regret that it should be so,
because fruit-growing is receiving a good
deal of attention In our province at the
present time, and we have only just
awakened to a clear appreciation of the
fact that we can grow apples In the
province of Prince Edward Island as suc-
cessfully as they can even in the best apple
districts in the Dominion of Canada. That
ls a power that we did no>t know we pos-
sessed until a few years back, and we stood
lu the same position with rega-d to dairying
less than ten years ago; but the revoitern
that was produced in the province by the
work of Prof. Robertson, under the diretion
of the Department of Agriculrture of Can-
ada, and without costing the Dominion of
Canada anything but the skill and power
of organization which Prof. Robertson pos-
sesses to such an extraordinary degree, was
put in the course of operation and in a few
years a province that was Importing chees~e,
if not butter, has become an exporter of
dairy products to the value of half a -iillion
dollars, as a result of the work of instrue-
tion and experimenting that was inaugurated
by the Department of Agriculture In the pro-
vince only six or seven short years ago.
From the experiments we have made and
the experience we have acquired, although
we cannot possibly in apple culture go ahead
and develop an industry in so short a time
as lu dairying, we are quite satisfied fromu
the character our fruit has received in the
English market, that we can send an apple
Which will command the highest price, and
It was because of this universal desire for In-
formation on the subJect that we wlshed
to experiment. That Is where our people
are very much behind. The progressive
horticulturists of the county of King's, N.S.,
are away ahead In this matter, and I know
lu the western part of Ontario, in the apple-

growing district, the sane thing prevails,
and although we have the natural facilities
for the production of apples, we have not
the knowledge, and It was desired that a
few simple experiments, which would not
cost a great deal, should be bad, for the pur-
pose of putting the farmers In the best pos-
sible lines for Improvement. I am sorry
the result has not been as was antilcipated,
or as has been the case with regard to the
dairy Industry. I am making this motion
with a vlew of having the papers brought
down, showing the expenditure that has
been incurred In regard to this work. I
am also asking the names of the parties
that were employed in connection with It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have listened carefully
to the speech addressed to the House by the
lion. gentleman who bas made this motion,
and I f ail to see from beginning to end what
It was he complained of beyond the fact
that the parties employed were friends of
the government, belonged to the Liberal
party, and did not belong to the hon. gentle-
man's party. That Is the amount of his
complaint, and the fallure, as far as I can
understand it, was a fallare simply because
the friends of the bon. gentleman were not
appolnted to undertake this work. My hon.
friend sald the work was a complete failure,
that they did not accomplish the object they
had In view, but my hon. friend did not state
a single fact from beginning to end of the
observations which he addressed to this
House to sustain that proposition. He com-
plains, too, that In the arrangement for the
purpose of making some Inquiry into the
business of orcharding, and for the purpose
maybe of giving information In respect of
that branch of horticulture, that the Fruit-
Growers' Association was ignored. All I
can understand from the observations ad-
dressed to the House by the bon. gentleman
was that the fruit-growers were not a party,
along with the two governments, for the
purpose of carrying on these investigations.
The hon. gentleman lias spoken In high
ternis of Prof. Robertson. I have no doubt
that Mr. Robertson Is a very competent pub-
lie officer, but Mr. Robertson, of course, is
not the Minister of Agriculture, and the
responsibility rests with the Minister of
Agriculture, and not with the officers under
him. I have no doubt the Minister of Agri-
culture did not exceed bis functions or duties
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in any action that he took In reference to
ithis matter. The same thing may be said
'with regard to the Premier and the governa.
ment of Prince Edward Island. The gov-
ernment there le a responsible government,
respoasible to the repreentatives of the
people ln parliament.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-To Mr. Pinaud.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman had
better not mention Pinaud's name after the
positive statements he made at the begin-
nlng of the session and his failure to estalo-
llsh any of the propositions which he so
confidently asserted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
will have some more about him by and by.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If the local government
thought they could carry on these investi-
gations wlth the Individual aid and assistance
of such parties ln Prince Edward Island as
chose to co-operate with them, it was their
business and they had a right to take that
course If they saw proper. There can be
no question about that, and the hon. gen-
tleman has Intimated, in the observations
which he has addressed to this House upon
the subject, ln fact he has read a paragraph
from the report of the Fruit-Growers' Asso-
clation that they declined to co-operate
with the government because they had not
been made an integral part of it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
report does not state that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
read from the report in which that was
intimated. If he will read the report he
will see that it contains those observations
and tlat, ln consequence, the experiment
proved a failure. Whether it has proved a
failure or not I do not know. I knew noth-
ing of it till I listened to the speech of the
hon. gentleman, but whetber it be a success
or a fallure, the hon. gentleman has said
nothing to show that it was the one or the
other. From the beginning to the end of
bis observations, the burden of bis complaint
was that the government had acted through
their friends and not through their political
opponents, and so the matter stands. WhIle
my hon. friend may be under the Impres-
sion that he is qualified by nature to be a
minister, and that aId those so qualified are
on bis side of the House and belong to the

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

party of the hon. gentleman, and that it is
a usurpation on the part of any Reformer,
or any one holding Reform views, to under-
take to carry on the government of the
country-whatever may be the hon. gentle-
man's opinion in that regard, I apprehend
that those who belong to the Reform party,
who are entrusted by the Crown with the
conduct of public affairs and are supported
by a majority of the people's representatives
la parliament, will assume that that Is the
legitimate source of authority and will uu-
dertake to discharge their duties as long as
they enjoy that confidence. I think that
that is the basis of our constitutional sys-
tem, and not the inherent qualifications pos-
sessed by the men of one political party
alone, which qualifies them for the discharge
of the duties of government. I have no ob-
jection to this motion being carried and the
information which the hon. gentleman seeks
being brought down, and it will be seen
when it is laid before us how far it sustains
the position taken by the hon. gentleman.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Those
w-ho have paid the elightest attention to the
remarks of the hon. gentleman from Marsh-
field and the reply made by the hon. Min-
Ister of Justice, will come to the conclusion
that the minister has a very happy knack of
turning a very sharp point upon very little
basis. The Minister of Justice says, and
says with a good deal of posltiveness, that
the gentleman who moved this resolutlon
gave as the only reason for the failure that
followed, the attempt to Improve fruit-
growing, ln Prince Edward Island, was be-
cause his friends were not appointed to
that office. I venture the assertion that
when any one reads the remarks of the hon.
gentleman from Marshfield they will find
no such statement made even by innuendo.
What lie did say was that no one had been
appointed except friends of the administra-
tloii, and those friende knew nothing what-
ever of the business which they were ap-
pointed to perform. That Is a positive and
distinct statement. He stated, also, that
the Minister of MilitIa was the party who
selected the inspector, a friend of his in
King's, N.S., and a man who had no
knowledge of the business which he
was appointed to take charge of. That
is the statement which he made. He
said more, thet Mr. Farquharson, the
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Premier of Prince Edward Island, had
taken Mr. Kinsman in charge and had
driven him, or taken him round the island;
and, further, that no orchard which was
owned by a Conservative, so far as he could
learn, had been visited by the lustpector.
He went further and said that had the
matter been left In the hands of Prof. Rob-
ertson. ln whom the dairy people of 'this
country, and every one who knows him, bave
the fullest confidence, It would not have
proved a fallure. The establishment of
creameries in Ontarlo was left entirely to
his management, and If the business
in Prince Edward Island had been left
to him, the probabilities are that sue-
cess would have followed the attempt to
benefit the frult-growers in Prince Edward
Island. as it did the dairy Interests in On-
tario. I know that in the county in whicb
I live. Prof. Robertson was givert the fullest
Possible control, and there was no interfer-
ence by the minister. He was simply sent
through the county to superintend the estab-
lishment of creameries. He selected those
Who were most acquainted witih the busi-
ness. Some of them, I know, for I was
present at the time It was done, were men
largely interested in ereameries and in the
manufacture of cheese, many of whom be-
long to the Liberal party. Nobody ever
thought for a moment of suggesting to him
the propriety or impropriety of appointing
any man on account of his politics. He act-
ed upon lis own knowledge of the require-
ments possessed by the gentlemen whom he
appointed, and in whose charge he placed
the creamerles. We can easily understand
the remarks made by the hon. Minister of
Justice. that the MinIster of Agriculture is
the responsible party, but we have, I thInk,
learned for the first time that the duty of
the Minister of Agriculture is to eelect none
but partisans who have no knowledge of
the business which they are to perform and
pay them out of the funds of the country.
The dairy Interests and the frult-growing
interests are of paramount importance to
this country at the present moment, and are
daily growing, and it matters not what the
Volitical complexion of the man may be
Who is engaged in it, he should recelve the
same consideration as one who does not
think as he does. The hon. gentleman paid
Mr. Stewart, the president of the Fruit-
Growers' Association, a very high compli-

ment as to his honesty and fairness in all
his transactions. I am sorry the eame com-
pliment cannot be paid the government la
matters affecting the interests of the country.
The hon. minister said, also, that the
fruit-growers' statements and assertions are
not borne out by the paragraph whIch the
lion. gentleman read. What the Fruit-Grow-
ers' Association complain of l that polities
were Introduced into the question, that they
were not consulted, and had nothing to do
with the experiments, and that consequently
they were not responsible. I will read it
again so that the hon. gentleman may un-
derstand it. They say, that the duties were
imposed upon politicians and that these poli-
ticians were not ceompetent for the work
they were called upon to perform, the re-
port states :

We wish thus publicly to correct the im-
pression Prof. Robertson received from some
source or other, as conveyed in this last letter,
and that our association refused to direct this
official, after asking for him, and aiso denied
his work the monetary assistance it had pre-
viously promised.

It appears from this that they asked for the
appointment, and It also implies that they
had promised to pay a portion of the ex-
penses attending the performance of the
work. They deny, however, ever having re-
fused to pay their portion. Then they go
on to say :

The fact is, the association was studiously
Ignored by both the officials and those who
undertook to direct him here, and no sane man
could expect us to give our time or money to
a work, even if in every way meritorlous, when
we were never asked so to do by those conduct-
ing it, even in the most indirect way.

That ls what the association say and not
that they falled to do It.

The failure of Mr. Kinsman's mission can,
therefore, in no way be put upon this association.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The-
hon. gentleman says hear, hear. Why should
they be blamed for it ? He never consulte&
the association, never asked their assistance,
and he spread the report that the association
had refused to do what they had promiseL
to do ; that the association totally and em-
phatically denied. The report continued :

The Frui-t-Growers' Association could, without
doubt, had it been permitted, have turned it to
scme good account for horticulture, and thus
have saved a large amount of money thrown
away-money so much needed for the fostering-
of horticultural interests in tbe province.
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It is therefore as clear as language can
possibly make it that the interpretation put
upon it by the Minister of Militia Is Incor-
rect. The report goes on

We feel, however, that at least one good
end has been served by this complete failure-
polities and politicians can make no capital out
of an invasion of the proper rights of agricultu-
ral associations.

Now that is a declaration that I think every
one will agree with. In dealing with mat.
ters of this kind, while I do not object to
friends of the party in power being appoint-
ed, I say when they appoint a man to
perform a particular duty, that man should
understand what he bas to do and have silifi-
cient knowledge of the work he is required
to perform, ln order that he may do it sue-
eessfully. This association declares posi-
tively that the work performed, or attempted
to be performed, was a total and absolute
failure ; and they go further, and say that
the failure was due to the fact that it was
conducted by politicians, and that pollues
had more to do with it than that for which
they asked the appointment to be made.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
does not maintain that a politician must
necessarily be ignorant of everything Ise
but politics.

his farm so that it will be profitable to him-
self and advantageous to his neighbours who
follow his example. I never laid down such
a narrow principle.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not attribute It
to the hon. gentleman, but that seems to
be the doctrine in the pamphlet from which
the hon. gentleman bas been reading.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON- .The hon. gentle-
man is equally astray there.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I ac-
cept my hon. friend's explanation, but I
have a great deal higher opinion of the peo-
ple of Prince Edward Island than he seems
to have. I believe they are as intelligent
a class of people as can be found in Canada,
and that the agriculturists of that island
can produce as much per acre from the
land they till, and as much fruit from a tree,
as can be 'grown per acre in other portions
of Canada with a similar climate. They
are politiclans I know, but I will not argue
that question now. We are discussing an-
other matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Does the bon. gentle-
man think it is a reasonable thing to sup-
pose that a man would be recommended by
fruit-growers from an apple district to carry

thli i ti ti hl bi l t lvn snga on wu ou wasZ aJ so ey & %pUýHon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I .arn ~. AYÂLAOAFAL

nse naroMnKEdZas my I hon. frd ignorant of everything relating to fruit-
not so narrow-minded as my hon. friend, rwg
and consequently I never would advance
such an Idea. I do not pretend to say that Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
a man could not be employed ln other voca- prepared to belleve the Minister of Militia
tions of lite and still have a full knowledge would do almost anythIng If there were a
of horticulture and what is necessary to political advantage to be gained by it, and
advance that industry ; but what I say is, from what bas taken place in Prince Edward
that my remarks are based, not on any per- Island within the last two or three months,
sonal knowledge, but on the report which I I am prepared to believe that any inIquity
have been reading, which states that this which can possibly be perpetrated may be
man knew nothing of his work, a-id that expected from the Premier and the present
the whole thing was a failure througli its government of that province. I think before
being conducted on political rather than we get through this session the bon. gentle-
scientifie and proper principles. I do not man will not be so bold in telling my bon.
propose to be led away from the argument friend from Prince Edward Island that he
by defending a proposition I never thought had better not refer to that Pinaud affair
of making. I do not suppose for a moment again. If there is a foul spot on the political
that the bon. gentleman bas not a good escutcheon of this country more deplorable,
knowledge of law because he bas a farm and when It is considered, or more iniquitous or
conducts it successfully. I think he can Infamous than another, it is that matter in
conduct both to the advantage of those who connection with the Prince Edward Island
desire to use his talents and knowledge of government and those who had anything
law, particularly constitutional law, and to do with Pinaud and his purchase.
still at the same time be able to conduct My hon. friend will find from docu-

Hou. Mr. MILLS.

716



[JUNE 20, 1900]

mentary evidence, before he gets through
with this session of parliament, that it l8
just as well for hlm not to throw down the
gauntlet as boldly as he did to-day without
first knowing the ground on which he stands.
This is apart from what I intended to re-
fer to in connection with this matter. I
say it ls to be regretted, apart from any-
thing else, that the experiment in Prince
Edward Island was not entrusted to Prof.
Robertson. He was appointed by the gov-
ernment of which I was a member.
He ls a Scotchman and a Liberal. Why
was he appointed ? Because he had
the best reputation fo' the position he holds
of any man in Ontario. He was given
a salary of $5,000-an unprecedented salary
for such an official, and why did we give
it ? We did it because the men of the
United States who knew Prof. Robertson's
reputation and his value, not only as a hor-
tieulturlst, but particularly his knowledge
and experience in advancing the dairy in-
terest, would be prepared to give him that
sum, and more, .in order to get him out oe
the country. We did not stop to ask
whether Prof. Robertson was a Liberal or
not. The Minister of Agriculture at that
time determined, If possible, to secure hlm,
to get his services at almost any price, and
the government did secure him, and I do
not think any one who knows the value he
hs been to the country, and more parti-
cularly to the dairy industry, will regret the
apparently large salary which was pald to
hlm. I am one of those who believe that
men should be paid for their talents and thb
services which they render, and a few
thousand dollars given to men of that char-
acter 1s of very small importance compared
With the benefit that is derived from the
exercise of such talent and ability in en-
couraging important home Industries. It 1s
just so with the fruit industry. I do not
know whether this man Kinsman has any
knowledge of it or not. Experience has
taught the people of Prince Edward Island
that he has not, and I accept their state-
ment. If any other evidence were re-
qired, it is found in that little pamphlet
from which I have quoted to show that the
whole thing was a political manouvre-that
the man was taken possession of by the
Premier of that province, and driven about
the country, looking more after politics, I
belleve, than after the interests of the fruit-

growers. It le a pity that it is so, and the
sooner that system of government, no matter
who may be ln power, is wiped out of exis-
tence, the better for the country.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. leader of
the House, in the address which he made
a few moment@ ago, I wili not say intention-
ally misrpresented-at all events entlrely
misconceived the scope of the remarks I
made to the House. I am in the judgment
of hon. gentlemen that I never intimated
ln the slightest degree, or lnsinuated ln any
way whatever, a complaint because a Con-
,servative had not been put In charge of
that movement in the province of Prince
Edward Island. It is the last thIng I would
have thought of to make such a complaint,
but what I did complain of was, that a spe-
cial organization, possessing superior quali-
fications for assisting a movement of that
kind. was ignored and insulted and es-
pecially after that organization had made
the suggestion that thls work should be
undertaken, and offered to support lt with
its funds. In corroboration of what I now
say, I might mention that at a meeting of
the Fruit-Growers' Association, at which
this resolution was passed, promising that
this work should be undertaken, although
I was ln Ottawa, I was elected president of
the association. When I received notice
of that appointment, and when I further
saw that this resolution had been passed, I
,feared that my appointment and the fact
of my being presldent of the association,
might throw some difficulty in the way of
hearty co-operation between the Fruit-
Growers' Association and the provincial gov-
ernment and federal government with re-
gard to that matter. I have no doubt it
would not throw difficulty ln the rway of
a oo-operation with Prof. Robertson, be-
cause my experience of him was that he
took hold and worked with those mogt ready
to work for the prosecution of all those
things, utterly disregarding what party they
belonged to. I saw the provincial Premier
and said to hlm : ' I think I shall decline that
appointment. I am going to be away ln Ot-
tawa and it will be, possibly, much easier
for you to secure co-operation If Mr. Stew-

art, who has been nominated as vice-presi-

dent, should be preildent.' Mr. Farqa-
harson was good enough to say : 'It would

cause no difficulty if you remain president,'
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but I was going to be absent during the
session, and for the reasons I have men-
.tioned I declined to be president, and Mr.
Stewart became president ? He voted for
the Liberal candidate at the last election.
He is a fair-minded man, a competent man.
,He wus used very badly. He was invited,
from Ottawa, to meet Mr. Kinsman on bis
arrival, who was to be at Charlottetown at
a certain day. He lost lis tinie and was at
expense in going to that city. He spent
a whole day lu Charlottetown and was
not able to find Mr. Kiusman. Mr.
Farquharson had him away somewhere.
and Mr. Stewart returned dishppointed, and
received no further communication with re-
gard to the movement. I make no complaint
that the matter was not put in charge of Con-
servatives, but I say if the Minister of Miii-
tia and the ýMinister of Agriculture had not
interfered, Mr. Robertson would have been
allowed a free hand, and lie would have put
the matter in the best hands ln the province,
just as lie did when he inaugurated the
dairy movement. What did he do then ?
He went to the Hamiltons of New Perth,
the Lairds of New Glasgow, to Mr. Irving,
of Vernon River, all Liberals, as well as to
leading Conservatives, and he brought the
leading men of both political parties to-
gether. and they put their shoulders to
the wheel and there never was a jar-never
a feeling or a hint or a sugestion, during
all the time that work was being carriled
on, that there was any patronage ln it, or
that any member of the government or
candidate of the governnent was allowed
to make a suggestion for the employment
of anybody in connection with the move-
ment. If anything of the kind had been
done there would have been trouble. In this
instance, instead of following the experience
ln the dairy movement, Liberals were
appointed, and the Fruit-Growers' Associa-
tion eas deliberately Ignored ln connection
with the matter, and Liberal candidates and
leaders in the organîzation of the Liberal
party-those who are consulted ln matters
of politicall patronage generally, were put
in charge of Mr. Kinsman. In one respect
I have not been clearly understood. I did
not make the statement before, but I make
It now that I did not meet Mr. Kitsman. I
.mas here when he was in the province, and
until to-day I have not criticised his work,
and I am not as inclined to severely criti-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

cise him so much as those who put him ln a
false pooition and led him into trouble. He
came from Nova Scotia, and It was admitted
that he did not possess qualifications for the
work. I do not say that he might not be, to
some extent, a fruit-grower hlmself, but he
was unfût for carrying on those experiments.
He had not the qualifications, and anybody
who will go through the correspondence will
find that Prof. Robertson was fully conscious
of that fact at a little later period; but wbat
I do say is, and I say it without hesitation,
if Mr. Kinsman had been the best man that
could be selected, the mode taken to handle
and control him when lie was in the pro-
vince, and the ignoring and fooling of the
president of the Fruit-Growers' Association,
*would have resulted disastrously to the
movement. The notice was sent by Prof.
Robertson in perfect good faith, but when
lie went to meet Mir. Kinsman be could not
find him, and Mr. Stewart was ignored
from that time forward. The Fruit-Growers'
Association bas nearly 80 members, and
besides these others were present at the
meeting, when this report which I have
read was unanimously adopted. I might
say, further, though it is not germane to
the subject, that in the matter of refrigerat-
ing fish a man was sent to the island who
discussed politics wherever lie went, and
got Into repeated arguments on politics on
the cars. However, that is forelgn to the
subject. I wish to remind the hon. Minister
of Justice to-day that he referred to a past
debate and something which took place ln
this House when questions were asked in
regard to the Paris Exposition. I have a
notice wlth regard to that subject, which
will corne up In a few days, and the bon.
gentleman having referred to what took
place on that day, I hope, should I refer to
that matter when it comes up again, ho
wiill not raise the objection that I am refer-
ing to a past debate.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (94) 'An Act respecting the Schom-
berg and Aurora Railway Company.'--(Hon.
Mr. Lougheed).

Bill (118) 'An Act respecting the Temag-
aming Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Kerr).
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DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I would ask my hon.
friend the Secretary of State whether the
return brought down yesterday contains all
the petitions and memorials regarding the
railways in Prince Edward Island ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-ALl that I could find.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is a supplement-
ary return, but it does not say there may
not be another supplementary return.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I gave Instructions at
the Privy Council office, where I found two
or three. There were none In mine. There
was another department, but It would lie
only liinited to the Secretary of State, the
Privy Council and the Department of Rail-
ways.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That ought to
cover them.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If the hon. gentleman
knows of any others, and gives me a memo.
I shall be very glad to make Inquiries.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think there were
other petitions which may have been sent to
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries for
transmission to the proper office.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I had only knowledge of
those sent this year. Those sent this year
came to me. There were four or five, and I

think I traced them ail out.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. member's
department was the right place to send
them, but in this case I think they sent them
through their representative, the member
for West Queen's.

. Hon. Mr. SOOTT-I should not suppose
they would send a petition ln that way. I
will make speclal inquiry.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. gentle-
r.an will see, If he does not find that peti-
tion the Inference wil: be that the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries did not present it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-What locality was it
from ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-From Emerald to
Stanley In West Queen's, Prince Edward
Island.

THE PACIFIC CABLE.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I wish
to direct attention to a cable paragraph
that appeared in the London Time8 lately ln
reference to the Pacifie cable. The hon.
gentleman is not prepared to answer the
question now, I suppose, and I merely call
his attention to it in order that we may
be informed of what is being done.

The Pacifie Cable Scheme.
(Through Reuter's Agency.)

Sydney, June 6.
Replying to a telegram from Mr. Chamber-

lain, Mr. Lyne, the Colonial Secretary, has tele-
graphed that the government of New South
Vales agreed to the recommendations of the

Pacifie Cable Committee, and urged that the
work Ehould be pushed on as expeditiously as
Possible.

If the hon. gentleman has any Information
he can give the House we should like to have
it. Or, if he desires that this should stand
as a notice of motion for to-morrow, I shall
let it go until then. This Is a matter we
can all agree on.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The only paper I know
of is a letter addressed by Sir Sanford Flemi-
ing to myself, which contains extracts from
a number of letters he received from the
Australlan colonies. I do not think there
has been any direct communication from the
commission. However, I shall make lu-
quiry and bring down, at all events, Mr.
Fleming's letter.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It can
be added to the information contained in the
other document, so that it will be easily re-
ferred to.

THE MINISTERIAL CRISIS IN
TISH COLUMBIA.

BRI-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should like to know if the honm gentleman
can take the House into his confidence with
reference to a paragraph in the Free Preas
to-day. Those who have read the papers
will see that in Vancouver the present opposi-
tion (that is to the late Martin government),
met and passed a resolution asking for the
recall of the iieutenant-governor, and I see
in very large and prominent letters In to-
night's government organ the following :

McInnes Asked to 'Resign.
It ls un lerstood on good authority that the

federal government has asked Lieut.-Governor
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McInnes, of British Columbia, to resign. If he
does not do so, then it will be necessary to dis-
miss him.

This le a very significant statement to come
from a paper that is supposed to speak the
sentiments of the government. There Is
also quite a long article on the same sub-
ject, giving the same information, in the
Evening Journal. However, I shall not at-
tach so much importance to that, because
the Journal does not occupy to the govern-
ment, as I understand it, the same position
the Free Press does.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Pretty nearly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not
quite. All I can say is, speaking from some
little knowledge of public opinion in the
country, If the government has taken the
responsibility of asking that gentleman to
resign, and he does not comply with the
request and they dismiss him, it will meet
with the approval of men of every shade of
politices.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not in a position
to make any statement with regard to that
matter at the present, time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1 did
not suppoee the hon. gentleman was.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (170) 'An Act to amend the Act re-
specting the Merchants' Bank of Halifax,
and to change its name to the Royal Bank
of Canada.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow in the ab-
sence of hon. Mr. Power.)

Bill (81) 'An Act to incorporate the Acci-
dent and Guarantee Company of Canada.'-
(Hon. Mr. Wood.)

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (110) 'An Act to amend
the Weights and Measures Act.'

(In the Committee.)

On clause 1,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I notice a provision
which was in the Weights and Measures
Act, as it appears in the revised statutes,
and which was also contained In the Bill of
last year, le omitted in this clause. I de.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

sire to call attention to it and to know
whether there ls any good reason for omit-
ting it. In section 18, of the Weights and
Measures Act, and also in the Act of last
year, there Is a provision that the barrels
shall be fastened with lining. Having a lit-
tle experience ln apples, I know the great
importance of the barrels being thoroughly
hooped and well nalled, and having these
lining hoops put in, and I think it was rather
a useful provision in the statute.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My impression is that it
was felt that the provision was unneces-
sary. The parties who were shipping the
apples would have a sumicient interest in
properly transporting them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-They ought to
have.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The only change that
occurred to me as necessary to make would
be a change in the 14th lne, I think the
words 'or three bushels ' at the end of the
clause, should come out. It is surplusage.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think the fruit-
growers are very anxIous to have these
words left In.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It did not strike me as
being a matter of importance, but my hon.
friend pointed out yesterday, with regard to
potatoes, that we had fixed the weight of a
bushel of, potatoes at sixty pounds, which I
think Is proper, and in these words the
ninety-six quarts represent three bushels
even measure.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Possibly the hon.
gentleman Is right, and I think it Is very
likely, from what I now recollect, that the
farmers and fruit-growers object ln getting
the three bushels ln was more with regard to
potatoes than apples, but If we do not retain
It in the clause with regard to potatoes,
there Is no object in keeping It ln with re-
gard to the apples.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-What article le sold
at ninety-six quarts or three bushels ?

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Everything.

Hon. Mr. I>EVER-No.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-There is not an
article.

The clause was adopted as amended.
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On subsection 2,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-We discussed this
clause yesterday and the views of hon. gen-
tlemen were elicited so that I do not sup-
pose we can induce any change now. The
barrel described in the first subsection la an
Ideal barrel, I think, for apples. Its descrip-
tion, as given in the clause, involves, as will
be observed, a very slight bilge, and it is
proved by experience that when apples are
shipped ln a barrel having a very large
bilge and placed in tiers above each
other, that the pressure comes on the centre
of the barrel and depresses the staves, and
when they are brought out and rolled the
apples loosen. The ideal barrel ls one with
very little bilge so that the ends of the bar-
rel wIll sustain the weight. I regret that we
are not securing a uniform barrel, because I
know from experience the convenience of
being able to go and get say a flour barrel, to
ship apples in is not worth considering. I
know the cost of twenty-five cents ln the price
of a barrel is a mere nothing when we consi-
der the result. If we get the right barrel
which ls recognized in the market and known
as the kind of barrel that has contained good
fruit for years and years, even if you had
to pay almost a dollar a barrel It would pay
you in order to get the package that the
market really requires. I have had experi-
ence in that line which justifies me ln mak-
ing that statement. I think It is a pity that
we cannot arrive at a uniform barrel.
The barrel desired ln the Bill la the
Minneapolis flour barrel. This ls, I be-
lieve, a Minneapolis flour barrel ln point of
capacity, and I have been puzzling my head
a great deal to find out what is the reasoil
that the Minneapolis flour barrel, is not as
large as the Ontario flour barrel, and I found
great difficulty ln getting an answer to the
question. I have been trying to work It
out ln this way, that the wheat that -s l
ground In Minneapolis ls all hard wheat,
and the flour being dryer, can be packed
closer than when the flour ls of a softer
eharacter. This ls uniform in the United
States and we are now legalizing the barrel
and describing It ln the Bill, and I have no
doubt the step we are taklng will lead to
legislatlon In future to get uniformity. I
know it ls a step in advance, as far as it
goes, and I hope It will be possible a little
later, to get a uniform barrel for Ontario.

46

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We could do that by
adopting the Canadian flour barrel.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-1 should have said
uniform for Canada and the United States.
We would be getting further away from It
by adopting the Ontario flour barrel.

The subsection was adopted.

On subsection 3,

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I think It le a mistake
to have this sqbsection in the Bill.

Hon. Mr. BURPEE-I thInk the weight
given ln this subsection for a barrel of pota-
toes is a little high. All that can be got Into
one of these barrels is about two bushels
and a half, which is 150 pounds. I think
that this subsection might be left out alto-
gether. In Ontario and Quebec they sell
potatoes by the bag. I do not think It ls
necessary to say how many pounds of pota-
toes a barrel should contain. It is useless
to try and put 174 pounds of potatoes in a
barrel which will only hold 150 pounds.

Hon Mr. MILLS-I have not the informa-
tion from the Inland Revenue Department
which led them to put this provision in the
Bill. I do not know whether this means
fifty-eight pounds to the bushel, taking
three bushels ln a barrel, but certainly It
means 174 pounds of potatoes to a barrel.
They might not be put into a barrel in this
country, but it may be intended that when
people speak of selling potatoes by the
barrel, although they may not be put in a
barrel at ail, they mean that 174 pounds
shall constitute a barrel and so, even though
they are put in bags and boxes or anything
else, there will be no objection to their being
measured in that way.

Hon. Mr. BURPEE-By this clause we
give the size of a barrel and how much it
shall contain. I think It is a mistake to
insert this subsection in the Bill. Unlesa we
pass a special Act for a certain sized barrel
for potatoes-which would be very incon-
venient-the clause would not be workable.
I think we should drop the subsection alto-
gether.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P. E. I.)-I quite
agree with the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken, and I urge that this subsection be

struck out of the Bill. We have a stand-
ard fixed for the sale of potatoes, they
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are to be sold by weL ,ht, sixty pounds to
the bushel. We havc also a certain tub,
as it Is usually called, for the purpose of
selling them when they are sold by measure,
which Is calculated to contain two bushels.
It is called two bushels and the weight is
not fixed at any particular number of
pounds, but where potatoes are shipped in
large quantities, taken on board vesselsTin
large quantities, they are sold by the tub, in
Prince Edward Island, and in Nova Scotia,
and New Brunswick. They are not usuay
packed In barrels for those markets. When
potatoes are shipped to markets In the West
Indies they are packed either in barrels or
bags. and according to the market to whicli
those potatoes are directed, the barrels or
bags vary in size. Tlose that suit one
market will not suit another. but I think it
will be very objectionable now to make a
mixed standard of this kind. The law is
quite sufficient as it stands by naming the
standard weight of a bushel of potatoes to
be sixty pounds, and it will only lead to
confusion if we insert this provision. Be-
sides that, as the hon. gentleman from
New Brunswick remarked, It is impossible
In my opinion to put that quantity of pota-
toes into a barrel of the dimensions that
are here given, although I do not aitogether
agree with him as to the quantity which
eau be put in, because I think you can put
160 or 1414 pounds into a good sized barrel of
potatoes, but I doubt very much whether
It would be possible in any ordinary barrel.
or barrel of the dimensions mentioned here,
to put the quantity that is named here of
good, sound well matured potatoes.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-If the barrel only
contained 150 pounds, although the standard
was 174, would the purchaser pay for only
150 pounds ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-There would be no
hardship In that. The standard is made
174 pounds, and If the purchaser only gets
150 pounds that Is all he pays for.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If a man is sellIng po-
tatoes to a country where they buy them by
the barrel, this Bill has been made to con-
form to what was regarded as a barrel In
the country where they are so bought, and it
Is stated that a barrel contains 174 pounds.
I cannot see what possible objection there

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)

eau be to this subsection. Supposing we
fix it at 500 pounds, if that was the size
in one of the West India Islands where it
was sold, no harm could be doue. In most
cases potatoes are sold by the bushel, but If
they are sold by the barrel the quantity
must be as provided In this Bill. They
may grow a great many potatoes in Prince
Edward Island, but there are other places
where they are grown and the Bill is in-
tended to provide for the country generally.
I applied to-day for information, but could
get noue that I could use with regard to
this particular section. My hon. friend will
see that this can do no possible harm.

Hon. Mr. BURPEE-Oh, yes, it can.
Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is 174 pounds to the

barrel. If there is no objection to its going
through, it may go through now and I will
endeavour to get from the Department of
Inland Revenue the information upon which
they proceeded, before the third reading, be-
cause these measures are not prepared and
submitted to parliament without special ap-
plication being made for them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I wish to make an
explanation on the point we have now be-
fore us. When we were discussing the
matter yesterday, It escaped my notice.
There is a consideration in connection with
this subject that we did not take into ac-
count, and it is the fact that potatoes ship-
ped by the barrel are pressed. Potatoes
when sold by the bushel measure must not
even be shaken, but when they are shipped
by the barrel they are shaken into the barrel
and then the press is applied in order to
put them firmly Into the barrel. I looked
over the correspondence I have had with
people in Nova Scotia. The potatoes from
Nova Scotia are shipped to the West Indies
and are put in barrels. The barrels are
furnished by the shipper, and the farmer I
think, in the majority of instances, puts the
potatoes Into the barrel. At all events they
are put in and shaken down and a press
applied. We are now legalizing a barrel
which Is their ideal barrel for apples. They
want the same barrel for potatoes. They
have found perhaps that 174 pounds Is the
correct weight when they are pressed, and
it will probably exactly meet the require-
ments of the trade.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I think it would be a
great mistake to pass this subsection. I
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know from dealing in potatoes with farmers,
that there is nothing they are more sensitive
about than the potato measure. The
buyer wants to get as big a meas-
ure as he can, and the farmers do not
want to give any more than what is
right and fair, and there has been con-
tinual friction in reference to the size of the
barrel or tub and the weight that the parties
have been exacting from them, and I think
the more changes we make In reference to
the weights and measures the more trouble
we are bringing upon the country. We have
the measure pretty well establIshed. Every-
body understands it; a bushel of potatoes is
Sixty pounds. There is no objection to that.
Then in reference to the barrel, If you were
Selling by the tub, as the hon. gentleman
from Charlottetown spoke about, I think
two and a half bushels is fIxed as a tub;
150 pounds is supposed to be a tub.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-That Is a barrel too ?

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-No, it is not a barrel.
I can see no necessity for this 174
Pounds being inserted in the Bill. If
You are going to establish a uniform size
barrel for potatoes, that Is all right. Then
if you do that you have to fill that barrel,
and as my hon. friend from Queen's County
said, it must be pressed down to make it
safe for shipping, the same as apples. It is
Well known that in apples there is no unifor-
mity in reference to their weight per bushel.
An early apple will be very much lighter
than a late apple,and so it is with potatoes.
The Early Rose potato is very much lighter
than the Chenango or the Calligos and you
Must establish weight and measure In refer-
ence to this matter, but when you establish
the barrel for potatoes a uniform size, it
maust be filled. If 174 pounds will not fill
it, you must put in more. If you put In
175 pounds and the barrel is not full, you
are going to lose because they will spoil be-
fore you get to market. I think there is no
necessity for the Insertion of clause 3. We
have a standard of sixty pounds to the
bushel and if you establish a uniform size
f barrel, that is qulte sufficient.

lion. Mr. PRIIMROSE-Why not adopt the
Suggestion that the clause should stand and
the hon. Minister of Justice will ascertain
frOm the Department of Inland Revenue
What the Idea was.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I think I know more
about it than the Minister of Inland Re-
venue.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I think the govern-
ment is making a little too much law In
reference to the standard of eggs. This Is
a very good arrangement where parties go
te a grocery In the city to buy eggs and
they buy the eggs they require, but the great
business is with the country people and they
sell their eggs to the merchants and busi-
ness men In the country and you are
going to introduce a great deal of distur-
bance and annoyance between the buyer
and the seller. Here is a farmer who has
a very fine breed of hens, and they produce
very large eggs. Perhaps ten will make
a pound and a half or nearly so, within the
fraction of an ounce and the buyer says, I
must have another egg. He will then have
too much weight. There has been no
trouble about buying eggs. A man goes
in to buy a dozen eggs for his breakfast.
He sees what he is buying, and if the eggs
are emall, let him pay a lower price. I
think It will cause friction and trouble.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Does not this clause
refer to export. There has been a good
deal of discussion in England as to small
eggs, I understand. If it is simply for ex-
port, it would meet the whole difficulty.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, it would not. It
is not for export. In the market in Lon-
don, Ont., the universal feeling is in favour
of allowing a purchaser to buy by weight.
It is absurd to suppose that a party should
receive as much for a dozen small eggs as
he would receive for large ones, and when
one pound and a half is declared to be the
standard for a dozen, then what you are
getting May be tested at once. It is a very
necessary provision, and the feeling is en-
tirely in favour of It, and my hon. friend is
mistaken In saying that there are no eggs
outside of Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Supposing a man
comes In with a smaller size of egg, what
does he do ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He can sell them by
weight or by number.
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On section 4,

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I)-I think
this clause Is very objectionable. I
need not repeat the remarks I made
yesterday. Anybody who knows any-
thing about salt, knows that the weight
of it varies according to the temper-
ature of the air. We know that even
in importing salt from the old country,
where It is loaded into ships In bulk, and
they take in a certain number of tons, al-
lowance is made for the loss of weight when
It is delivered on this side of the Atlantic.
It would be entirely Improper to say that
parties should be required to mark on every
package of salt which is put up here or
imported from the old country, the weight
of the contents. It would be imposible, be-
cause it might be up to the weight marked
on it if weighed to-day, and a few days
afterwards It might be found short weight.
It is a clause which should not be inserted
in the Bill-that is, so far as salt imported
into the Dominion Is concerned. If it is to
remain In the Bill, I would suggest that it
be amended to make it applicable only to
sait manufactured in the Dominion itself.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALI-I think the ob-
jection to this clause has some considerable
weight. It would be very difficult in buying
salt in Europe as it is generally bought, to
comply with this Act. The exporters from
whom you buy sait put it up in bags to suit
the requirements of the purchaser. There
is an allowance made by the shipper-who
ships a few tons over-but when you come
to pay freight on this side It Is assumed the
salt will not turn out the quantity put on
board the ship, and it Is customary to pay
the freight five per cent short to allow for
waste. Whether that bas been caused by
the sea air or otherwIse, It is supposed to
lose five per cent In welght In transit be-
tween Europe and this country. If you lad
the salt weighed and the bags marked on
the other side, it would not be legible here.
Many of those bags get torn, and in the
ordinary mode of handling there is a certain
loss. Then the rate of discharge on this
side Is another very serious objection. At
the present time it comes out by steamer.
The steamer Insists on unIoading two or
three hundred tons a day, that would be
about three thousand bags, and we bave
not the means-to mark and store the salt

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

here so rapidly. In Halifax they make a
storehouse of the ship when it comes in sail-
ing vessels and pay freight accordingly, hav-
ing forty or fifty days to discharge cargo.
Schooners come alongside from different
parts of the coast, and take the sait from the
ships. It would be a serious matter for them
if they had to weigh and mark all these bags.
I am satisfied it will not do to mark the bags
at the port of shipment, and assume that
they -will be the same weight when deliv-
ered here. The merchants engaged in the
business would be so harrassed that they
would have to give it up. Yon mark a salt
bag after It arrives herp. put the weight,
the name of the Importer and bis address
on it : that means some considerable work.
The paint used for marking is generally
mixed with kerosene oil, and that would in-
jure a considerable portion, perhaps the
whole of each bag of salt. Taking the
whole clause, without more investigation
than we can give it now, and without in-
formation from those enjoyed in the busi-
ness might be very objectionable. I have
been engaged in it for some years, and
my opinion is that the law cannot be
carried out without serions inconveni-
ence to the importer and the seller
on this side. At the same time, I see a
difficulty with the consumer when he buys
a bag of sait, or a dozen of eggs, or a bushel
of potatoes. He wants to know what he Is
getting. It is the only fair way to sell-by
weight. In European countries they bave
adopted that system. In France, for in-
stance. you cannot buy an apple without
purchasing by weight. They dare not hand
you an apple for two cents or one cent.
They have to weigh the article and you pay
for. it accordingly. The small consumer
should be protected, but how it is to be
carried out I cannot say without further
consideration.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-The whole argument
falls to the ground, because we are not
dealing with bags. I can understand how a
bag of salt would lose weight by exposure,
but it is packed in barrels.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-I have been speak-
ing of bags only.

Hon. Mr. McKAY from the commIttee, re-
ported that they had made some progress
with the Bill.
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DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I should like to call
the attention of the hon. Secretary of State
to an address which was voted on the 26th
of April. It was as follows :

That a humble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General, praying His
Excellency to cause to be laid before this House
a copy of all letters and correspondence ex-
changed between the government or any of its
members and the interested parties, on the sub-
ject of the Baie des Chaleurs Railway, of the
Atlantic and Lake Superior Railway and of the
projected railway known under the name of the
Short Line Railway of Gaspé, as well as a copy
Of all requests, petitions. resolutons or other
documents relating to either of these lines.

The address was adopted, and I should
like if the Secretary of State would be kind
enougli to tell me if we shall have that
correspondence soon ? I called the atten-
ion of the Secretary of State some days ago
to the subject, but perhaps he has forgotten
the matter.

Hou. Mr. SCOTT-No, I have not forgot-
ten. The papers are in the Department of
Railways and Canals, and I have been pro-
iised repeatedly that they would be sent.

I inquired again, and they had not been
able to get the whole of them. I shall make
further inquiries.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I would also call at-
tention to a part of the answer the hon. gen-
tieian gave me on the 15th of May relating
to a paper on the Manitoba school question.
It is reported in the Debates as follows :

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.-There was a document sent
to the Governor General, and there were some
documents or papers or letters sent to Sir Wil-
frid Laurier. Those I have found. There were
none sent officially to the Secretary of State
or to the Governor in Council. I am having
those copied and will bring them down in a day
or two.

I see there were two kinds of documents-
one sent to the Governor General, and others
sent to Sir WilfriLd Laurier. The hon. gen-
tleman told us the one that was sent to the
Governor in Council had been declared a
Confidential one. I should like to know if
the others are of the same character, or If
We may expect to have them laid on the
Table of this House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will have the papers
looked up, and will Inform my hon. friend
to-morrow. I do not know how far the
Paper sent to Sir Wilfrid Laurier is confi-
deutial. The previous ones were confiden-

tial. He told me that the person who sent
it had asked that it be not made public.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
asked for a return early last session with
reference to the school lands sold in Mani-
toba and the prices obtained for them. The
hon. gentleman will remember that a
partial return was brought down, and very
voluminous correspondence, and I intimated
to him if they would complete the return
slicwing the amount of land sold and the
ainounts received, the return woul-d answer
my purpose.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Perhaps the
tleman will make a note of the
information he wants, and I will

hon. gen-
particular
see about

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It ls
just to complete the return.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was told yesterday
that every Order of this House had been
complied with except the one the hon. gen-
tleman from Stadacona referred to just
now. If the hon. gentleman would drop me
a note, stating what he wants to supplement
the return, I will attend to it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not want any of the correspondence : I sim-
ply want the figures so as to show the
total amount, so that, in case we have to
deal with that question, we may be able
to do so intelligently.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, June 21, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at
o'clock.

Three

Prayers and routine proceedings.

A POINT OF ORDER.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved:

That the Minutes of Proceedings of the Sen-
ate for June 18, 1900, be corrected by Inserting
therein, in its proper place, the following entry:

*The Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved that an entry
be made in the Minutes of Proceedings of the
Senate of the decision of the Speaker upon the
point of order raised by the Hon. Mr. Mills,
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which is to be found In the following extract
of the Senate Debates of June 14, 1900:

' Hon. Mr. MILLS.-I might call attention to
the fact, Mr. Speaker, that the question ap-
peared on the paper the other day and was
answered, and It is not regular that it should
be placed on the orders again.

'The SPEAKER.-When I saw that notice on
the paper, I inquired of the Clerk why it had
been placed on the paper the second time, and
was informed that some one had given instruc-
tions to one of the clerks to put It on the Orders
of the Day without his knowledge. I thought
that this Inquiry had been answered, so that it
is irregular to place it on the Orders of the Day
again.

'Hon. Mr. LANDRY.-I suppose I can give it
as a notice of motion?

' The SPEAKER.-I do not think that the hon.
gentleman can place on the Order paper again
a question which has been answered by the
minister.

'Hon. Mr. LANDRY.-That might be so If
the question had been answered; but supposing
the question has not been answered?

' The SPEAKER.-I may say to the hon. gen-
tleman that I think it Is for the minister to
say whether he has answered the question. If
he says he has no further answer to make, that
is an end to the matter.'

The question of concurrence havIng been put
upon the said motion. it was, upon division, re-
solved In the negative.

Hon Mr. MILLS-I think that the motion-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I ask that
Speaker read the question before the
member makes his speech.

the
hon.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Speaker cannot do
that because the motion is out of order.

Hon.
cannot
put by

Mr. LANDRY-The hon. member
say It is out of order before it is
the Chair.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, I eau.

when that motion was reached was the
sane as the ruling upon a similar motion in
1898. That motion was not put. It was
brought forward and the hon. gentleman
himself cried lost, and so the motion of the
hon. gentleman was dropped. Now the hon.
gentleman brings forward the same motion
again and adds these words :

The question of concurrence having been put
upon the said motion, it was, upon division, re-
solved in the negative.

The motion was not put. It was dropped,
and It was so entered in the minutes of
proceedings, and properly entered because
the hon. gentleman himself cried lost before
the Speaker had an opportunity of putting
the question. The hon. gentlemen repeats
his motion and adds these words :

The question of concurrence having been put
upon the said motion- -

It was not put.
-it was upon division resolved In the negative.

It was not resolved in the negative. The
hon. gentleman cried 'lost' or 'dropped' be-
fore the mýtion could be put and so it was
not put fron the Chair.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Did
the hon. gentleman not say 'lost on division.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I think not. It
was not put by the Chair.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Lost
on division Is my recollection.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My recollection is that
he said 'lost' and then said 'dropped.'

The Speaker then put the motion to the Hon. 'r. LANDRY-I neyer sald that, but
House. ýI will answer it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I wish to call the at-
tention of the House to the history of this
motion. The hon. gentleman first pro-
posed, on June 12, in this House that lie
would inquire about certain things, and the
questions embraced in that inquiry are pre-
clsely those that are now before us. Then
on June 14, the hon. gentleman brought up
bis motion. When that question was put
on June 14, I called the attention of the
Speaker and the House to the fact that the
same question had been answered two days
previously. On the same day the hon. mem-
ber from Stadacona handed In a notice pre-
cisely the same as that which he is now
proposing, and on June 15, that motion
was reached. The ruling of the Speaker

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And that being so, I do
not think the hon. gentleman has any right
whatever to bring up the same matter again.
The hon. gentleman has not accepted the
general statement that I made in reply to
bis question. He has not only refused to
accept the statement I made, but he re-
fused also to accept the statement of my
hon. colleague, and said that one or other
of us had stated what was not true. The
hon. gentleman's language towards myself
and my colleague is language which is
wholly unbefitting this House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It is not a question
to-day whether the hon. minister has an-
swered once, and if I have renewed my in-
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quiry twice, or three times. The motion
Which I have placed on the Order paper
concerns the entry in our minutes of a rul-
ing given by the Chair. I made a motion
to have that ruling put in the minutes of
this House. Either my first motion made
the day before yesterday to have that ruling
placed in the minutes of this House was
put by the Chair or it was not. If it was
put by the Chair, It should be entered in
the minutes. If it was not put by the Chair
I am not out of order In bringing up the
question again, because if it was not put,
how could the hon. gentleman say that I am
Putting before the House a question which
has already been settled. He must accept
one of the two conclusions; either it was put
or it was not put. He says it was not. I
agree with him to a certain point, and it is
for that reason that I am taking to-day the
means that that ruling of the Chair be put
in the minutes of the journals of this House
in having my motion regularly put before
this House by the Speaker. Referring to
that part of the motion which says that the
question of concurrence having been put, It
was resolved in the negative. I will remark
that that might be a reason for this House
to pronounce against my motion, but it is
flot a reason for declaring my motion out
of order.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Well, to comply with the wishes of the hon.
member, I am willing to drop the last phrase
of the motion I gave, so that he will
not be shocked by the language of the
motion. That quotation from May will be
found in the tenth edition, page 232. At all
events, I propose this motion, and I ask
that this entry be made lu the minutes of
this House.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If at the meeting of
the House, when this matter came up, the
hon. member had allowed His Honour the
Speaker to put the question, I think the re-
solution should have gone on the minutes of
the Senate, because our minutes are sup-
posed to contain a correct report of all the
motions duly moved and submitted to the
House. The hon. gentleman did not do
that. He said 'lost on division,' without
waltlng for His Honour the Speaker to put
the question, and consequently, I think the
hon. gentleman is not entitled to have hie
motion placed on the minutes of that day.
The hon. gentleman comes again and asks
practlcally to have the same matter placed
on our minutes, and he wlnds up bis re-
solution wlth this statement :

That the question of concurrence having been
put upon the said motion, it was, upon division,
resolved in the negative.

I think the concluding paragraph precludes
the House from adopting the resolution, be-
cause, as a matter of fact, the question of

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Why should it be out was not put--po--tand-t-wa
oforerconcurrence wa iapu pon It, and It was

of order ? Inot resolved li the negative upon division,
Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend cannot and this House would stultify ltself by pass-

make an Inaccurate statement of facts in a ing the resolution in its present state.
motion, and that is what he bas done here. Whether the hon. gentleman can put hlm-

self right by giving another notice and
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That has been done omitting that statement, which Is not In

every day by the government, and they accordance with the facts, is another
Would be always out of order. I think niatter, but it is quite clear that we would
they are not in order when they are keeping stultify ourselves to-day by resolvlng that
their places. It would be a reason for this something had been done whlch had not
IOuse to vote against my motion if I in- been done.
sisted to maintain it, is what may be be-
lieved an objectionable form, but there bon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon, gentleman

a remedy for that. Supposing this forgets that I stated that I was willIng to

to be the case, and that It would be very have that last portion struck out.

Shoeking for the lion. minister, May points Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, but I think a re-
out the proper remedy, which I will quote. solution cannot be amended by the mover,
What does May say ? He says : without notice, except by the unanimous con-

A modification of a notice of motion standing sent of the iIo'use.
Upon the Notice paper is permitted if the amend-
ed notice does not exceed the scope of the ori- Hon. Mr. PROWS-The objections taken
ginal notice by the last speaker are not very forcible,
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and will zot bear the comparison we may
make with those decisions whlch have been
given in this House on several occasions.
We know that when the report of the Com-
mittee on Divorce is brought ln, an hon.
member opposed to the system of divorce
says: 'Lost on division,' and It la recorded
in that way ln the minutes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is after the ques-
tion has been put by the Chair.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The question is
never put to the House, and there was no
division taken, although It was accepted by
the House as a matter of course, and this
question put by my hon. frIend presumes the
same thing. He knows the resolution would
be lost. and he was perfectly satisfied to
take the decision ln that way wlthout the
formality of taking a vote of the House,
and I think the objections raised against
that part of the motion are not well taken.
As far as the principle of the matter is con-
cerned, I think it makes very little difference
to this House or the country whetber the
motion should be placed upon the minutes
or not, as far as the merits are concerned,
but so far as the records of this House are
concerned It Is important that the records
should be an exact representation of what
really took place, because If we allow the
clerks and officials of this House to change
or correct or alter the minutes as they really
ought to appear, we do not know where the
end would be.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
must take exception to the concluding re-
marks made by the senior member from
Halifax, that a motion before the House
cannot be amended without notice. That is
constantly done In both branches of parlia-
ment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not by the mover.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
not golng to quarrel about that point. The
doctrine laid down by the senior member
from Halifax was that he dId not think
under the rules that you could amend a
motion which has been put from the Chair.
That is constantly done ln both Houses of
parliament, and as there is a'dispute as to
what actualy took place on that occasion,
it would be well that nothing should be
placed on the minutes whlch would ap-

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.

parently contradict that which had been done
before. I am strongly of the opinion that
any ruling given by the Speaker, particular-
ly on a point of order, should be recorded on
the minutes, in order that it may be an In-
struction to those who hereafter may follow
the same course that was pursued by a
senator who was ruled out of order or ruled
ln order, and in order that that may be
doue, I move that the last two lines of the
motion made by the hon. member from
Stadacona be struck out. Then there can
be no objection to it. I do not suppose
for a moment that the record of the ruling
of the Speaker is incorrect. If it be, then
the Speaker should be permitted to correct
the ruling in the way he remembers having
made it. There should not be upon the re-
cords a ruling that was nlot strictly correct.
If this ruling is strictly correct, I think it
should be upon the minutes. ln order that
there may be no dispute as to the matter
of fact contained in the last clause, I move
that the last two Unes be struck out of the
motion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Supposing these two
lines are struck out, I submit to the House
that this motion is not in order. It consists
of extracts froin a debate that occurred here
a few days ago. If you can take extracts
from a debate and form a resolution froni
it, such subject may be made again the
subject of debate. You might summarize
all the leading points in a former debate in
a motion of this kind, and so make the sub-
ject of yesterday's debate the debate of tô-
morrow. I submit that that cannot be done,
and to undertake to make a motion consist-
ing of extracts from a debate that occurred
a few days earlier in the saine session, is
altogether out of order, and that the amend-
ment moved by my hon. friend opposite
would not cure the inherent defects ln this
motion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Do I
understand the hon. Minister of Justice to
say that the ruling of the Speaker shall not
be placed on record on any occasion ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No. I am saying that
this motion is out o! order.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman bas given no reason why
it is out of order. If these were extracts
taken from a newspaper that was not re-
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Sponsible to tbis Senate for the report, I on record. Hence the point of order, to my
could understand the reason of It, because it mind, has no force at all.
might be inferred that the reporter or the Hon. Mr. LANDRY-4 would ask the
newspaper had not made a correct report. Speaker if he would be kind enough to put
We bave an officiai reporter whom we pay the amendment of the on. leader of te op-
for recording the debates of the flouse, and tion
this is copied from the officiai record of par- position.
liament, and if I quote, as we very often do, Hon. Mr. GOWAN-It seems to me that
from the officiai report, the utterance of any this involves a good deal more than cor-
member, it is taken for granted that that is recting the minutes of proceedings referred
correct, as every proof sheet is submitted to to. It ls establishing a very serlous and un-
each member. The inference is that if it fortunate precedent. The right of asking
were not reported correctly, he bas so chang-- questions of ministers of the Crown, is
ed it as to make it right. The point that I now a well established practice ln both
take is this, that every ruling of the Speaker Houses of parliament in England as it is in
no matter on what question it may be, ought the parliament of Canada. But the right
to be on the records, and as this ruling is to ask questions bas been strictly limited,
not on the records, this is the means taken and, to use the words of approved writ-
by the bon. gentleman from Stadacona to ers on the subject, questions must be
have It put on record for future reference severely accurate in their allegations of
and guidance. If that Is not correct-if facts. They must not be argumentative or
there is any doubt upon tbat point-I would hypothetical. They must not be couched ln

Suggest to the bon. gentleman who bas improper language, or reflect improperly up-
moved the resolution to let the matter stand on a minister or any member of the House.
lintil the Speaker could revise the official It seems to me that this question Involves

report, if he bas not done so already, and to a large extent, approbation of the ques-
Make such corrections as he thinks proper. tions that were put and replied to, as ai-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is not the point at
ail.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is a
point I am suggesting. If this cannot go la
the Minutes, we bave no record of our pro-
ceedings.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My point is this:
You cannot make the subject of a former
debate the subjeet of a debate in
the same session. It is not whether it 1
a correct or an incorrect record. I,
say no matter how correct a report is, you
are precluded from making observations
from a former debate ln the same session
the subject of debate at some subsequent'
Sitting. The bon. gentleman takes a series

leged by the leader of the House, and ruled
out of order by the Speaker when repeated.
The questions put originally by the member
for Stadacona violate and fall short of the
requirements of questions, and were not
proper subjects to be answered by the min-
ister, and were framed in a way that was
calcuilated to embarrass ; and by affirming
the motion now before the House we, in a
measure, it seems to me, impliedly approve
the form in which the questions were asked.
I think the House must be quite tired of
this mode of sniping and potting at the
ministers and Speaker of the House. I think
it not only a waste of time, but in-
jurlous to the country as well. My opinion
is, that deciding the question, even the first
proposition put foirwa by the leade~r of the'

Of extracts from a debate which occulrred ln opposition might be understood as affirming
this House, and proposes that as a resolu- or approving the terms ln which the ques-
tion whIch may be made the subject of de- tion was couched.
bate. I say tbat cannot be done.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL. No.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tbe

DoInt is well taken provided it were correct. Hon. Mr. GOWAN-It is perfectly right
We are not discussing the question which tbat the government of the day should be
Was discussed the other day, as to whether subject to Interrogation of a proper charac-
the ruling of the Speaker is correct or not. ter, and there are those, perhaps, fot a few,
We are discussing the propriety or impro- would wlsb to sec, metaphorlcaly speaklng,
DrIety of putting the rullng of the Speaker the government blown 'sky-hlgh,' but there
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Is a legitimate and regular way of doing
things, without sniping behind the usages
and privileges of parliament. I shall de- t
cidedly vote against affirming the proposi-
tion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL. I rise
to set my hon. friend right. I made 1no such
proposition. I agree, to a very great ex-
tent, with the remarks made by the hon.
gentleman. My position is simply this-not
to affirm the correctness of, not to declare
the motions and questions which were put
by the hon. gentleman from Stadacona, cor-
rect. My position is, that the ruling of the
Speaker ought to be put on record, and with
this ruling of the Speaker I fully concur,
because, if the hon. gentleman from Stada-
cona took the view as the Speaker did, that
it was the same motion as the previous one,
already decided, he liad no right to put it on
the paper at all. All I ask is that the ruling
of the Speaker declaring that the hon. gen-
tleman was out of order, should be put on
record, not that I am affirming the inquiry
and motion made by the hon. gentleman
from Stadacona. It is evident I was not
understood by my hon. friend or lie would
not have attributed such motives to me.

Hon. 3Mr. GOWAN-I heard what the hon.
gentleman said, but what lie said will not
appear on the minutes, and when the min-
utes are read it might appear that he ap-
proved of the course taken by the hon.
gentleman from Stadacona. People would
say here is an implied recognition that the
questions put by the hon. gentleman from
Stadacona were correct and within the prac-
tice of parliament. I maintain that they
were not and are not proper questions such
as a minister of the Crown could with self-
respect undertake to answer.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is nothing at all in this motion that can lead
one whîo ever saw the motion to the con-
clusion at which the hon. gentleman has
arrived. All it says is that on a certain oc-
casion the hon. gentleman from Stadacona
made a motion. The Speaker ruled it out
of order, and now the hon. gentleman asks
that the ruling of the Speaker shall be put
on record. If it were an affirmation of the
substance of the question asked of the gov-
ernment, then I would not take that position.
It is nothing of the kind.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Is there
before the House any other question than
this ? There is a motion made by the hon.
Mr. Landry and an amendment made by
Sir Mackenzie Bowell. Is there anything
else before the House but these ?

The SPEAKER-Yes, a question of order.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-There has
been no motion that this is out of order ?

Mr. SPEAKER-No motion is required
to ask the Speaker to decide a question of
order.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not undertake to
say anything as to whether or not a resolu-
tion moved and seconded and put to the
House is a subject, the Speaker's decision
upon which should appear in the Minutes.
I only wish to guard the House against the
view takenî by the leader of the opposition,
that is if that view is to be taken in its
widest sense. I understood the hon. gen-
tleman to say that if a question-he did not
say resolution-were ruled out of order, then
that question should appear on the Minutes.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, I
say nothing of the kind.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I simply wanted to
guard against that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-1 should like to know
what was the point of order that was taken.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)-There is
none.

The SPEAKER-I hope the Senate will see
that it is very necessary to come to an un-
derstanding about the debates and proceed-
ings of the Senate. If I have anything to

do with maintaining the usages and the
proper manner la which the debates of the
Senate are to be conducted, I hope to be
allowed to make some suggestions. As to
the ruling I made the other day, I have not
the least objection personally that it should

be recorded anywhere, because I am still
of opinion that my ruling was right. It was
based on precedent and the rules of the
House. But I would remind the House that
two years ago, on the 26th of May, 1898, the
lion. mover of this present motion, made

exactly the saine request and the same mo-
tion to the House. Then I took particular
care. because I wanted to guard the usages
of the House, and made strict inquiry about
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the riglit of the hon. gentleman to move as the ordinary usage o! the House. (See pp. 312,
he did. His motion was this 4 411, 526 Canadian Commons Journal, 1891.)he dd. Hs moion as tisI find also the following entry in the English

That he will move that an entry be made in Commons Journal ot 1882 : 'The House, ac-
the Journals of the Senate of any ruling of cording to order, resumed furtler proceedlngs
the Chair on questions of order, and that the on consideration of the Prevention of Crime
following special ruling given on Monday, the (Ireland Bil) as amended in the commlttee.' An
8th instant, be put upon record, so as it may amendment was then proposed, and the follow-
read as follows, immediately after the word 1 ing entry is made 'And it appeariag that the
'debated ' in the 44th line of page 386: proposed ameadment would tlrow an increased

And a question of order being raised, the hon. charge on persons hable ta the rate, Mr.
the Speaker ruled: Speaker declared the proposed ameadment out

The SPEAKER.-When a minister is asked a ci order.'
question and when he declares to the House Ia ail the cases recorded la the English or
that he has answered It and professes to have Canadian Journals-and In soie years there are
answered it, I know of no rule by which the no decisions at ail entered-the entry is made
Speaker could coerce a minister to answer any to show how n furtler progress is made la a
more questions, and I believe that all other Proceedlag. Ail the Speakers decisions arlslng
questions which follow that are entirely out of Out of debate meist be sought ln the ' Hansard'
order. or regular reports of debates, and not ln the

Journals which are slmply records of proceedlngs
I took the precaution, besides the preced- (see Bourinot and May where the notes for the

ents I cited, to have the advice of an author- most part refer to 'Hansard '). If it should leattempted to, record questions or debates, and
ity well recognized by the House, Bourinot, paiats of order arising thereon, then the funda-
and here is what Bourinot said mental rules governig the making of the Jour-

nais would lie broken, and grave inconvealence
Befo re considering the suggestion of entering would arise on accouat of the disputes that would

ail decîsions of Mr. Speaker la the Journals, 1 naturally occur froof the to time as to the ac-
taay say that the rullag o! the Speaker, au curacy of the record. The duty if the clerk,
Cited, la entîreiy la accordance witl rulings la responsable for the Journals, Is stated la these
analogous cases in the Englisli House of Con- words by Hatsel, May and ail other authoritnes.
nions. For Instance, Mr. Speaker Braadt de- (see Bourinot cltiag Hatsell, &c., 2 ed. p. 216):
Cided (see Biackmore's ' Speakers' Decisions,' PP. ' He takes notes o! the proceedlngs, of the " res
272, 280), that ' an answer cannot lie forced tron gesto," o! the Commons lie Is to make true
a member;' that 'an hon. member can put a (tries, remenrances, and jourans o the things
question, but lie lias no riglt te nsst upon an done and passed in the House, but it is wltout
aswer;' that ' a miaister is eatited to decline ewarrant that lie shoud make minutes o! parti-
on Public grounds;' that wen an lion. member cular en's speeches.' It l clear If decision
lias Put a question and received sucli an aaswer on ail matters are to lie gîven, then the speecheq
as a mninister, acting on bis responsibhlity, thiaku reatng thereto wou d have to he eatered, if
proper to give, le cannt renew tbe question.' such decisns are th le made intelligible.

In the Lords, wien a seres o! questions have ThIe conclusion to whiced I come after further
been deened objectionable, a noble, lord las study of the wole question-a question on whch
!nnally moved that ' the question lie not put,' I have had neyer a dubt?-is that the honour-
and the motion las been carried ; and, as in able the Speaker o! the Senate decidedl aric-
the case o! ail sucl matters, the words o! the cordance with correct usage that the Speaker's
question do not appear la the Lords' Journals. rueing cannt e properly entered in the
Neither do the questions or Mr. Brandt's deci- Minutes ' ia the case wliere a point of order is
Sions thereon, as given above, appear Ia the raised la the course o! a discussion on a public
CO'iiions Journais, but oaly ln the ' Hansard ( question or on any wnquiry or question put te
Debates. a minister o! the Crown. (See Senate Debates,

The reason why sucli entries are not made la p. 81.5, 1898.)
the Joupnaos o! either Hfuse is this tr oney ' res
gestS ' or proceedings-amotions or bis or peti- I may alSO cite May lth edition, p. 1965,
tiomls or returrs or other formah mattera reoth
iag the action of the House-are ever entarise spe ant of t he spo the wouse, le
If, whe an order is read, or a petition pre- says
sented, or a Bill moved (in whicli cases an eatry
i necessarily made by the clerk at the table.) These reDrds are conflned to the votes and
a question o! order is raised as ta the regularlty proceediags of the House witliout any reference
Of procediire, and it is rue that snob order un the debates.
ci Petiti n or Bitd is irreglarly before the
aouse, the clerk also enters the decision l the ilit to reiuind the House wat is the
Journals to show wh' no further action is taken m1otioln hefore us ? Not Meu'ely that the

the matter ina question. For Instance, an the
Senate. duriag 1mr7, the order o! the day eing ru'"' Of the Speaker be recorded la the
read for the third reading o! a prvate Bino, an IaUte. of Proceedings, whic I maintaned
am senator proposed an amendmaent, but at
qas rued out o! order ecause o notice had accoding to precedent should fot le done,
heen givea o! th"3 sane under the mies (Sen, but the hon. mover asks that the wle,
Jour., 1887, p. 1857. In 1889, a member proposed debte on t e ruhing le inserted in the Mine-
that the House eMhouad adjourn over until a
certain day (Sen. Jour., 1889. P. 52), but i ' was tes. If it ns the plesure o f the "ouse, the
ruled out -f order because the motion was speclai buse c n so decide, but f It is the peasure
aad requested a day's previots notice. b t the
Canadian tommons Journal during 1891. four o the bousre to do som another honu member
decisions were entered because, an ehcn case the cMay mose another day, and cnstead of nov-
huag preveated furher action la a proceeding
duy eantered on the Journals la accordance wthi n g that one ge le inserted la the Minutes
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and Proceedings, he may ask to have ten or
twenty pages inserted. It will be seen that
this involves not only the ruling of the Speak-
er, but the whole debate, whicl contains
nearly a page, in the Minutes and Pro-
ceedings. If the House is willing to es-
tablish such a precedent it is for them to
decide. As to the motion before the House,
I think It is irregular in this way. It is
against the usage of the House ; it is against
precedent, and it is irregular as to facts.
I want to state my recollection as to
the way the motion was put the day before
yesterday-the motion which the hon.
mover is making to-day was not put by the
Chair. The hon. gentleman only read the
motion, and before I had time to get up
and read it, an lion. member rose in his seat,
and then after a discussion the lion. mover
of this motion to-day just said : ' Lost on a
division.' I could not allow that to go on
a division, because there was nothing before
the House, and I said 'dropped' and the
hon. gentleman repeated after me ' dropped,'
and the Clerk of the House entered in lis
notes, the word 'dropped.' It would be per-
fectly irregular to-day to declare that this
should have been recorded in the Minutes.
To allow the hon. gentleman's motion to-
day would be to negative what was decided
on the 20th of May, 1898. If it was allowed
to a member to have a part of a debate,
which may be a page or ten pages, inserted
In the Minutes of Proceedings, it would
be contrary to what Bourinot and May say,
that the Minutes of Proceedings are only to
record the proceedings of the House and not
the discussion. The object of the official
report is to record the debates. I decided
In 1898 that the motion should not be re-
corded. I did so in order to decide what
should be done in future, and I again think
this motion is not in order, and then If the
lon. gentleman Is satisfied he can appeal to
the House, and I shall be willing, If the!
House, approves, to allow such motions to
pass and be recorded.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the hon.
Speaker gives his decision on the question-

Some hon. MEMBERS-The' Speaker has
decided.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I asked If there was
a point of order, and was told that there was
not. I have been told that I consented to

The SPEAKER.

drop the motion I made the day before. I
deny such an assertion, and to prove that I
amn perfectly right, let me tell this House
that I an willing to take what the
reporter of the debates has in his notes.
1 know positively that I never said 'dropped.'
I said 'lost on division,' and if the Speaker
is well reported he will find recorded in the
debates he did not say 'dropped' but 'lost.'
I am willing to take what is reported in the
debates. I cannot allow myself to be held
responsible to this House for statements
that I never made, and my intention in
bringing up this question is to obtain an
otticial relation of the facts that took place
and not to reflect on the decision given by
the Speaker. The Speaker gave his decision.
I am merely asking that his decision be
recorded in the Minutes of the House, noth-
ing else. I could not refer to that decision
without usiug the words in whicli it was
rendered. If It had been given in a shorter
way. the motion would have been shorter,
but I took the only way that was available
to me to put before the House the decision
as It was given. That is the only form to
be given to the motion which I put before
this House, and I think, under the circum-
stances. the motion should be adopted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Do I
understand the Speaker to rule that it is out
of order to ask that any decision which he
may have given may not be put to the House.

Hon. Mir. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That is
the inference. I asked the question so that
ve may understand definitely what the

ruling is, for future reference.

The SPEAKER-If it had only been ask-
ing to have the rullng recorded, it would not
be so objectionable, but it is not only the
ruling ; the whole debate on the ruling is
asked to be recorded on the Minutes, which
is entirely out of order.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There is another
question.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Chair, Chair.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I move the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think there 1s
any debate-
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Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It is not a motion for It is intended that the grain commission
adjournment of a debate, but the adjourn- merchants shall also take out a license. I
ment of the House that is moved. move that the clause be amended accord-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is for the purpose gl
of discussing the decision of the Speaker. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEDL-Does

that bring the grain commission merchants
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman into the same position as elevator men, so

lias no right to assume what is going to be that they will be under the control of the
discussed. Though he is Minister of Justice government as the elevator men are.
he cannot know what I am going to say. He
has no right to say that this is done for the Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. The farmers
purpose of discussing the decision of the deliver their grain. The grain is gold. It is
Speaker. I will not allow the hon. min- not fair that the commission merchant
ister to Impute motives. should get hold of the article and sell It and

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I imputed no motives. make no return to the farmer.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the hon. gentleman Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think

is so strong about the rules of order, he it is a proper amendment.
should be the first to set an example of order. Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-What guarantee
Before the House adjourns I should like to does the license give ?
call attention, not to the decision of the
Speaker, but to what must appear to-morrow Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He has to give security.
on record. Here is a motion which has been Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
put ln the hands of the Speaker. The Speak- a further protection to the farmer.
er put the question to the House. Here Is
what should follow according to the au- Subsection a was amended and adopted.
thority last clted :

The duty of the Clerk of the House is to put
in the record of the day's proceedings what
took place. He is obliged to put in the records
the motions that the Chair has put before this
House.

This is a matter that has been put by the
Chair and must go on record. With this
entry in the record must be given the de-
cision of the Speaker. These are facts which
took place to-day, and I hope to-morrow we
will have the records ln proper form.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER asked leave to wlth-
draw the motion to adjourn.

Leave was granted and the motion was
Withdrawn.

GRAIN INSPECTION DISTRICT OF
MANITOBA BILL.

IN COMMITTEE OF TPHE WHOLE.
The House resolved Itself Into a Com-

fmittee of the Whole on Bill (141)-' An Act
respecting the Grain Trade In the inspection
district of Manitoba.'

(In the Committee.)

On the fourth clause.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I wish to propose an

amendment to subsection A of this clause.

On subsection b,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In this section I move
to strike out the word ' and ' before the word
' flat ' and add the words ' by grain commis-
sion merchants.'

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Would that clause
oblige local merchants ln any village to
take out a license ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Any man who buys
direct from farmers as a grain commission
merchant must take out a license. The
application Is one generally understood ln
Manitoba and the North-west. There will
be no hesitation about It if the parties are
ln a financial position to deal ln grain.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Is it intended to ap-
ply elsewhere than in Manitoba ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, it is a Manitoba
Act.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Does It not apply
to the North-west ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, that Is part of the
grain inspection district.

Subclause b as aznended was adopted.
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On subsection e,
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have amended this

clause by Inserting after word 'rallroad' in
the last lne the words 'or' by any grain
commission merchant.'

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Is there to be only
one commissioner to do ail this work ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-One head commissioner
and those subordinate to him.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Because one man
could not do a quarter of it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
,s no power given to the Governor General
to appoint more than one that I have seen
so far.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think you wIll find
,hat he has the power to appoint persons
ander him who will report to him from
'ime to time.

The subclause was adopted.

On clause 5,

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-This clause was taken
exception to by members of the other House
with regard to giving this information at
points where grain is bought. This Infor-
mation is sought to be given by the govern-
ment to the men dealing in grain, and these
men at Winnipeg ail have their agents and
know quite as well as the government, and
perhaps better, with regard to the price of
grain ln the different markets wherever they
are selling, and I do not see any use in
having this information posted up at Winni-
peg. In the early days of this session I
called upon the Minister of Inland Revenue
and asked this year, and also asked last
year, that this Information might be given
at the different points throuaghout the
length and breadth of the country where
grain is bought from the farmers. Take a
farmer living twenty miles from the station,
or even a shorter distance: he knows noth-
Ing about the ruling price. He bas to take
the buyer's word. The buyer tells him
wheat Is worth fifty cents to-day. The far-
mer does not know any more about it than
the man In the moon. It may be higher,
but it is never very much lower. But I
asked the minister to take the necessary
steps to inquire and to see if he could not

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

cause this Information to be given at differ-
ent railway stations where grain is bought,
so that the farmer could see whether he was
getting a good price for his grain; and so
far as Winnipeg is concerned, the informa-
tion Is no earthly use. I was talking to a
grain man in Ottawa the other day, and he
said it was no use in Winnipeg. He has his
agents to inform him as to the price. It
was objected to in the other House and the
suggestion was made that that clause should
be struck out, or the information given at
the different points where It is bought from
the farmers, so that the farmer could see
whether he was getting a fair price for his
grain or not. I do not wish to raise any
objection, but as far as Winnipeg Is con-
cerned the information is useless. This
Bill has been framed largely by the Winni-
peg Board of Trade, and a man bas been
in Ottawa for three months this session in
reference to It. He accompanied the royal
commission last year and has been under
pay. He bas been framing this Bill, and
it bas been framed in the Interests of the
grain-buyers rather than the grain-sellers,
and I cannot see any advantage to the grain-
buyers because they already have their
agents who notify them about the changes
in price from time to time.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY-It cannot do any
harm, can It 7

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I wanted to have it
arranged so that the farmers would get this
information at country points as well as
Winnipeg.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It would be quite im-
possible to keep on file at ail the railway
stations in the North-west and Manitoba the
quotations as to the price of grain. I as-
spiime that this information is kept at the
office in Winnipeg, and the daily news-
papers get their information from the office.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-That is the only point
in it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is an important
point. It is a matter of importance to the
people in the North-west and, as a matter
of fact, the newspapers publish each day the
prices of the day before.

The clause was adopted.
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On clause 6,

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Where is the weigh-
master to be situated ? There are only two
points I suppose, Winnipeg and Fort Wil-
liam.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know. There
may be other points. If necessity arises I
presume subordinate weighmasters would
be appointed.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I have no doubt
there will be enough appointed.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They are at only four
different points, Port Arthur, Fort William,
Winnipeg and West Lynn. They are eleva-
tors where the grain has been graded and
then it eau be stored, and they do not keep
the grain in separate bins, because having
been graded the parties depositing the grain
are eutitled to take out the equivalent. The
principal one is at Fort William.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 10,

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-What is meant
by a seal ?

chief grain centres.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
can only be appointed under this clause
where there is an inspection of grain, and
that is quite enough.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 8.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have put a query as
to that. I will make inquiries .

Hon. Mr. POWER-The certificate does not
need any seal. It is better to strike out the
word seal.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Better leave it in till
I inquire.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It may be an offi-
Hou. mi LOD- an cial seal and affixed to the certificate.

by terminais ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Where there are term-
inal elevators, as at Fort William and at
Port 4rthur.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-They are described in
clause 14.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That,
states that the Minister of Inland Revenue
shall decide where lie will be located.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-That might cover
an elevator at any point. It only describes
an ordinary elevator.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no. et

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
clause is plain enough. It reads

All elevators located at any point declared by
the Minister of Inland Revenue to be X termi-

Under that clause the Minister of Inland
Revenue can declare an elevator to be a
terminal no matter whether It be at Calgary,
Fort William or at any other place.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-And from the
Closing words of the section It would seem

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-It is an official seal.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This Bill has been
drawn by experts, and I should like to make
inquiry from them before striking anything
out, and I can give the explanation later.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It does
not seem to me that it requires explanation.
In all laws where it provides that a docu-
ment shall have a signature and seal, It
means the official seal that is put on.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I understand
that, but what Is the object of sealing it ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It does
no harm.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It makes it easier to
identify the documents.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 14,

Hou. Mr. LOUGHEED-In this clause you
require the name of the Individual to be
stated, and you do not require the name of
a corporation, In the event of its being a
corporation. You only require the names of

that the words ' terminal elevator ' are men-' the officiaIs, and not the names of the cor-
tilned lu sections 14 to 28 and Include the porations. It seems to me that the name of
Warehouse. the corporation should be given.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The corporation has no Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-You must take
soul, and you cannot punish it, but you can Into consideration the tact that a warehouse-
punish the officers of the corporation. man occupies a much more dictatorial dis-

Hon. -Mr. LOUGHEED-There is a pro- position than the farmer. He eau say to the

vision here as to what has to be complied farmer I will not do so and so unless you

with ln maklng an application. waive certain conditions.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not see that it Is Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Act requires that

at all important one way or the other. he shall conform to the law. If the parties
choose to waive the conditions they can.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If you grant a That freedom exists in all phases of busi-
license you want to know to whom you are ness.
granting It. Hon. Mr. YOUNG-This is between deal-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Can ers largely.
you not grant a license to a corporation. Hon.,Mr. WATSON-Sunnns a man shius

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There would be nio
difficulty putting the name of a corporation
with the name of the president. Of course
you eau hardly have the name of the presi-
dent of the corporation without having the
name of the corporation of which he is presi-
dent.

The motion was amended and adopted.

On clause 21,
No terminal warehouseman shall insert in any

receipt issued by him ln any language in any
wise limiting or modifying his liabilties or re-
sponsibility except as in this Act mentioned
and except in so far as all parties concerned
consent thereto.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Will not the
parties invariably contract themselves out
of the Act ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not necessarily.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It seems to me
when you make certain provisions in the
Act, and then give the right to parties to
walve those provisions, you place slmply a
premium on the parties contracting them-
selves out of the conditions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They are not a depen-
dent class at all.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Suppose the ware-
houseman says I wlU not do so and so un-
less you modify the condition imposed by
the statute.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He cannot refuse to do
it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The clause per-
mits him to modify the conditions.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-There may be circum-
stances under which they should be walved.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

grain in a certain condition, there might be
an agreement by which the warehouseman
is relieved of responsibility for that condi-
tion of the grain.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-That is a reason
why the parties should not be allowed to
contract themselves out of the conditions.
A small quantity of defective grain might
destroy all the grain in the building ?

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-No grain is taken In
without the inspector's approval.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-You exempt the
warehouseman from a large share of respon-
sibility which should attach to him if he had
defective grain in store.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have made a note of
it.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 24,

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Should you not
Impose the duty of furnishing these weekly
statements on the person who has personal
knowledGe of the tacts Instead of on the
warehousemen.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-At the terminal ele-
vator there is some one official who will be
in a.position to furnish the information.
He wIill know that it Is his duty to furnish
this information as required by law. It may
be the manager or the head book-keeper.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-You Impose the
duty on the warehouseman to get him to
do it.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-The warehouseanfl
w11l have control of this official whoever he
may be, who will have a personal know-
ledge of the tact.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Why not provide

that the bookkeeper shall turnish such a
statenient to the warehouseman ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-You muet allow some
elastielty in these matters. The Important
Point ls to get the information. I feel a
good deal of hesitation in altering the clause,
Which has been carefully thought out. The
law asts on the warehouseman the duty of
looking after this return. As a matter of
fact, we ail know it bas been given to the
Pulblic in the newspapers. It ls a form
that Is well recognized now. It le not the
introduction of a new principle.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
Misapprehends my contention. The ware-
houseman does not make the declaration.
He bas to go to some one to make the de-
elaration, and you do not compel that some-
body to make the declaration.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The warehouseman ls
the one who le primarily responsible, and it
1s hie duty to get the best information he
can. There are men under hie control.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-They are not un-
der his control. The owner le not under the
control or supervision of the warehouse-
maan.

lon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--Who
appoints the warehouseman ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The owner.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWIILL-Then

You make the owner the servant of the
emnployee ?

The clause was adopted.

On subsection 4 of clause 26,

Ron. Mr. SCOTT proposed to substitute
a clause which was read to the House.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEE!D-What le the differ-
ence between the two ?

lon. Mr. YOUNG-I think one difference 1
this : in the amendment suggested, the grain
inspec.tor is calHed upon to decide whether
the grain ls out of condition or not. When
the warehouseman finds the grain going out
Of condition, he notifies the Inspector, who
examines the grain and decides whether it
18 out of condition or becoming so.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-It only applies to
terminal elevators.
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Hon. Mr. YOUNG-And to the bin or bine
that have gone out of condition. I fancy it
ls intended that the bin or bine that have
gone out of condition shall suffer, and only
those, not the grain in the whole building,
so as to bring as nearly as possible the mat-
ter home to the actual grain that bas gone
out of condition.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I had a discussion
with -Mr. Shaw with reference to this clause.
We discussed the matter in detail. It le a
long, voluminous clause, and it is difficult
for a man who is not a lawyer to understand
it, but nevertheless, talking it over with Mr.
Shaw, I found the great difficulty was when
the grain went into the bin at Fort William.
When a recelpt is issued for it, they are res-
ponsible for the class of grain they give a
receipt for, when the goverument appoint an
inspector. The main feature of this clause le
to relieve the Canadian Pacifle Railway from
any responsibility In regard to the grain
going into the elevatbrs, when It has been
dnspected by the government inspector, and
not by one of their inspectors. I am in full
sympathy with all the provisions of the
clause except one. I belleve the moment the
grain is found to be out of condition In one
of the large elevators, due caution ehould
be taken at once to have it checked and pre-
served as much as possible.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-The Act provides for
that.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-So far as that goes
that ls all right. But then it says that the
erpense of ail this ls to be borne by the men
who have the grain in the bin, I wIll give an
illustration. If five of us send a car-load of
grain each to Fort William, it is placed ln
a bin there. It le Inspected. Four of us
have been careful, and have sent down good
grain, and the man bas made a proper in-
pection, and put It into a bin. The fifth man
ls not so careful, and his grain Is a little
damp, and the inspector does not exercise
due care, and vigilance In the Inspection of
It, and he pute in the car of bad grain with
our good grain. Fermentation sets in, and
the bin becomes bad, and this clause says
that the expense ehall be borne by the five
men equally. I am not going to offer any
objection to it, but I think that when the
government appoints an inspector, he should
exercise great care and see that bad grain
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is not put in with good grain, because it Fort William, but one car has been soft
spoils the whole bin, and the five men have wheat or damp wbeat and it bas fermented
to pay the expense of it. I shipped two car- the whoie lot, and ail who have grain ln
loads of grain last year. The grain was a that bin have to suifer alike.
little tough. A car-load went to Fort Wil- Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It neyer éhould
liam. It was good grain in every particular, have been graded as No. 1 if it was sott.
but It was what is termed by the buyers a
little tough-a little damp. They sent it to Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Weii, say No. 2. Sup-
Fort William to be cleaned. Grain out of posing there were five cars of good quallty
the other car was good grain, and I received of grain in that bin, and another car-load of
almost the first class price for it from the Poor quaiity is put with it and you spoil the
Lake of the Woods Milling Company, but wle quantlty.
when the first car went down toFort William Hon. SirMACKENZIE BOWELL-Wouid
they graded it through, and put in through they mix No. 1 with No. 2?
the cleaning process such as provided for by
this Bill. When it came out of the cleaning Hon. r Pe bu The mnmigt
process it was mixed with other grain. It
lad frosty and smutty grain in it, and when sbouid be more careful and cautions and
they sent me my sample, it was graded as fot do it. A mistake is sometimes made.
smutty and frosty, and no grade at al; and There was a mistake made in my case.
I iost 14 cents a busFel on the two car-loads Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Dd t ever occur be-
o! wheat. I came home to the man whose forei?
elevator I shipped 4t tbrough, and got a Hon. Mr. PERLEY-It Is the frt time I
sample o! the other car and piaced it along- ever shipped grain, so that I do ot know.

ide o ths, and I sold it to the Lake af theea o

Wood MilingComanyfor ithn t oort qalityb isptith i and o spilg the

Weos ofteMi Compf ohrd wIn tone the farmer partlcularly, although the farmer
cens o th prichae !No one ha.in on shole uis grain. It is a customary ting for

the farmers to ship their own grain, and
other, I lost 14 cents a bushel on two car- the moment it goes on the car, t 15 ont of
load o! grain. That is flot fair. I say that their control, and bn the hands of other men,
wben they make a wrong Inspection they and the shipper bas noting to say about ot.
shouid be sable for it. Why should I be The goverment ehould bave responsible men,
lhable for bavlng my grain mixed up wit her and wes tbey spo l the grain of ba f a
grain that had been lnjured by frost and dozen men, those bal! dozen men should fot
had smut n it? Tbhat was ot fair. My wo crfer by t. It TD the men who are band-
grain was examined by a government inspec- ing the grain wbo would be more afected
tor, and I hiad notbing to do witb it a ater HE by this than the individual farmer. I wIll
was lef t in the car at Wolseley. But It was ot take any harp turn, and move an amend-
handled by other Isen wbo are often timesI ment, but wta say that ths government
Incompetent, and wt was iandled n sud a ought to be responsible for the actions of
way, tbat by mxing with nferlor grain, their officers. When they appoint inspectors
lost 14 cents a bushel on 1,300 odd bushels. i they should appoint competent men, and
The ony fa ket I find with thissection le that they would be perhaps more careful a tbe
It snye that ail tes expense sball be borne doscarge o therl duties, and not aliow It
by tbe men wbo have grain In the bin. You to occur. So tar as taking active measures
may bave fve car-loade. l preventng the grain from spolfng, l

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-About 5,000 buuhels. place o! doing ail thi work by letter, it
sboutd be done by telegram, and the parties

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Neary ten car-loades. ehould be Ilnformed that the grain In a cer-
Tie Inspector may be derellet in hi a duty. tain bin le wrong.
The Inepector, as I uflderstaud, does flot In- Hn r ON-hyifr bmb
pect the grain. He bas a lot of men wbo w fre now.
go out and take samples from this car, and
That car, andthe Inspection la dose lootely. Hon. M b. PERLhY-Tho Bi l doei nGt
They Inpeht t, ud rput It h one big bin at provide for that.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.
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Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Does the inspector
give a receipt for your two car-loads of
wheat as being sound and fresh ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Yes.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-And it is dry and ne
fault to find ln that respect ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Sometimes a receipt
ls given for No. 1 when it Is really No. 2.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Cannot the inspector
discover the defect at the time of making
the inspection ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-He ought to.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-That is the whole
Doint.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Mistakes will occur.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-The case cited by
My hon. friend does not apply to this clause
at ail. This clause applies to grain that has
been inspected into a warehouse by an in-
apector, and a certificate granted. The case
ln which my hon. friend lost so heavily on
bis grain was not a case where it was in-
Spected into the terminal warehouse, and a
Certificate given. He simply got a certificate
that It was out of condition. Hie grain was
graded tough. That grain would not come in
under this provision.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-It was mixed with
smutty grain and frosted grain.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-We are not dealing
With the grain which is tough, I migbt ex-
Plain that at Fort William the Canadian
Pacifie Rallway have several buildings for
Storing grain. There ls one building, King's
elevator, whieh 1a sometimes called the hos-
pital elevator, where the grain of the grade
Which my hon. friend shipped la sent for
treatment. He says hie grain was cleaned
there. I fancy it was dried there. But my
hon. friend says his other car at home was
JMore valuable. It may have dried out In
,the meantime. It may not have been badly
damaged. It may have been ulightly damp,
and it may have been in a little better con-
dition, and it does not refleet on the judg-
Ment of the inspectors, because, as far as
I am able to learn, the Inspectors are very
careful to do their work as correctly as
they possibly can. They are the same offi-
eials that have been there for years and
years, and whle they may make mistakes, I
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fancy they do their utmost to do justice as
far as we are concerned. But this clause
applies to grain that has been inspected In
good condition, and afterwards cornes out
in bad condition, and this clause proposes
to limit the responsibliity to bins that are
out of condition, and it is true there may
be some others whose grain wll be In that
bin who should not suffer. There le a
difficulty there, and If, as my hon. friend
suggests, the government would become re-
sponsible for any grain that gets out of
condition after It has been Inspected, we
would appreciate it very much, and no
one would endorse it quicker than I would.
Pending their assuming that responalbility,
we have to limit the loss as nearly as possi-
ble to the owners of the grain which has
been put in there which has caused the
trouble.

The subelause was adopted.

On subelause 6, relating to the sale of
grain out of condition.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-One month ls too
long to allow the grain to remaln before
being sold.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That would be the ex.
treme ilmit. It is always In the owner's
interests to remove it as soon as possible.
He might complain If we limited it to a
week or ten days. It is for the owner to
remove it as soon as possible. I propose
to amend this subelause by adding the fol-
lowing :

And If the proceeds of such sale are not suffi-
cient to satisfy ail the charges accrued against
the grain at the time of the sale, then the owner
of the grain so disposed of shall be liable to the
warehousenan for any deflciency.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-.I .would point out
what in my judgment la an omission

In subsection 4, of clause 26, it is not
provided that the owner of the grain should
be notified

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, yes, he la to be
notified at once.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-SuboSction 4 deal
with the notice which shall be given, and
It says :

He shall immediately, by registered letter,
give written notice thereof to the warehouse
commalssioner, and at the same time give pub-
lic notice by advertising in a daliy newspaper
ln the city ln which such warehouse is situated,
and ln Winnipeg, and by posting a notice lin his

|JUNE 21, 19001j pi39



[SENATE]

elevator and in the Grail Exchange at Winnipeg,
of its actual condition a à near as he can ascer-
tain.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-The grain may bave
changed hands haît a dosen times.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEIED-But there ls some
particular individual interested In that grain,
and in the subsection which we are now
proposing, It la provIded that if he does
not within a certain time do a certain act,
the grain wlll be sodd.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Can the hon. gentleman
suggest any better way of calling his at-
tention to It than the mode provided in the
clause ? It passes from hand to hand like
a dollar bill. There is no record of it in
the warehouse.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Is It proposed to
hold the owner responsible when It ls not
known who he l ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The person who holds
the recelpt for the grain at the time it Is
declared out of condition wlll be helid respon-
sible.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-But If there la a
deficlency, that person la not going to appear
upon the scene.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then the elevator peo-
ple lose the money.

Hon.
should
son to

Mr. LOUGHEEDD-Then a notice
be sent out in the name of the per-
whom the recelpt is lswmed.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, if there la a record
Of It.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
can be provided for by adding a provision
that notice shall be sent ' to the owner if
known.'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, that might be
added.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Supposing my
hon. friend from Wolseley ships a couple of
car-loads to Fort William, and notice is
given In Winnipeg; my bon. frlend lives
several hundred miles away, and he Is to
be shouldered with that loss, without any'
notice, and without any opportunity 'of en-
deavouring to do the best he can with the
defective grain. A notice should be sent
to the person to whom the recelpt is is-
sued.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-At the time of
the happening of the Act mentioned In sec-
tion 6.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It lu done by ten days
notice in a newspaper in Winnlpeg.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Sub-
section 4 should be made to read in this
way:

After such examination has been made, if tt
be found that the grain la out of condition or
its further deterioration cannot by re-elevation
be prevented, written notice thereof shall i-
mediately, by registered letter, be given to the
owner of such grain, if known, and to the ware-
house commissioner of the fact.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have no objection to
that.

Subsection 4 as amended was adopted.

On clause 31,

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I have had a good
deal of communication, on the subject of this
clause, with farmers in the west. Take
Broadview, for Instance. There are two
merchants there who buy grain. There is
no elevator there. The merchants buy the
grain and pay eash for It at once. They
contend that they should not be required
to give bonds when they buy the grain and
pay cash for It. It may be difficult some-
times for a man to get his neighbours to go
on bonds for him.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-These merchants may
not always pay cash, and they may allow
farmers grain to be stored with them. It
la only fair, under such circumstances, that
they should come under the law relatIng to
flat warehouses. They are not required to
furnish bonds for more than five hundred
dollars.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Yes, from $500 to
$5,000. Might I ask why such disparity
should be embodied In this clause In fix-
Ing these two amounts ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Because a flat ware-
bouse may not hold five thousand bushels of
grain-perhaps not mire than , tbree
thousand. Some elevators may hold seventy-
five thousand bushels. It depends alto-
gether on the character of the warehouse,
and the responsibility depends on the qualitY.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
la the distinction between an elevator and a
fat warehouse ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In a flat warehouse
there la no elevator at ail.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-A man
Who bas an elevator, no matter how muclh
It holds, bas to give security to the extent
of from $5,000 to $15,000, but in the case
Of fiat warehouse, the bonds are from $500
to $5,000. The point raised by the hon.
gentiemAlan froen Wolseley seems to me to
be a good one. If I buy grain for cash,
I should have no responsibility to the seller
beyond that. He bas no claim on me,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Unless it Is a publie
Warehouse this will not apply. Any man
Who deals in grain can make an arrangement
With the Canadian Pacific Railway and build
an elevator near their road for his own
use, but the moment he takes anybody
else's grain, he must take out a license. If
it Is exclusively for him he does not take out
a license at all.

Hou. Mr. WATSON-I think this provis-
ion is right and proper, because I belleve
Mnore money le lost by the farmers Of Mani-
toba through the small grain dealers than
through the large ones.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-How is
this going to protect them ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The warehpusemen
to give security. There la hardly any per-
son who will take out a license who will
uot store grain occaslonally. The man who
takes out a licenuse and handles another
Derson's grain la subject to Inspection &c.,
and the farmer ouglt to have some security?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-This security wll
]lot necessarily protect the farmer who
sella his grain to a commission agent or a
grain agent who Is licensed by the govern-
'fient. unless he is a warehouseman, conse-
quently the security will not be security
realisable upon by the (armer ?

Hon. 'Mr. SCOTT-We provide that per-
Sons dealing in grain must take out a license.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-He might take
out a license and give out to the farmers
that he ls a warehouseman when he il
74t the owner of the warehouse ; conse-

quently the farmer has no recourse against
that dealer so far as security ls coneerned.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Commisslon meirchants
are obliged to, take out a liefse.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Yes, but it is not
necessary for them to put up bonds.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes,
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend

refera to the section as a seeprlty for the
farmers. I have been pointing out that in
many instances the farmer would not pro-
fit by It.

The clause was adopted.

lon. Mr. SNOWBALL from the commit-
tee, reported that they had made some pro-
gress with the Bil.

SOHOMBERG AND AURORA RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the second

reading of Bill (94) 'An Aet respecting the
Schomberg and Aurora Railway Company.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Has this company
a Dominion charter or a local charter ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I must confes I
know nothing about the Bill.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-If the hon. gen-
tleman does not know anything about the
Bill he should not take charge of It. My
advice to him ls to postpone the second
reading until he understands It.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-One Clerk of the
Senate yesterday sent me a form of resolu-
tion to move the firet reading of the Bill,
and It has therefore appeared in my name
to-day ? I know nothing of its merIts. It
was introduced by Mr. Landerkin in the
other House.

Hou. Mr. McCALLUM-I do not know
whether this company bas a right to come
here at ail. The company should get their
powers from the local leglslature if It ls a
local charter. I should like to carry out
the rules laid down by the leader of the
opposition in this House, when he said, that
Bills of this kind should be explained fully
at the second reading.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-In deference to
my hon. friend from Monck I should like to
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have the second reading of the Bill post-
poned until to-morrow.

The Orders of the Day was discharged and
second reading of the Bill was made an
order for to-morrow.

THE TIMAGAMI RAILWAY COMPANY'S
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. KERR moved the second reading
of Bill (118) 'An Act respecting the Tima-
gami Railway Company.' He said: This
Bill Is of Dominion origin. The company
was chartered two years ago. The object
of the present Bill, as I understand it, Is
twofold-to make a slight deviation In the
route, owing to engineering difficulties, and
as a consequence to extend the time for the
construction of the road a couple of years
longer.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
object of the Bill is, as I am in-
formed. to change the terminus of the pro-
posed road. The charter was granted by
the Dominion parliament ln order to ac-
commodate and facilitate the settlement of
a certain portion of the country lying in
the direction of Timagami. The intention
is to change the route through a coun-
try that is not fit for settlement. This Bill
was promoted principally by a reverend gen-
tleman w.hose time has been occupied for
some years ln inducing settlers to come
from Illinois and other portions of the
United States to settle In Canada. He ob-
tained a charter for a railway to enable them
to reach the Canadian Pacifie Railway from
their settlement. It is now represented that
the proposed change of location ls to enable
the company to run the line through a pulp-
wood country for the benefit of the pulp-
wood industry, and not for the advantage
of the settlers. I point that out to the hon.
gentleman in order that he may be prepared,
when the Bill comes before the committee,
to inform the committee whether the state-
ment is true or not, and it wll be for the
House to decide whether the interest of the
settler Is of greater importance to the coun-
try than the interest of the pulpwood manu-
facturers who have obtained large areas of
timber limits in that section of Ontario.

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

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

THE ACADIA LOAN CORPORATION'S
BILL.

The Order of the Day being called:
Consideration of the amendments made by the

Standing Committee on Banking and Commerce
to (Bill 116) An Act to incorporate the Acadia
Loan Corporation.-(Hon. Mr. Allan.)

Hon. Mr. ALLAN said: The only reason
fer deferring concurrence yesterday was
some discrepancy ln the portion referring to
the Companies Clauses Act which was made
applicable to the Bill, but on comparing the
Bill again It is found that they are per-
fectly correct. I therefore move concur-
rence in the amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bil (124) ' An Act to incorporate the
Superior and Hudson Bay Railway
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Watson.)

THE MINISTERIAL CRISIS
TISH COLUMBIA.

Lake
Com-

IN BRI-

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should like to ask the hon. leader of the
Houee whether he can give us any informa-
tion with reference to the question I asked
him yesterday ? I observe that the Premier
intimated that he would make a statement
to-day ln the House, and as it is a matter of
some importance, I suppose the Senate ls
entitled to the same explanation. I see by
the newepapers to-night that the Lieut.-
Governor of British Columbia has refused to
resign. I suppose he was asked to do so
by the government. I should like to know
whether, under the ctrecmstanceu, the gov-
ernment have dismiseed him, and, If so,
whether the rumor Io true, as stated pos-
tively, that a member of the Cabinet has
already been appointed to fill the vacancy in
British Columbia in the person of the Min-
ister of Inland Revenu, the hon. Sir Henry
Joly de Lotbinière.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not in a position
to give any further information to-day, but
as soon as I am in a position I shall be
happy to give the Information to the Senate
and I see no reason why the Senate should
not been informed quite as soon as the
House of Commons. Further than that I
cannot say at present.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Of
course the hon. gentleman will not object
to my asking the question again to-morrow?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Of course not.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I should like to ask
the hon. Secretary of State if he is in a
Position to give us the Information he pro-
miised yesterday as to the second series of
documents relating to the Manitoba school
question.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, I regret to say that
I am not. I have not had an opportunity
Of getting the papers.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, June 22, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
O'clock.

Prayers and routine procecdings.

CANADIAN NATIONAL TRANSPORTA-
TION COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on
Railways, Telegraph and Harbours, to whom
Was referred Bill (115) 'An Act to incor-
Porate the Canadian National Transporta-
tion Company,' reported that the committee
found that the preamble of the Bill had not
been proven, and moved that the report be
adopted.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Before this motion is
disposed of, I would crave the indulgence of
this House for a few moments to move a
resolution la amendment. I move:

That the report of the Standing Committee onRailways, Telegraphs and Harbours, on Bill (115)
entitled 'An Act to incorporate the Canadian
National Transportation Company,' be not now
cOncurred ln, but that the same be referred back
tO the said committee for further consideration.
I make this motion under a sense of duty. I
amu not singular in my view when I state
that a very large number of the members of
this Senate regard this Bill as having for
its object very important questions. I do
not recollect just now that any Bill has been
before this House of a simlHar nature-cer-

tainly not since I have been a member of
It, of equal importance and that must be
my reason for asking that the Bill be sent
back to the committee for further considera-
tion. The title of the Bill explains gener-
ally its character and scope. It ls entitled
au Act to incorporate the Canadian National
Transportation Company.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-That ought to kill
it: it is not national by any means.

Hon. Mr. KERR-The hon. gentleman will
please allow me to proceed. That Is the
title of the Bill, and the hon. gentleman will
pardon me if I go further and say that, in
my opinion, when the scheme is fully un-
folded, as it may yet be in this Chamber,
to use the word.s of another it smacks very
strongly of nationality, and is just such a
Bill, in my opinion, as ought to pass into
law and without delay till a future session.
It happened accidentally that some good
angel, perhaps, sent me from Collingwood
a sheet entitled 'The Enterprise Messenger'
and I will read to the House the motto of
that paper. I was very much struck with
the appropriateness of that motto as bear-
ing upon this Bill, and I ventured to bring
the paper to this Chamber to make a quota-
tion. a fthin'g I very seldom do. However,
much we may differ in our views upon pub-
lic questions, there can be but one opinion
on this question. The motto reads :

The government of a country ought never to
allow that country to be dependent upon any
other country for such resources as it can obtain
by Its own industry.

Now, it ls rather a humiliating fact to us
Canadians, that for years we have watched
a great volume of trade, increasingly large,
from year to year, being diverted from
what, according to my contention, is its
natural channel and its natural outlet, and
we should not fail by Providence. It ap-
pears from the knowledge and experience of
those engaged largely in the transportation
trade, that a very large volume of trade
which we should have, as a right, instead
of going through our own country to the
seaboard, is diverted south of the interna-
tional boundary, and goes to give employ-'
ment to and enrich the coffers of another
country. It is only our bounden duty to
see that we secure ail that, if we can do
so by fair and legitimate means, for our
own country. It has been stated, and I be-
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lieve the fact has not been disputed, that
the distance between the Canadian outlet
to the St. Lawrence, Montreal and the sea-
board, le 500 miles shorter than by Buffalo
and New York. I ask hou. gentlemen to
consider that. I have always been frank
enough to say that our neighbours to the
south were standing In their own light, and
that it would be wisdom ln them, as well
as mutually profitable, if there were more
interchange of business between the two
countries ; but the point I want to make is
this : That that unwillingness on their part
has thrown Canadians back upon their
country and upon their own resources,
and I am content to take the result.
I want to make the very utmost ont
of our resources. We have a splendid coun-
try. Few of us yet, in our wildest and
brIghtest day dreams, have an idea of the
extent of our resources, and the magnifie-
ance of our heritage, and it does seem to
me that this Bill ls, if any Bill can possibly
be truly pronounced one, a Bill for the gen-
eral advantage of the country. I am told
by those who are largely engaged ln business
that the transportation question is engag-
Ing the attention of the wisest and best
business minds of the Dominion, and this
Bill is largely, if not solely, the outeome of
the agitation to give effect to that view.
I have said that it savours of nationality ;
I cannot conceive anything that would be
a greater advantage to the country as a
whole, and to the city of Toronto. I con-
eider it would confer untold benefits on that
city, and on the city of Montreal, and ail
along the line of water stretehes and rail-
way, and I think we should have that law
upon our statute-book to incorporate this
company. I happen to know some of the
names of the gentlemen who are asking to
be incorporated. Those names are to me,
and I think would be to those who are well
acquainted with them, as I have the honour
to be, a guarantee of bona fides, and down-
right earnestness ln business, and it does
seem R pity, if they are ln earnest, that they
should be thwarted. The capital, I see, le
to be fixed at $5,000,000. I am told that if
there Is any lack of capital on the part
of those who are immediately promoting the
echeme, there le abundance of capital that
can be placed, for the asking, at their dis-
posal. If you vill allow me, I shall quote

Hon. Mr. KERR.

a further paragraph, whieh seems to cover
the point I amn reading from :

No bonus is involved, and the public interests
are not at stake if this Bill passes. In fact,
it would be a serious loss to the transportation
interests of the country if it were thrown out,
because it is prornoted by those interested in
transportation rather than franchise-grabbers or
stock brokors.

I do not apply those terms. I read them
as they are. I should be sorry to think there
are land-grabbers or stockbrokers ln the
company, but at all events, this paper, know-
ing the promoters of the Bill, says they are
not of that class. So far that ls satisfac-
tory.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-As far as the
paper ls concerned, it ls.

Hon. Mr. KERR-And as far as it cor-
roborates the knowledge that some of us
have of the individual promoters of the
seheme. Now, I come to what seems to be
the difficulty ln the way of the committee
finding the preamble proved. I make no
reflection upon the committee. They acted
upon their sound and independent judgment,
but, of course, we are all 'human and fal-
lible. My point is this, If there are vested
rights ln the way, so to speak ; If there is
another train on the track ahead of this
train, some terms may be devised by whIch
ln an honourable way, that train could be
switched aside, to give the larger and na-
tional train the right of way. Now, the ob-
ject 1 have ln view is, that this Bill should
be referred back to committee for further
consideration, and the committee should give
a few days delay, to afford an opportunity
for negotiations, and I have no doubt that
all obstructions would be easily removed
from the track-that those who have what
are called vested rights, would not be injur-
lously affected, for I would guard as jealous-
ly as I know how anything that appears to
me like vested rights. A number of gen-
tlemen have a charter, I think It was orig-
Inally termed a ship railway charter, but
nothing seems to have come of it. I do not
want their rights to be ignored or wiped
out simply because there has been delay,
As a rule, I thlnk the student of history will
rise from Its perusal with this Impression,
that it is not always the men who have the
most money thalt conceive the grandest
projects, and If, by the exercise of their
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talents and intellects, they are the cause of
others considering such a project and taking
it up and going on with it, they are to a
large extent benefactors of the country, and
s0 I will say that much for those who have
had a charter for some time, but, appar-
ently, hitherto have not been able to do
much with it. It is within My own knowl-
edge that some promoters of that scheme
for the last twenty-five years have pushed
it and agitated it, and it Is a big seheme.
They have been, so to speak, the Columbus
of this scheme, and It was said that It was
easy for any navigator to discover America
fiter Columbus had shown them how. Be
that as It may, I do not wish that those who
have vested rights shall have those rights
ruthlessly destroyed. They should receive
fair and reasonable consideration, and I
have reason to belleve that if this report
Were referred back we mlght get further in-
formation about it. I desire here to say-
and I am happy to be able to say It-that
no one promoting this scheme has asked me
to favour it, and no one has aked me not
to favour either of these parties. So that,
sPeaking as I am speaking this atternoon,
I ar relying solely upon my humble judg-
nient ln this matter and the only object
I have is to help this country In its onward
mlarch of progress, and depend upon it, this
National Transportation Company will be
able to give them the rights they are asking.
I have reason to belleve they are In down-
right earnest. I shall be one of the firet
to say ' You must get out of the way and
Inake room for some one else, If you do not
carry out what you propose,' but I think an
OPportunity should be afforded them of
flaking ,the attempt, and I believe the coun-

try would be better satisfied if that oppor-
tunity were afforded. I am not finding
fault with anybody, but I believe It would
be a wise thing to afford an opportunity to
see if these vested rights coud not be satis-
factorily arranged, so that this large trans-
Portation company could obtaîn their Incor-
Poration, and get their project under way
and bring that trade back to its natural
channel before the breach gets any larger.
for we all know that the longer anytblng,
ttrde or whatever it may be, gets running
ln a groove. the deeper the groove becomes,
and ln that ratio the more difficult it ls to
get trade out of that groove. This le a

question in whlch we, as Canadians, can
ail unite. We have heard a great deal for
a good many years about Canada for the
Canadians. I endorse that to the fullest
extent, but my theory le not only Canada
for the Canadians, but Great Britain for
the Canadians, United States for the Cana-
dians, the world for Canadian enterprise.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. KERR-And I shall not be fully
satisfied, and my ambition as a humble
citizen of Canada will not be fully realized,
until I see every man acting in that spirit
regardless of his political or party views.
I did not intend to detain the House so long.
It le simply because I feel intensely the
importance of this question. I may be en-
tirely ln error in my views. There ls this
much about it, that a man cannot be always
right, but he eau be always upright. And
It le ln that spirit that I am speaking to
this House and the firet men in the Domin-
Ion, and I want them to understand that I
do not want them to attach any undue Im-
portance to what I say, but that in what-
ever I have said I shall get credit for having
been In downright earnest and with a de-
sire not to promote this Bill alone, or not
to affect any existing intereste, but simply
to promote the interests of the Dominion as
a whole. I shall be exceedingly glad if all
will unite to refer this Bill back to the com-
mittee. It would be no reflection upon any-
body to let this measure go back to them.
Let an opportunity be afforded them to re-
consider the matter. We just saw to-day
where the difficulty was, and perhaps the
committee did the right thing in their
wisdom to report as they have done, but
notwithstanding that, I should like them
to have a further opportunity to see if the
parties cannot come together and acceommo-
date their views, and let this project go Into
effect.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I do not know
that I should say anything on this measure,
but the hon. gentleman gave us to under-
stand that Oanada was slow in this matter.

Hon. Mr. KERR-No. no i
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I say that there

are no five millions of people ln any coun-
try ln the world that have done more to
develop their resources than the people of
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Canada. Look at what we have spent on
our canals, and here we are asked, by this
measure, before we give our highways a
fair trial to choke them off and to destroy
all the works upon which we have spent
so much. Speaking about vested rights, one
would think, from the hon. gentleman's re-
marks, that there were no vested rights ex-
cept In regard to this railway charter which
has yet two years to run. There are any
amount of vested rights besides this one.
The Canadian Pacifie Railway, the Grand
Trunk Railway, and the Canada Atlantic
Railway have vested rights and many other
railways have vested rights. The hon. gen-
tleman would lead us to believe that these
railways are not able to carry all the grain
grown in the North-west. We are spending
a large amount of money at Port Colbourne
ln order to allow vessels to carry the trade
of the country through to Montreal. Does
any one fancy for a moment that the goods
are going to Collingwood where they are
blasting out the rock to make a harbour
aud where they have scarcely fourteen teet
of water now ? We hear one member of
the House of Commons boasting that taey
would have twenty feet by and by. What
is it going to cost the people of this country
to do that ? The polley of this government,
as I see It to-day in this matter of transpor-
tation, la to destroy all the work we have
completed in trying to Improve the naviga-
tion of the St. Lawrence and our canals.
Talk about the United States people taking
our trade. They do not take so much of
it. These people might wait another year
Or two and see what we can do. We have
fourteen feet of water in our canals. If
anY one will consider the cargo a vesse]
can carry with nine feet of water, and what
she will carry wlth fourteen feet of water,
he will see that It Io desirable that we should
wait until it is proved what our canals are
able to do. Is the canal full now ? Has
the canal too much business to do now ?
No. Are these railways whlch run to
Georgian Bay fully employed ? Are they
half employed ? I say no. If you look at
the number of places on the Georgian Bay
where they have good harbours, such as at
Midland, it will be seen that there Is not
too much grain for them to handle. They
are not going to ship the grain to Toronto
and unload it there and send lt down the

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

canals on fourteen feet of water. They
will not do that because It will not pay them
to do it. What does the hon. gentleman
expect to gain by referring this report back
to the committee ? Does he think that that
committee will go back upon this report ?
Are they going to swallow themselves ? My
hon. friend has not said enough to convince
me that we should refer it back, and I am
desirous that Canada should have all the
advantages possible in the carrying trade of
this country. Talk about the carrying trade,
why not very long ago one would think
we had not vessels enough to do our own
carrying trade, and we allowed Uu'ted
States vessels to coast in this country. Now
they are ready to spend any amount of
money, to spend $5,000,000, of money at
Port Colborne on the Welland Canal, with
their plans and specifications and all that.
Now we are asked to give a charter for a
railway from Toronto to Collingwood. My
hon. friend says no bonus is asked, but they
will want bonuses before they do this work.
I think I have shown this House that there
are more vested rights than the vested
rights my hon. friend speaks about in re-
ference to this one railway, but even
that ought to be sufficient, because
their charter has still two years to run,
and the very grounds that they gave, them-
selves, ln the other House for defeating the
Bill was, that it interfered with vested
rights. 1, for one, in the interests of the
Dominion, in the interests of those who
have to bear the burden of taxation ln this
country, am opposed to this measure, be-
cause I want to see our railways and canals
give us some return. When the hon. gentle-
man said we are not doing what we should
have doue in this matter, I say look at what
we have done, built a railway from the
Atlantic to the Pacifie, and the St. Law-
rence canals, and yet we are asked to go on
and expend more money, and told that we
are not going fast enough. It was necessary
that the Canadian Pacifie Railway should be
built. It was quite a burden on the people
of the country to build it, but it seems we
are going on fast enough. Give us a year
or two before you interfere to any extent
with the carrylng trade of this country by
water. Give us a brea-thing spell. How
long have we had 14 feet of water in the
canals ? A very short time, and we have
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not got it a:1 the way yet. Until we have
a 14 feet wa:ter route all the way, we cannot
get the results in the trade by the St.
Lawrence route. I have consulted nobody
about this matter. My hon. friend tells us
he was fnot canvassed. I do not suppose he
was. I should not venture te tell any one
how hc should vote upon this Bill. Every
member should used his own judgment. I
have always done so, and I hope I shall
always continue to do so as best I can in
the interest of the people, and in doing that,
I shall vote with pleasure for the adoption
of the report of the conmittee.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Referring a Bill back
to cominitte for further consideration is
something which should be done with very
great caution, and the reasons for making
such a motion should be very strong and
conclusive. My hon. friend form Cobourg
lias failed to convince me that such reasons
exist. nor has lie furnished a single argument
Which would justIfy the implied censure on
the committee for having reported that the
preamble of the Bill has not been proved, on
account of interfering with vested rights and
interests. It is true a large amount of what
my hon. friend has said was gratifying
with reference to the greatness of our coun-
try, and the large trade whidh may yet be
Opened to us, and l all very Interesting, but
It has nothing whatever to do with the ques-
tion before us. I believe all those advant-
ages whlch he says would come from the
Paesing of the Bill are already available.
There is now a company In existence
having the riglit to build this railway, and
they are in a position to receive as
Stockholders any who are willing to invest
in that enterprise. If they believe it wlil be
profitable to themse:ves and in the interest
of the country, there is notbing to prevent
those who are lnterested in this Bill becom-
lng stockholders of the company already In
existence. It is a small company, and seek-
-llg ifunds, and will be very glad, no doubt,
to receive the assistance of those who wish
to engage in the enterprise. They can engage
In it without the necessity for passing this
Bill. It would be interestIng with the ex-
lating rights of a chartered company hav-
ing yet two years time allowed them by
law to make a commencement, and this 1s a
serlous matter, and should not be done with-
Out serious consideration. The Bill was

very fairly and fully considered In com-
mittee. fnot only to-day, but at a previous sit-
ting. Arguments were heard on both sides,
and the de:iberate conviction of the Railway
Committee, by a very considerable majority,
was .that it would be unwise to recommend
the passage of a Bill which would Interfere
with vested rights. The interests of the
country, so far from being jeopardised by
the action of the committee, are being pro-
tected, and advanced by it. Whatever may
be the cause assigned, the Inflexible prin-
ciple from which this House has never
departed is that vested rights should not
be interfered with. The guardianship of
those rights is vested in us, and the passing
of this Bill would be, not only interfering
with those rights, but would destroy a com-
pany already In existence. Although not
much has been done by that company, suffi-
cient reasons were given for the delay which
has taken place In prosecuting their
enterprise. We are ail aware that it la
orly a very short time since the complete
depth of 14 feet bas been provided in our
canais. That has been a reason why the
company neglected te take any active mea-
sures, but just so soon as our canals were
reported as complete, and the 14 feet depth.
secvred, the company exerted themselves
and are exerting themseves to-day. They
have spent $10,000 in preliminary surveys, in-
vestigations and other necessary expenses.
Surely this constitutes some claim on this
House to protect their rights, especlally
when no public injury can be sustained by
doing so. My hon. friend from Cobourg wIll
be gratifled, though lm a different direction,
from what lie says : the confirmIng of the
old company and establishing their righta'
will be the means of causing those who
have been acting agalnst them to go in and
co-operate with them heartily In the work.
If anything more shouad be required of
parliament in the way of privileges or bon-
uses, or anything of the kind, they would
have a far better chance as a united com-
nany when they appeal te us and have no
opposition. I think the motion which has
been made te refer this report back te the
committee should not be sustained by the
House.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-This is a matter
which has occupied a good deal of atten-
tion in the House of Commons, and a good
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deal of time in the Railway Committee of
the Sena.te. There can be no refdection on
the committee in referring this report back
for further consideration, because that com-
mittee only comprises a portion of the mem-
bers of the Senate, and the Senators may
have different views from the majority on
that committee. If the Senate direct that it
should be further coosidered, it is rlght and
proper to refer back the Bill, because with-
Qut that expression of opinion, the committee
would not be able to know the opinion of
the m:ajority of the Chamber. Only a por-
tion of the members of the House have de-
clared that the preamble of the Bill Is
not proven. It is clalmed that the Bill
interfered with vested rights. Those vested
rights are a charter procured some years
ago from the provincial legislature. I was
surprised to hear the hon. gentleman's re-
mark that these men have vested rights
when they have only a provincial charter.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The hon. gentle-
man should not misrepresent me. I will
not allow him to do so. I showed there were
vested rights by the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, the Grand Trunk Rallway, the Canada
Atlantic Railway and several other rail-
ways. I will not allow the ion. gentleman
to misrepresent me.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Even taking the ex-
planation of the hon. gentleman, I do not
consider that the existence of those vested
rights sbould be a reason for reporting that
this preamble is not proven. The vested
rights set forth by the hon. gentleman are
those of the Grand Trunk Railway, the
Canadian Pacific Railway and the Canada
Atlantic Railway. To my mind there
should be no vested rights recognized in
any persons siaply beca use they get power
to build a raiiway. We should have free
trade in railway charters and it would do
away with charter mongers. You would not
then have them holding up any person who
wanted a railway because they have a
charter. So far as 1 know, those who hold
the Ontario charter can be classed with
those men who have held charters for years
and have not bulit railways. I fuMy concur
In the remarks of the hon. gentleman from
Cobourg (Hon Mr. K:err) when he refers to
this project as a national one. I think It
Is properly nanied, and I would say, in reply

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

to the hon. gentleman from Sarnia, that the
company he speaks of, who have the fran-
chise have only power to build a Une of
railway from Colingwood to Toronto. They
have no power to invest in lines of steam-
ships. Anybody who undertakes to estableh
a route to compete with the railways must
.have a line of steamships to connect with
bis railway. Cnd must corme to this parlia-
ment for the power to own and operate
sich a line. The gentlemen who have the
vested rights claimed here, would be ablie,
if time were given, to come In and join
with the present company before parliament,
because they would have full power not
only to build a rallway, wharf and harb-
ours, but also to Invest money in steam-
ships to bring trade to the railway line. The
line of railway Is short, only 70 miles, from
Cohingwood to Toronto. There can be no
doubt in the minds of 'hon. gentlemen in
this House who knew the parties applying
for this legislation, that they are competent
men to undertake the work. The greater
portion of the men who are applylng for
this charter are interested largely in the
gain trade. Not only Canadians, but a
numbor of UnIted States citizens have asso-
ciated themselves with the Canadians and
waut to see this railway constructed, be-
cause it will ereate a shorter route to the
seaboarl. It is only seventy miles In length.
and there is no doubt it is a feasible scheme.
It is practicaily all down grade from Col-
lingwood to Toronto, and we in the North-
west are lnterested in cheap transportation.
I decidedly objeet to taking vested rights
of railway corporations into consideration.
What we want is cheap rates, and the only
way we can get them is by competition. In
the near future there will be another outlet
from our Canuadian North-west to Fort Wil-
:Iam. It will carry a iarge proportion of the
western trade. and must have an outlet
coming east. I fully agree with those who
speak of the advantages of water trans-
portation, but when we consider that the
rotte from Collingwood to Toronto saves the
carriage of freight some 300 miaes, and
with the facili-ties that they now have for
transhipping grain from cars into steamers
and from steamers into cars, the cost Is a
very small consideration, and it is claimed
by grain-shippers that It is worth to the grain
the total cost of transhipment, because It
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Improves the quality of the wheat. It is
estimated by grain-shippers that it ls no
advantage to carry grain in bulk from one
point to another, because the loading and un-
loading of grain is done at a cost of about
one-tenth of a cent per bushel. The grain
of the North-west, not only the Canadian
North-west, but a great portion of Minne-
sota, ought to be carried to Montreal, be-
cause the route is much shorter than any
other, and both the Canadian and United
States governments have been trying to im-
prove the water route. We have spent a
large amount of money in our canais, and
when the hon. gentleman says we are going
to take trade from our own canais, it Is not
so-we are going to add to it. All the canais
along the St. Lawrence route below Toronto
Will get the additional grain trade which will
be diverted that way. Last year some 270,-
000,000 bushels of wheat were shipped by
way of New York, and only some 40,000,000
bushels by way of Montreal. With the ad-
vantages we have in the St. Lawrence route,
we should bring a large portion of that
270,000,000 bushels to Montreal.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-No doubt you
would get it this year.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-If we consider the
distance, it will be found that the proposed
route will bring us 550 miles nearer the sea-
board than the route via New York. An-
other reason why we should afford facilities
for the purpose of getting the grain trade
turned in the direction of the St. Lawrence
In, Montreal is 300 miles nearer to Liverpool
than New York is. That is another advan-
tage in favour of the St. Lawrence route.
Last year Manitoba had 25,000,000 bushels of
grain to export, and only a portion of that
came from Montreal, although a large por-
tion of the grain that came to Montreal was
shipped from 'Chicago to Parry Sound and
thence to Montreal. A large portion of our
grain went by Buffalo and New York to the
Beaboard. That should not be. We should
keep the carrying trade of our own grain.
I have paid some attention to this subject,
because we in the west are not so much in-
terested In the number of railways and the
protection of vested interests as in securing
lower rates, and we have every reason to
believe, if this charter was granted, our
grain would be carried by the water route,

and the rate on grain would be materially
reduced. It Ls claimed by exporters that it
will be reduced some four cents on the hun-
dred, and that it will help not only the
North-west, but will divert some of the grain
trade from United States ports to Canadian
ports. The vested rights referred to as the
reason for rejecting this Bill are vested
rights not granted by the parliament of
Canada at ail, but by the province of On-
tarlo to a company which bas only local
powers, and bas not any possible chance
of carrying out a scheme such as the one
before us. There ls no bonus given this
road at present. It will be for the parlia-
ment of Canada to decide whether It shall
grant a bonus or not. So far as I am con-
cerned, in the interest of our own people,
I would be quite prepared to support a
bonus, but, at the present time that does
not enter into consideration. The only rea-
son that bas been advanced against this Bill
for the rejection of it ls the fact that some
people of the province of Ontario have had
a charter for some years and their rights
should be protected. There is no rea-
sonable opposition to this Bill from the
people of Toronto, Hamilton, Collingwood
or anywhere else. I have in my pos-
session some petitions in favour of this
Bill from the Board of Trade of To-
ronto, the Board of Trade and the City
Council of Hamilton, from Collingwood, and
all the parties interested in the construction
of this railway, and, forsooth, the Railway
Committee reports that because some gen-
tlemen who hold a charter from the province
of Ontario come before them and say they
have vested rights, we are to reject this
Bill. They quote this charter from the pro-
vince of Ontario granted in 1892. The same
gentlemen are connected with the scheme of
the ship railway some twenty years ago.
But they changed it and got a railway
charter from Ontario in 1892. They did
nothing wlth it until it was about to expire,
and then got it renewed, and they have onlY
some maps and plans to show. To hold up
such a scheme as this simply because these
gentleman have had a charter for eight or
ten years, it appears to me would not be
acting in the best interests of the people of
Canada. I hope that the good sense of this
Chamber will see fit to refer this report
back to the Rallway Committee for the pur-
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pose of further considering It, and I would
hope that the Interests referred to by the
hon. gentleman from Sarnia might be con-
sidered. If these gentlemen have spent
money in making surveys, or otherwise,
which the committee think should be re-
imbursed by this new company, there would
be time to consider that, but the company
he refers to have not the means to carry out
the scheme. The matter ought to be well
considered, and If time is given probably a
solution might be arrived at, and the in-
terests of the gentlemen referred to might
be protected.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was rejected on the following vote :

Contents :
Hon. Messrs.

Allan, O'Donohoe,
Burpee, ower,
Dever, Scott,
Gillmor, Shehyn,
Kerr, Snowball,
King, Teiupleman,
Lovitt, Wark,
McSweeney, Watson,
Mills, Young.-18.

Non-Contents
Hon. Messrs.

Aikins, Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Almon, MoCallum,
Baker, McDonald (C.B.),
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie), McKindsey,
Clemow, McLaren,
Cochrane, MeMillan,
Dickey, Merner,
Dobson, Miller,
Ferguson, Poirier,
Gowan (C.M.G.), Primrose,
Kirchhoffer, Prowse,
Landry, Vidal.-24.

The motion for the adoption of the re.
port 'was carried on the same division.

municated to the House under section 59 of
the British North America Act, it has pleas-
ed His Excellency the Governor General to
remove the Honourable Thomas R. McInnes
from the office of Lieutenant-Governor of the
province of British Columbia. It has also
pleased His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral to appoint the Honourable Sir Henri
Gustave Joly de Lotbinière as Lieutenant-
Governor of the province of British Colum-
bla. It bas further pleased His Excellency
the Governor General to appoint the Hon-
ourable Michel Esdras Bernier, member for
the electoral division of St. Hyacinthe, a
member of the Queen's Privy Council, and
Minister of Inland Revenue.

GRAIN INSPECTION DISTRICT OF
MANITOBA BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole. consideration of Bill (141) 'an Act
respecting the grain trade in the inspection
district o!t Manitoba.'

(In the Committee.)
Subsection 3, of clause 34,
Hon. Mr. PERLEY-When the grain Is

placed in a country elevator, it Is placed
there for a certain number of days, and the
elevator company charges so much for clean-
ing and elevating the grain and keeping it
stored there a certain number of days. Ac-
cording to this clause, the elevator company
might shIp it down to a terminal elevator
at any time. Does the clause provide the
number of days they can keep the grain ?

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-A provision of this
kind is necessary in this Bill. A. country
elevator might be filled with two or three

THE MINISTERIAL CRISIS IN BRITISRI farmers' crops, and would not be useful to
COLUMBIA. any other person, so long as that grain re-

INQUIRY. mained in that elevator, and the warehoase-
man has the right, under this clause, to

Hon. Sir MACKEINZIE BOWELL-Culd ship the grain out of his elevator io a ter-
the hon. Minister of Justice give us any In- minal point, just as soon as his elevator is
formation relative to the British Columbia getting filled up, and he requires space to
imbroglio ? accommodate some other customers. The

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know whether object of this clause Is to enable an elevator
there is any imbroglio In British Columbia man to continue his business and not to have
or not, but I think I can give the hon. gen- his elevator filled up with grain. If the
tleman the information which he desires. grain is shipped to Fort William, the owner
I have the honour to inform the House does not suffer, so long as he intended te
that, for reasons which are well known to ship It there hlmself. He does net suffer
the public, but which wIll be officially com- from Increased charges. This provision en-

Hon. Mr. WA'TSON.
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ables them to clear the elevator and leave I am .correctly advised, that clause
space for other parties. The strongest ob-
jection to the clause is to the last sentence,
which reads :

Such country elevator or ýwarehouse operator,
on so forwarding such grain shall, without delay,
notify in writing the owner of such grain of
such forwarding.

has
worked satisfactorily. No objection was
found to the mode of operating last session,
and therefore I do not know for what reason
a change has been made.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I think, myself,
the sample three quarts Is too small.

There may be some little difficulty there, but Hon. Mr. YOUNG-It says: 'Not less than
I do not anticipate It. three quarts.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The ultimate object of
the grain Is to get forward. It Is no use at
the country elevator, and It Is only sent on
Its way to market.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-The
notifying the owner. It
sometimes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They
owner as far as they can.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We
known.'

diffleulty is ln
changes hands

will notify the

might add 'If

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The person depositing
the grain Is supposed to be the owner, so
far as the warehouseman is concerned.

The subclause was adopted.

On subsection 5,

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-In the case of grain
In a speclal bin, there may be an agreement
with reference to the Insurance.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-If there is no speclal
agreement, is he relieved ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no. The insurance
clause Is general.

The subclause was adopted.

On clause 36,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Last session, in the
-General Inspection Act, we passed a sec-
tion which reads as follows :

15. Whenever there shall arise a difference of
opinion between any farmer selling wheat and
any wheat buyer as to the grading of such
wheat, the farmer will take the price offered for
his wheat as of lower grade on a sample being
selected and agreed on between buyer and seller,
Which sample shall be parcelled and sealed and
sent to the chief Inspector at Winnipeg, and
the said chief inspector shall grade the said
wheat without delay, and make a return of his
grading to b:th parties, and If the sald chief
Inspector finds the said wheat to be of a higher
grade than that on which the price had already
been ,pald, and that whIch should have been paid
in the first Instance had the grade afterwards
fixed by the chief Inspector been agreed upon at
the time of sale.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Clause 36 provides for
two things. It provides, where a difference
of opinion prevails, for an arrangement
such as is indicated ln section 15, for not
only fixing the grade of the grain, but the
dockage. If this works satisfactorily in the
grading I do not see why it should be re-
ferred to in clause 30. if it works satis-
factorily, it should not be disturbed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-ThIs
36th clause Is wider in its application. It
applies to every one, whether lie is a farmer
or not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I propose striking out
the grading ln 36, and leavIng it to aipply
only to dockage, leaving the gradlng to be
settled under section 15 of the A*t of last
year. Now, one of the reasons that promp-
ted me to make that change is this : I find
in section 9, if there is a disagreement be-
tween the farmer and the elevator man as
to the amount of dockage, the farmer can
accept blis money for the reduced amount,
allowing the grade to prevail according to
the opinion and judgment of the elevator
man. Hie samples goes down, and If it
appears that the farmer has been underpaid
by the grade being reduced below Its proper
standard, then the elevator man is bound
to account to the farmer for the additional
amount.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Will the hon. gen-
tleman state what is to be done about the
price of the grain while this inquiry into the
correct dockage goes on ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Section 15 of the gen-
eral Act provides that, se far as the gradlng
is concerned, the farmer shall be paid. He
accepts his money under protest.

Hon. Mr. McGALLUM--Should not the
farmer repay the elevator man If he hap-
pens to have graded the wheat too high and
pay too much for It 7
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Such a thLng has never

occurred. The elevator man has always
docked more than he should.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It may be that the
section in the Act of last year has been
satisfactory, and wl work satisfactorily. If
that le the case, I would suggest to the hon.
gentleman it should be embodied in this
Bill. The Bill Is supposed to embody ln a
convenient state all legislation with respect
to this grain trade. Who would know, on
plcking up this Bill, that lie has to refer to
an amendment to the General Inspection
Act of last year ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The clauses of the
General Inspection Act are enforced.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The farmer and dealer
In grain in the west ought to have the
whole law relating to the grading and in-
spection of grain in one Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is this difference between the two, as I read
them. The amendment to the Bill in-
troduced last year made that provision so
as to proteet the farmer in bis dispute witl
the grain speculator. It has worked well.
As I understand, the hon. gentleman from
Monck asked in case the farmer contends
that bis grain is No. 1, and the purchaser
that it is No. 2; the farmer gets paid for
No. 2, and on the report of the inspector lie
ls to be pald additional if it is tested No. 1,
but the farmer keeps his money If it Is de-
cided that the grain Is No. 3. It Is right
enough, because the purchaser is the one
Who grades the grain himself.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He is the judge.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
says It is only No. 2, while the farmer says
It is No. 1. Afterwards If It is found to
be No. 3, the elevator man has to abide by
the decision. This clause, as it stands, ap-
plies to the purchaser as well as to the
farmer. The section of the Inspection Act
read by the hon. Secretary of State con-
fined its operation exclusively to the farmer.
Let us put it this way. Supposang A B buys
from a number of farmers a lot of grain,
and puts it in his warehouse. He wants
to sell it, and a dispute arises between the
owner of the grain and the purchaser. Now,
why should not that purchaser be placed in

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

the same position as the farmer when he
sells It ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If the hon. gentleman
will read the clause he will see that It re-
fers to the same person-to the man who
delivers the grain to the elevator.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
Is no distinction of that kind ln this BUll.
In section 15 which has been read, it con-
tined It to the farmer and the purchaser.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-And this does practical-
ly too.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But it
does not actually do so. Suppose a man
goes into court and a lawyer says ' this does
not apply, you are not a farmer, you are
not selling the product of your soil. you are
sellIng products which have been already
sold to you by a farmer.' I do not know
what lawyers would decide, but common
sense would teach me that the provisions of
the section in the law now on the statute-
book are for the farmer alone, while
this extends to every one. I am not going
to urge that point. I nerely point
it out, but I arn strongly in favour of
the suggestion of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax, that all acts of parliament, as far
as It ls at ail practicable, should be em-
bodied In this Bill, so that when the farmer
and the purchaser have the Bill before them
they will not have to refer to half a dozen
Acts. I had a good deal to do in the amend-
ing of the Customs Act, inposing duties,
and I found that not only the best way, but
the only safe way for the officers and those
who have to put the Act in operation. was to
repeal the section in the old law and re-
enact it with the amendments. I think If
the lion. Secretary of State had any ex-
perience in that regard it would agree with
me.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Adverting to the first
resolution, just note clause 36, which reads :

In case there Is a disagreement between the
purchaser or the person in the immediate charge
of or receiving the grain-

That ls, elther the owner or the operator.

-and the person delivering the grain at sucl
elevator.

That le, elther the farmer or some one re-
presentIng the farmer. They are practicallY
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the same. The General Inspection Act em-
braces no less than nine pages. It may be
all very well In printing it In pamphlet form
to print the other Act in connection with
this, but it would be no use to embody one
single section of it, because there are a num-
ber of other sections which affect the buy-
ing and selling of grain.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I wish to call my
lion. friend's attention to one important dif-
ference between the Act of last year, section
15, and the clause we are now considering.
I agree with the hon.' gentleman that section
15 of last year seems to be a very reasonable
section, and I am glad to bear from my hon.
friend to my right (Mr. Perley), as well as
from the hon. Secretary of State, that it
has worked well. This clause we have now
before us extends somewhat the same pro-
vision to the question of dockage, as was
done last year in the question of the grading
of wheat, ýbut the section in the Bill of last
year provided that the farmer should be
paid for his grain at the time the trans-
action took place at the rate paid for it on
the basis of the grade that the purchaser
Should fix, and then, if it proved to be of a
higher grade, he would be paid the differ-
ence. I think this provision with regard to
the dockage should be the same, that if a
dispute arises with regard to the dockage,
the purchaser should pay on the basis of
bis own proposition, and if the dockage was
found to be different, that be should make
good the difference, because if you do not
Make that provision, whIle the wheat is
maoving away from the terminal point, where
1s the money to be ? The farmer la not paid
for bis grain and the purchaser may not be
Solvent. There may be a great many dif-
leulties In the matter. The price the pur-
Chaser offers after the dockage should be
Daid up to that point, and the only point in
dispute would be the difference.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-I do not think there
Would be any trouble such as ls suggested
by my hon. friend opposite. In practice the
farmer would be paid the price per bushel
that was agreed upon before this disagree-
Ment took place, and this Bill has been
franed altogether in the interest of the
parties, and we all heartily agree with that
phase of the legislation. This clause ls
much stronger than the one that was In the
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Bill of last year in one respect particularly,
and, if I gather correctly the meaning of
the section in the Bill of last year, it pro-
vides that where a dispute arises the sample
must be agreed upon betwen the parties.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-This clause provides
that where a farmer and elevator man dis-
agree, either of them, or both of them, may
send a sample to the inspector. Supposing
under section 15 of last year's Act, the
farmer and elevator man cannot agree upon
the sample, there la a difficulty which might
arise, but under this Bill, if the elevator man
refuses to send the samples, as I take it,
the farmer can send one, and upon the
sample that the farmer sends, the inspector
la justified in giving' his opinion, and that
opinion le final. There is that difference
between the two. If they do not agree upon
the sample, the two parties to the trans-
action will send a sample, and the inspector
will base bis opinion upon both. There le,
no doubt, an advantage in having ail the
legislation which deals with this subject in
one Act, if it le possible, and every elevator
and warehouse and any place where they
are doing business in grain after the passing
of this Act, should have a copy hung up
where any one can have free access to it
at any time, and the farmer can find 11 the
provisions governing the handlIng of grain
in one Act, as bas been suggested by the
hon. leader of the opposition. But the dif-
ference between the two is, tbat this Bill
la far stronger than the Act of last year tn
favour of the producer ln the matter of
samples and sending away the samples.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-If a farmer brings in
fifty busbels of wheat, the purchaser can
plek the worst sample he can find and the
farmer must abide by that. If I come in
with a load of wheat, a man comes up to
me, and it ls bis privilege and right, to all
intents and purposes, to pick out a handful
of my wheat and take that sample, wbether
it 1s good or bad. It la his privilege to pick
the worst sample he can get and nobody can
say anything about it. I bring ln my wbeat
ail together. I cannot bring In one bag of
good wheat and then another bag of bad.
Let the purchaser take the sample out of
the poor bag. I do not object to bis taking
any sample for grading. I, on one occasion,
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brougbt In a load of wheat, the first I had
ever sold lu the North-west Territorles. I
had cleaned it well the day before, turned
the handle myself, and it was well done too.
I turned it very fast. I worked hard at it ant
cleaned it well. It was the first load of
grain sold off the Perley farm at Wolseley.
I resoved to sell it for No. 1 or not sell It at
all. I was not going to hand down a record
to my boys that the first grain off the Perley
farm was graded as No. 2 or No. 3. I thought
it was good, and it was good. I said to
my man, 'John, bring that load down to the
market In the morning, and drive It up in
front of the hotel, and I will be there when
you arrive.' I took some of the wheat In my
pocket, and before John turned up In the
morning showed it to a dealer, who refused
to purchase on that sample. When John
arrived with the load I said to the man :
'You refused to buy my wheat according to
the sample I showed you last night. Go and
look at my wheat now ; it is here.' There
was only one buyer there, and his name was
Maclennan ; he was from Montreal, a nice
respectable man. He opened the top of the
bag and examined It, and was a long time
about it. I was annoyed over it, he took so
long. He said : ' Senator, your wheat Is not
as good as I thought It was ; it will only
grade No. 2.' I said : 'The blooming in-
spectioh Is a fraud ; that is good wheat, and
you are taking advantage of me.' And I said
to him : ' If that wheat weighs sixty pounds
to the bushel you will give me the price
of No. 1, and if it does not, I will take it
home and feed it to the pigs and make
pork of IL. If it weighs over sixty I said,
I want you to grade IL as No. 1 extra and
give me 64 cents.' He said he would do
that. He had no tester, and he sent and got
a bushel measure. I weighed myself on the
seahes in a store and went to the eleva-
tor scales and weighed myself again, to see
if the scales were accurate. I sald : ' Take
off the bag which you say is No. 2 and test
It.' He took the bag and tested It. He used
the bashel measure first, and took it out
as carefully as he could, to get as little
as he could, and It weighed 624 pounds,
and he gave me 64 cents for it, and did not
say anything more about It. Of course, it
is right to take the worst bag. If you have
one good bag and one bad one, it Is right to
take the bad sample. I concede that right to

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

the purchaser. In this case there Is no neces-
sity for them agreeing upon a sample ; let
the buyer pick the poorest, and if I am fool
enough to mix my grain, I have a rIght to
suffer by it.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-When a farmer de-
livers a load of grain, the average sample
should be taken, and that is the practIce.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is what this law provides.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There is great
force in what the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax says, that it would be desirable to have
all the law on this subject In one enactment,
and I would suggest that the hon. Secretary
of State miglit hold this clause over, and see
whether it could not be all incorporated lu
this Bill, and make the provision that is now
under consideration as much in the interest
of the farmer as the other one was, and I
think it ought to provIde that payments
should be made for the grain at the rate of
dockage proposed by the buyer at the time
of the transaction, so that the farmer would
be paid, and the only question would be the
difference between the offer and the amount
the farmer was to receive.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There are in the In-
spection Act some 20 sections. That Act
goes by itself. It may be attached to this
when it is printed and sent out by the de-
partment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Inspection Act affects everything, does it
no: ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, It is a very long
Act, and the proper way would be to have
It printed In pamphlet form and attach the
two together. The question before the
committee Is my suggestion of allowing sec-
tion 15 to prevail and strike out the word
'grade' wherever it occurs, and limit the
section to dockage. Is that the opinion of
the House ?

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-I think you had better
leave it as it is. It Is more In favour of the
farmer than section 15 of the Act of last
year.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Would the hon. member
from Wolseley explain ?
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Hon. Mr. PERLEY-A farmer brings a
load of wheat to market. It ls dumped
Into the hopper. Everybody knows that the
light seeds and foui grain float on top and
the heavier seeds go to the bottom, and a
man could take out of it three quarts of
very Inferior grain, and would not have a
fair sample of the quality of the wheat at
all. But if he simply picks out a handf ul
he l not able to select the inferior wheat.
It wlil do all right for the dockage, alid even
il that it will give an unfair advantage to
the millman, because you sometimes find
the 'whole face of a granary black with
buckwheat and stuff, and the shrunken kern-
els of grain will be on top. If I were buy-
lng I would skim them off, because they all
work to the top. The section In last year's
Act ls right and fair to the seller, but If
you take out three quarts for dockage, it gives
an advantage in favour of the buyer. I
can skim grain off the top and show a poor
Sample of the whole bin. Everybody
knows that the light grain floats on top,
and the heavy goes to the bottom. There-
fore I say the section of last year's Act is
all right. They have no cleaners at the
Lake of the Woods Company's warehouse,
and it ls a very dangerous way of making
the sample for the farmer, becanuse it ls in
their power to select a very inferior sample
wihen they select from the top.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-What my hon. frlend
las said ln reference to the practlee at a
Country elevator-

Hlon. Mr. PERLEY-Do not tell all the
Irotlees that prevail at country elevators.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-My hon. friend sug-
Zests that this clause in the Bill before us
1s not so stringent ln its provisions as sec-
tion 15 of the Inspection Act, and I would
gather from his remarks that he Imagines
that in this amendment only the buyer has
the right to select the sample which ls to be
sent to the inspector, and points out that
the buyer would select a dirty sample, and
subject him to a greater amount of dockage
than the average would warrant. If I read
this section correctly, the meaning le that
the buyer has only the right to select one
sample. The farmer, or whoever le selling
the grain, whether he be a farmer or not,
las a right to select a sample as well and
send it to the inspector. Remember that
-5l this occurs after they fail to agree on the
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doekage and fail to agree* on the grade.
There is no way they can settle the grade
in case of disagreement, except by the lu-
spector. But this Act provides that a test-
Ing sieve shall be used where grain le
weighed before cleaning, and this testing
sleve le found to be a proper way of
testing the grain. If I understand the prac-
tice correctly, the inspector fixes the per-
centage of dirt ln the car-loads. When he
inspecte the car, he fixes the amount of dirt
that le -necessary to remove to clean the
grain. All this cleaning and testing that Is
done previous to sending away the samples,
l done in the presence of the purchasers
and sellers, and our farmers will not allow
the grain men to pick the dIrtiest samples,
but will see that justice is doue Ln that re-
spect. It le only In case this fails that this
remedy is placed ln hie bands. Take the
sample as directed ln the clause, and If the
elevator man refuses to take the samples,
the inspector decdes on the sample sent by
the faàrmer, and that sample alone. He
gives a judgment upon that, and by that
judgment the elevator man le bound. As
far as the payment le concerned, there is a
clause that provides that as soon as a load
of grain le weighed, the farmers must get
a ticket for it. That ensures payment. If
he as a cash purchase ticket, he goes away
and gets paid. Where a dispute arises, the
elevator man must pay for the grain and
at the rate settled by the inspector.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-The
hon. gentleman might have gone a little
further. Under the section ln the old Act,
apparently there le nothing to compel elther
one or the other to agree. It provides that
in case the price offered for the wheat le
the price of a lower grade than that to
which, ln his opinion, it belongs, he may
insist on a sample being selected and agreed
upon between buyer and seller. Supposing
the seller declines to agree, there la nothing
to compel him to do it. The clause provides
that the sample selected shall be put ln a
parcel and sealed. That ls a parcel which
has been agreed upon, but elther the pur-
chaser or farmer do as they like about
agreeing. What Is to be doue If they do
not agree ? This new clause provldes that
if the buyer declines to select the sample,
the farmer insists upon it, and If there le a
disagreement as to samples, the farmer
makes bis selection and the purchaser makes
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his selection, and they are both sent to the
inspector, and I suppose the practical opera-
tion would be that they would mix the two,
samples together and test it. That seems to
be common sense.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-Yes, the inspector
would do it.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Who pays the thirty
cents for the dockage ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do.
not know anything about that. I tliink the,
new clause Is very much better.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think the
clause is open to the objection urged against!
it, because the farmer may insist upon the
sample being sent on. There is no qualifi-
cation whatever. He bas a right to send!
it on to the chief inspector.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The,
famer may insist upon it and the purchaser
may refuse : what happens then ?

he can do what he likes with him. I am
giving the advantage to the elevator men.
If the grain is bad he can take a poor sample
and send it down. I was in the grading
office last year, and what did I find? All
the samples were ln small envelopes, and the
man graded from those samples.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-Last year was a very
favourable year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
would be easy to meet the difficulty by
adopting this clause exactly as it is and
repealing the section in the Act.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If you adopt clause 3(3
as It stands in the Bill, you override practi-
cally the legislation of hast year. That Is
the reason I call attention to it.

The committee divided on the amendment
to strike out the reference to grading, which
was adopted : contents, ten ; non-contents,
seven.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then he commits an
offen'ce under the Act. The clause as amended was adopted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh, no. Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I now come to a clause

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is for the House to
say whether they will adopt the suggestion
made.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
will accept your suggestion.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I think we should
pass this clause as it appears here. It ap-
pears to me the arguments here must show
that it is in favour of .he farmer more than
the section in the Inspection Act, and is a
well thought out clause and will answer

,all purposes, because if tiey do not agree
each party can select three quarts and send
it to the inspector, and he wiMl mix them up.
One will take the worst and the other the
best. and the inspector will strike an aver-
age. It appears to me it is a good clause.
and will work out to the entire satisfaction
of the buyer and the seller.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-So far as the grading
is concerned, the setion of last year's Act
is ail right. There has not been a single
fault found with it. Both appeared to do
what is right. If you undertake to have a
sample of three quarts you cannot have a
fair sample. This Bill Is entirely right,
and I say on behalf of the poor man, if you
place him in the bands of one of those men,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

to which there is some opposition. I propose
to insert as 37a a new clause. A very con-
siderable number of representatives in the
House of Commons from the North-west-
perhaps not all, but a very large majority
of those who profess to understand this sub-
ject-were of the opinion that a very great
wrong was being done by this dockage.
This question of dockage was the prominent
one which attracted the attention of the ln-
spectors wh were appolnted to inquire into
this question. They set out in the first in-
stance the principle that the grievances
that prevailed were that the vendor of grain
is at present, subjected to an unfair and
excessive dockage at the time of sale. In
a number of cases they refer to it as a very
serious grievance in the North-west and
in Manitoba. I might read here a few
paragi•aphs of the report, which would in-
dicate the truth of the statement I have
made, that the great grievance there was
that under the system adopted the farmers
was docked a much larger proportion of
fair grain than was just and right. They
say ln one place here :

We bave reason to believe. from the evidence,
that in cases where elevator employees appear
to bave dealt unfairly with farmers, the eleva
tor owners bave not profited thereby, as it bas
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been shown that employees have in some in-
stances not accounted to the owners of their
elevators for all the grain taken il by them.
There has been no evidence to show that any
elevator owners have been consenting parties to
any acts of extortion. In view of the above,
however, we think It would Improve matters
very greatly If elevator and warehouse operators,
as well as elevator and warehouse owners, were
compelled to give security for the proper per-
formance of their duties as s'uch.

Then in another case :

While the evidence taken leads us to belleve
that from a number of the causes above given,
farmers have ln many cases been overdocked,
and have realized less than they shouid have,
It also shows that since the privilege has been
extended to farmers themselves to load cars and
ship direct, they have realized nct only ln that
way, but from elevator operators better propor-
tionate prices than they previously got.

Now, I maintain *that this loading in flat
warehouses-loadng on car from the wag-

On or any other unscientifie way Is waste-
fui, because a large amount of time ls lost,
and it Is quite ineffective. There seems to
be some strong reasons why farmers should
Insist upon flat warehouses, or depart from
disposing of their grain through elevators.
To my mInd It Is the strongeot evidence the
farmers have that they have not been well
treated by the elevator men, and it has
given rise to the complaints which led to the
Inquiry to which I have referred. Other
Paragraphs appear in this report, all written
In the same spirit, that a feeling of very
great unrest exists in the North-west, be-
cause the farmers believe, under the present
system, they are not getting fair play, and
It is htghly desirable that feeling should be
removed. In the opinion of many repre-
sentatives of the North-west, they theught
all elevators should be forced to put in grain
cleaners and clean the grain for the farmers
at the time it was sold and welghed. The
Proposition seemed a reasonably fair and
Proper one, but the answer of the elevator
Men was this: Our elevators are not equip-
Ped for that purpose; it would cost a good
deal of money to do it, and we think that
fair play can be shown by the methods now
used, using a sieve. Of course, the sieve
can only be a very partial standard as to the
quality of grain or ite cleanliness, because
the sample will not always represent the
Whole body of the grain. I realize that.
Therefore. I was not prepared, althougli I
Was asked, to submit to the consideration of
the Senate this proposition, that hereafter
all the elevators should be provided with

apparatus for cleaning the grain. Some are
so provided, but was not prepared to sub-
mit to the Senate a proposal of the kind
at this time, but I said I had no objection
to a modified proposal which I think would
be fair and just, and would not entail ln any
sense loss or inconvenience on the elevator
men at the present time. Therefore, I propose
that wherever the elevators at present in
operation have facilities for doing it-wher-
ever they are equipped with cleaners, they
ought to be obliged to clean the grain and
account to the farmer for the difference
between the clean grain and the screeninge
and its charges. That struck me as so
eminently fair and just that although a good
many representations have been made that
justice will be done to the farmer wlthout
having recourse to that, It has been argued
that it will be Inconvenient-will take more
time-that farmers come up wdth their
sleighs ln tihe winter and there will be con-
siderable delay if the grain bas to be cleaned
and weighed and the net result handed out
to the farmer. I said let it be done, not
ln ail cases, but wherever requested. If
the farmer and the grain elevator men or
purchaser-and I believe most of the pur-
chasers own the elevatois--fily agree
among themselves they can dispense with
the cleaning. But if they cannot agree,
does it not seem that the principle we aipply
to every other line of life should prevail,
that as between buyer and seller, the quality
and the quantity should be actually decided
by the means the law lays down. We lay
down very strong rles here for weighing
and measuring in all other matter, and
while wheat whieh le a cash article, should
be omitted from the category of articles
where accurate weight must be as-
certalned, I fail to apprecite or understand.
I think it is of the highest importance, be-
tween the buyer and seller, that the grain
should be cleaned and the net weight of
the wheat given, so that the farmer would
know that he was not belng defrauded. In
fact, from the general discontent that bas
prevailed, I think that this House ought to
accept the proposition which I propose to
lay before them. I have modifted it very
much from what I first intended, but I am
content to modify It still further if neces-
sary. It is headed 'clauses applicable to
elevators equIpped with grain cleaners.'
In these elevators, where they are already
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equipped with the grain cleaners, after the
farmer sella the grain, the grain Is cleaned,
but they say we can do it at our conven-
lence when the rush of business is not as
great as at other times. I do not think that
is a legitimate or honest excuse. In the
State of Minnesota adjoining, where the
volume of wheat is much larger than in
the North-west, the country elevators are
not provided with gain cleaners. Every-
thing is sent on to the terminal elevator.
The farmer and the purchaser make the
agreement between themselves. If either is
dissatisfied, the consignment goes on to the
terminal elevator, and it is there finally
settled and adjusted. There is no proposal
for any similar system being carried out in
Manitoba and the North-west, and there-
fore, I th-ink, to solve this question, that
the proposal I am submitting to the House
is one which would receive unanimous ap-
proval.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Why does the hon.
gentleman not include elevators hereafter
built ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think there is
any objection, but I bave been told by
gentlemen deeply interested in the business,
' we accept your amendment, provided you
strike that out.' Surely when elevators are
going up, the cost is comparatively small
to put in cleaners.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-How much would they
cost ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I saw a letter from a
manufacturer in which he offered to deliver
F.O.B. on the cars at Woodstock, or some
western point, for $150, cleaners that would
clean 1,000 bushels an hour guaranteed.
Now, I think where the interests at stake
are so very large, that the cost ought not at
any time to be a barrier to the proper carry-
ing on of a business of the importance of
the grain trade. We want the farmer to be-
lieve he Is getting fair play. He may not
have been robbed to the extent he believes,
but witnesses came up and showed conclu-
sively that they have been docked most rea-
onably ln the past. Here are some instances
where they had weighed the grain, and re-
ceived a certificate for it before they took
it to the elevator. and after it was weighed,
they were told they were so many bushels
short. They presented a certificate from

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

somebody else. The reply, In such a case
is, 'my employee is to blame.' I shall speak
to the man about it, and he shall be reprim-
manded.' Somebody must be responsible,
or you must adopt some machinery to pre-
vent fraud. In this age of the world you
cannot permit anything of the kind to con-
tinue.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I appreciate all that
the hon. Secretary of State has said. I
think that it would be unfair to the elevator
men who now have elevators without clean-
ers in them to force them to make changes
ln order to clean grain before it is weighed,
it would be only fair to make builders of
elevators in the future put in cleaners.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
can move an amendment if lie desires. The
paragraphs as originally framed were, first,
to make it the duty of every elevator to
clean grain. Second, all elevators hereafter
shall have cleaners. Third, farmers interest-
ed in weighing grain shall have free access
to the scales while grain is being weighed,
and the nature of the cleaned grain and the
screenings shall be stated. Now, I will take
the sense of the House on the first of these
paagraphs.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
is really before the House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The first paragraph :
It shall be the duty of the owner, lessee or

manager of every elevator now equIpped with
grain cleaners to clean the grain before it is
weighed, If he is so requested to do.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I move to add the
balance of the clause :

Al elevators hereafter bulIt shall be so fur-
nished with grain cleaners as to clean all grain
offered for sale or storage before it is weighed.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-Settle one first and
then try the other.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I have moved that
the words I have read be added to the clause
proposed by the hon. Secretary of State.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I stand
ln the same position to-day In this matter as
I have on many others that have come be-
fore the House, where it is exceptional le-
gislation. If the principal laid down by the
lion. Secretary of State be correct for Mani-
toba, it must be equally correct, and just as
forcible for every other portion of the Do-
minion. It is true that In Ontario-I am

758



IJUNE 22, 1900]

speaking of the part in which I live-a num-
ber of years ago, the product of the farm
was exclusively grain, and It used to be'
brought into our town by hundreds of loads'
during the week. Of course that has chang-
ed, as far as that section of the country is
concerned, because the agriculturists have.
devoted their attention and energy. and in-
tellect I will add, to the dairy business,
which bas done away to a great extent with
the production of grain, and more particu-,

go on to the farms and first see that the
land la properly prepared for the reception
of the grain and then let the grain that is
sown be properly and correctly sown, and
that it ls of a good quality. My hon. friend
Baya that la a good proposition. If it la
good for the farmer, it would be equally
good for the manufacturer of furniture.-

Hon. Mr. McKAY-You would have to re-
gulate the weather too.

larly the coarse grains which are now fed Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
to their stock. But apart from having to would have to go further and have the gov-
dispose of their grain ln that way, if this ernment regulate the weather, but I do not
law be right and proper for Manitoba. and think even the most advanced socialist
if it is necessary to compel those who buy would propound a theory of that kind, be-
from the farmers to do certain work in cause we know It cannot be done, but if we
order to put the grain in a marketable con- by law can compel a man who entera into
dition, it is equally forcible for the farmer the grain business and erects an elevator, to
in Ontario or the maritime provinces where do the work in the manner ln wbich we
they produce grain. They produce large dIctate and put in whatever cleaner we shall
quantities in Prince Edward Island. Are describe, and then before he dares to buy a
we not adopting in this class of legislation pound of grain we must compel him to
too much of the socialistic Idea ? We clean It, we mlght as well go that far. If
have had the hon. Secretary of State, we can compel them to do that, then we can
we have had the hon. Minister of Justice, compel the man who produces apples to aeil
we have had the whole party to whlch they only apples of a certain quality. We can
belong condemning the former government then carry it to an absurdity and apply It
because they advocated the principle of to the shoemaker. If you take a pair of
protection. They declared it to be patern- dirty boots to hlm, he will not mend them
alism which we were adopting in Canada, till you elean them. He will say 'clean
and taking under our special care and those boots before I wIii mend them! Yen
guidance every industry of the country. may say te hlm: 'There is a law te make
Why should we not carry this principle you mend them, and I wil] conipel you te de
further ? Why not pass a law to compel it.' It May be sald that that is an absurd
the consumers or the ,purchasers of grain comparîson, but the principle is preciaely
to see that the farmer sows a clean and the same, and I do thlnk that we are ad-
Pure grain Instead of having any defects vanclng se rapidly that by and by we wlI
in It? Why not go a little further, If we have te take under our apecl care the
are to adopt this system of legislation, and supervision by iaw et every industry in the
compel the farmer to prepare his land in country. If we are te de that, let us carry
Such a manner as to produce the best it te the fuileet possible extent. I de net
quality of grain ? If It is right in the one belleve that any man when he comes to
case, It la just as much so ln the other. I aei an article te me should be able te say
am not a farmer, although I did a little te Me 'You muat put it lu a marketable cen-
farming a great many years ago. Any one dition before yen buy it.' I thlnk that la a
Who has studied the question knows that the piece ef tyrauny rather than a protection to
great secret in producing a crop la to pre- an class of people. It la ail very well for
pare the land properly for It, and the earller the faner to be told when he bas a load
in the season It la prepared and the cleaner of wheat. There la a pound or ten POunds
the land la when the grain la sowed, the 0f dlrt iu that,' and the farmer Sys: 'That
probabîlities are that the grain will be of a la fot true.' That Io a matter between the
munch better quality and much cleaner. Why buyer and seller. You have made a apecial
not go the full length and say to the gov- provision for that lu thia law, and If the
erfiment that they shal bave Inspectons te proposition made by the bon. Secretany u
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State to-day be carried out, you have to
repeai section 15 of the Act, otherwIse you
would have, if not exactly confileting clauses,
a clause here providing for the very object
which you have in view which would be
nullified by carrying Into force that which
bas been proposed by the hon. Secretary of
State. If the farmer goes to the elevator
man and says: 'I have a thousand bushels
of wheat.' The purchaser says: 'There Is
so much dirt ln it.' The farmer says there
le nothing of the kind.' You have made
a provision here to make a selection of it
and you send it to the inspector to decide
between the two. That is quite proper: I
agree with that, because there ls a board of
arbitration at once Introduced into the law,
whIch board 1s supposed to do justice be-
tween the parties. But It ls proposed to
add to tbat. When there le a dispute be-
tween the parties the law saya: 'You muet
elean the vendor's wheat.' The purchaser is
compelled to clean it, and If it is clean the
transaction can be completed. That is very
fair, apparently, to the farmer, but I ob-
Ject to the whole principle. I think it is
wrong. I am too conservative in my way
of dealing between man and man to think
that any government should step in and
say you shall do that. The proposition
made hy thw hon. gentleman from Wolseley
Involves this: if I thInk proper to enter Into
the business of purchasing grain, erect an
elevator for my own convenience and for
the convenience of carrying on that busi-
ness, It shall be built In such a way and
shall contain just such machinery as meets
the views of the men from whom I am going
to buy grain. That Is the proposition. Why
do not the government Introduce another law
providing how a man shall build his bouse
and barn, and have the barn so budit that
the air shall pas through the hay mow
and the ataeks of grain so that there wll
he not deterioration ? We. might as well do
that as do what le suggested. If the prin-
ciple ls to be adopted at all, let us have It
ln Its entirety and then let the government
say what kInd of boots I shail wear and
'how they shall be made by the shoemaker.
If the sboemaker declines to make them on
a certain last, let the law step In and ay:
'You shall make It on that last. That
fellow bas a crooked foot and you will have
to fit him.' I know that I have been in-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

formed, whether It was for a purpose or
not I am not prepared to say, that some of
the large millers who buy for the purpose
of grinding their grain were about giving
orders for the erection of ten or fitteen
elevators during the present summer ln
order to meet the requirements of the trade
during the fall. They have stopped and
have not advaneed one step for the simple
reason that they say It wIll add so much
to the expenditure In the construction of
these elevators that they cannot afford to
do It. That le the position they have
taken. Whether they will accept this modi-
fied form or not, I do not know, but I think
the hon. Secretary of State bas not ad-
vanced so far ln the Une he bas indicated
that he would advocate, on due reflection,
the suggestion propounded by the hon. gen-
tleman from Wolseley. I believe in all trades
we should allow the manufacturer to deal
with the purchaser ln the ordinary mode of
buisiness and not to compel elther the pur-
chaser or the seller to do that which is un-
necessary, except for the convenience of one
particular claiss. I bold perhaps some
'strong views on this subject, but I have been
confirmed ln them on reading an interesting
work wrItten by Sir Henry WrIxon, who was
one of the delegates at the colonial confer-
ence held here a few years ago, who gave
this question of socialism and interference
by governments in general trade In Canada
and other countries speclal consideratoin. If
the hon. Secretary of State will read that
carefully he will not make such a proposi-
tion. as he has made to-day. I hope the
Senate which is suppoeed at least to be a
Conservative body, wil never accept such a
proposition.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman has
made a plausible plea on behalf of the ele-
vator men.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1
deny that. Do not put it that way. I
was speaking of the general principle and
not referring to the elevator men.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman bas
drawn a lparallel in which the conditions
are by no means equal. In the province
of Ontario and other provinces If a man
bas a load of wheat to sel, there are bun-
dreds ready to buy it, but there is just the

lone man with the elevator who says: 'I
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wll give you so much for your wheat and The idea of elevator owners not allowing their
you may take it or take nothing.' buyers at country points to weigh their wheat

out, Is for the means of acting as a check on
Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Hear, 'hear. tbe buyers s that they shah fot by reason of

docking too beavily, accumulate an ' overage '
rale oor surplus quantlty of wheat over and aboveHon. Mr. SOOTT-The Ide, at what the elevator bioks show, and, possibly, If

protect those 25,000 farmers against the the buyers so willed, sbip the <overage,' either
in their own or somneone else's namne. I would

rlch elevator men- also add that the elevator owners stated that
the shipping wheat out of public country eleva-

Hon. Mr. PERLEIY-The Krugers. tors as It was repeivod in the elevator, and dean-
ing the saine at the ' terminais ' under state

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Who are getting the dockage and Inspection, was cousidered by theithe best system.
wealth of that country. That is just the!
question the Senate bas to consider. The e cannot adopt that mat now. We are
parallel drawn by the hon. leader of the adopting the next alternative. They protect
-opposition has no analogy whatever. The the farmer by their system.
conditions are entirely different. The states Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-How?
et Dakota and Minnesota had to make
apecial provisions fur it. They are not Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Because they do not
allowed to sell a bushel of grain from the allow a country elevator to slip any grain
elevators in the country. It has ail to go eXcept to a terminal elevator. and the gen-
to the terminal elevators, and they detect eral average is taken of the amount gent oui,
whether there has been an over-dockage, and that le compared w1th the Inspection
and If there bas been an over-dockage an In. that has been made locally, and where tey
vestigation is beld and they arrivé at it in have over docked, It lg made apparent by
that way? The elevator man in the State the returns.
Of Minnesota Ja not permitted to retain an Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1 want
ounce of grain. He ias to send It ail to to know how the farmer le protected. k
the terminal elevator and there the inspec- country elevator has purchased fitty thon-
tor detects whether there has been over- sand bushels. When it le sent to the terminal
dockage. I will read the regulation affect- eleet ator t l tested and cleaned, ln order
Ing that. It la as follows: that It may be in a proper state fo slip-

By this system of reports, as prepared by Mr. ment.
Burdick, it is an easy matter to find out and
compare the varlous results of the season's oper- Hon. Mr. SCOTT-And checked.
ations of one public country elevator or ware-
house with that of ail others at same point The
average dockage and grade of one country eleva-
tor and the average dockage and grade given farner las sold bis grain te tbe country
by the inspector should be about alike fron one warebouse and a bundred different farmers
nlamed country point, that ls to say:

If the average dockage at a country elevator have stored their grain ln the same place.
as shown by report of the inspector of public
-Country elevators and warehouses for the sea- Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The books of the coun-
aOn's operations was 25 ounces per bushel and t - vator are compared with the books
the average dockage by inspector at terminal
was 25 ounces per bushel and grade maintained, at tle terminal elevators, is to the quantlty
that would go to show that at that particular of wheat ceaned and If there is an exceas,
elevator the dockage was eminently very accu-rate, seeing that grain Is not cleaned in the It Is apparent that there bas been an ove
country elevators In Minnesota or Dakota. dockage.

If, on the other band, the country public eleva-
tor's average dockage was 32 ounces and the lon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-L want
dockage put on by inspectors at terminais was
16 Ounces and the country elevator man's grades to arrive ah au intelligent understaudiug
Were maintained by inspector, it would then f the matter. The hon. minister says thebe necessary for the co.mmission to inquire into
the matter, as in that case the dockage would grain that la ln a country warebouse la snt
be excessive. lu buik to the terminal warebeuse. It le

On December 29 we reached Minneapolis, where
lir. Bell and myself had interviews with several
aentlemen connected with the grain and elevator Supposing the country elevator ls repre-
trade, and to whose courtesy I am Indebted for snted to contain fifty thousand bushels.
the following:

It appears that none of the public country and it turus out they have cheated the tarrn-
elevators or warehouses in the states of Minne- out ef a thousand busheis, and wbeu It
Sota or Dakota clean their wheat, nor do theyWèbuer their wheat oup.ints to weg ther het
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one thousand bushels, how is the farmer to
be recouped? The bon. gentleman says it
is done for the protection of the farmer.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
done for the protection of the shipper.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The inspector is sent
out to investigate the excessive charge.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
country warehouseman bas purchased bis
grain from fifty or one hundred farmers,
and the inspector is sent out to see whether
there has been excessive dockage.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The farmers In Dakota
and Minnesota are satisfled with the law
as it works.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
cannot the hon. Secretary of State stick to
the point ? Supposing it is found that the
dockage has been excessive, how is the
farmer to be reached when the inspector
at the terminal point has decided that there
has been too much doekage at the country
elevator ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-An officer is sent down
at once to that country elevator to inquire
into It.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-And
how does he know who of the hundred
farmers has been over docked ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have not a statement
of detail : I have a statement of fact. The
farmers are satisfied.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
that is not the question. The hon. Secretary
of State said it was for the protection of the
farmer, and I want to know how. I am not
taking what they say at ail. I want to
know how the farmer is to be reached. My
hon. friend says the farmers in Minnesota
are satisfied. My hon. friend says that my
statement In reference to Ontario ls not
analogous to that of the other places-that
there are fifty different buyers. I do not
think the hon. gentleman has paid as much
attention to that as I have. I know, in the
city of Belleville they have grain buyers,
and In the town of Trenton, ten mies west
of Belleville, they also have buyere. There
Is another place just eastward, and these
buyers combine. They control the market
just as strongly, and just as Improperly as

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL

any speculators can in Manitoba. It has
1een a constant complaint, and as a news-
paper man I have published many an article
condemning the manner in which these
speculiators and purchasers of grain have
deprived the farmers of the proper grade
of the wheat and proper prices. The same
combination exists here as anywhere else,
and the comparison Is analogous.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL, from the com-
mittee, reported that they had made some
progress with the Bill, and asked leave to
sit again.

THIRD READING.

Bill (116) 'An Act to Incorporate the
Acadia Loan Corporation.'-(Hon. Mr.
Power, in the absence of Hon. Mr. Allan.)

LAKE SUPERIOR AND HUDSON BAY
RAILWAY COMPANY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. POWER, In the absence of Hon.
Mr.Watson. moved the second reading of Bill
(124) ' An Act respecting the Lake Superlor
and Hudson Bay Railway Company.' He
said : This Is simply asking for a railway
charter in the ordinary form. The company
seek to build a railway from a point on the
north shore of Lake Superior to a point on
the main Une of the Canadian Pacitic Rail-
way. I daresay there are vested interests
that will be seriously affected by the Bill,
but we will let the ceommittee decide as to
that.

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

SCHOMBERG AND AURORA RAILWAY
COMPANY BILL.

ORDER OF THE DAY DISCHARGED.,

The Order of the Day being called :
Second reading Bill (94) An Act respecting the

Schomberg and Aurora Railway Company.-(Hon.
Mr. Lougheed.)

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED sald : I have not
received such information as would satisfy
my hon. friend from Monck as to this Bill,
and the promoter of the Bill, whoever he ls,
bas not seen fit to give me the information,
and I therefore, move that the Order of the
Day be discharged.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That kils the Bill.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If parties having
Bills before parliament do not see fit to
consult some hon. senator, and have him
take charge of the Bill In the Senate, I have
no solicitude for them, and I am quite wll-
ling that the Order of the Day be dis-
charged.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, June 25, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BRITISH COLUMBIA'S CONTRIBUTIONS
TO THE REVENUE.

MOTION DROPPED.

The Order of the Day being called:

The Hon. Mr. Macdonald (B.C.)-
That he will call attention to the following

Statement of commerce and the revenue contri-
buted to the Dominion treasury for the year
ending June 30, 1899:

The shipping of -the two largest ports in the
Dominion are taken, Quebec and Montreal, to
show how British Columbia stands by comparl-
son. The tonnage of these two ports, with
cargo and in ballast, in British, Canadian and
foreign ships being 1,767,190 tons, and that of
five ports 4n British Columbia 1,867,604 tons,
which shows a difference ln favour of British
Columbia of 100,414 tons. The comparison of
revenue is made between Nova Scotia and Brit-
ish Columbia as being the two provinces most
similar in the natural products of the mine,
forest and sea, but the former han three times
the population of the latter:

Exports for the year ending June 30, 1899.
Nova Scotia-

Exporte ................ ............ $11,480,120
British Columbia-

Exporte ............... .............. $14,749,032
Difference in favour of British Columbia, $3,-

268,912.

Importe for the year ending June 30, 1899.
Nova Scotia-

Importe .............. ............... $7,425,140
British Columbia-

Imports ............. ................ $8,687,432
Difference in favour of British Columbia, $1,-

262,292.

Revenue from all sources for the year ending
June 30, 1899.

Nova Scotia-
Customs duties ...................... $1,350,284
Inland revenue ..................... 228,830
Post offce ........................... 309,650-
Commission, money orders .......... 11,454

$1,900,218
British Columbia-

Oustoms duties ...................... $2,111,322
Inland revenue ...................... 520,787
Post office ............................ 242,355
Commission, money orders .......... 13,048
Chinese tax ............ f............. 215,109.

$3,103,221

Difference of revenue ln favour of British Co-
lumbia as against Nova Scotia, $1,203,003.

Another evidence of progress is the value of
money orders issued ln British Columbia for
the year ending June 30, 1899, $1,633,143. Value
of money orders pald ln the same time, $754,329.

Attention is also called to the short-sighted
policy of the government, and to its unfair and'
ur.just treatment of British Columbia, a pro-
vince which contributes more than three times
per capita revenue than any province in the
Dominion, and yet no return ls made, or aid
given for publie improvements and the develop-
ment of the country, such as the opening up of
avenues of commerce, deepening and Improving
deep sea harbours and other such like works.
The component colonies of the Australian pro-
posed commonwealth stipulate that the larger
part of the commonwealth revenue collected ln
tbe different colonies shall be returned propor-
tionately to the respective colonies-a scheme to
which the North American colonies were not
alive at the time of' their federation-it would
have been a wise precaution if some of tbem
had been alive to it. The government should,
as an act of wise policy and as a matter of
justice, deal in a fair spirit with so large a re-
venue-producing province as British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Stands.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-No, dropped. The hon.
gentleman from British Columbia will not
return this session.

The motion was dropped.

IRREGULARITIES IN PAYMENT
FISHERIES BOUNTY IN P.E.I.

OF

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON rose to,

Call the attention of the Senate to irregulari-
ties and favouritism ln the payment o! fishery
bounty cheques in Prince Edward Island, and
will inquire what the government propose to do
ln the matter?

He said : It will be ln the recollection of

the House that during the last Oes8ionl of
parliament I made some inquirles with re-
gard to the distribution and payment of
fishery bounties in the province of Prince
Edward Island, more particularly in the
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Tignilsh section. Further on, this subject and Mr. Hardie, acting Deputy Minister of
engaged the attention of the Public Ac- Marine and Fisheries. On April 10, Mr.
counts Committee of the House of Commons, Gourdeau, who was in Ottawa at the time,
and I was requested by a member of that was written to by Mr. Brennan, and the
committe to furnish the Auditor General following correspondence took place :-
with the names of parties to whom, it had Tignish, P.E.I., April 10, 1900.
been alleged, cheques were given without F. Gourdoau, Esq.,
having been earned by them according to Deput inîtr Marine and Fisherles,
the requirements of the statute. That was Ottawa.
done, and it was understood, I believe, that Sir,-I desire to bring to your notice the man-
the Auditor General was to institute an In- ner in which I have been used by Mr. John
-quiry, which he is empowered to do under Davison, the fishery bounty officer, and Dr.

Wickha.i, of this place, with regard to cheques
the statute, Into the matter. I have not for bounty which I claimed. The facts are as
learned that anything of the kind was done, follows: Joseph Rielly, a fisherman who had

i filed his claïm for bounty last season, was ob-and it bas now corne to my knowledge, liged to go away, and before leaving gave me
through correspondence I have had, that an order for his cheque. This man since
Irregularities are still going on ln the pay- then died in the hospital. When Mr. Davison

came here to distribute the cheques a few days
mLent and distribution of these cheques. ago, I presented my order and was told by him
What I desire to-day more particularly to that the cheque was given to Dr. Wickham, who

. had no authority to receive the same. I have,
call the attention of the House is the par- therefore, through the collusion of those par-
tiality and favouritism exercised in the pay- ties, been deprived of this cheque, to whieh I

am honestly entitled. I want to complain gene-
ment of these cheques. I am not touching rally against John Davison and Dr. W. W. Wick-
now on the question which was before us hem ln connection wlth the distribution of bounty
last year with regard to whether these choques thîs season. I bave been caused greattrouble ln obtaining my rights ln the matter o!
cheques were fairly earned or not, but I bounty choques, and conslder, ln justice, the
am referring to the payment to the parties whoe affair should ho thoroughly Investlgated.With regard to Rielly's cheque, I still hold the
claimlng the bounties. I have same carre- ý department for it, and trust that you will see

spondence before me which seems to Indicate I obtain my just rights. As Dr. W. W. Wick-
ham seems to have charge of the bounty dis-that there was something wrong. It was a tribution, and gives and withholds cheques at

matter of complaint last year that these his pleasure without any authority whatever,
the people here are naturally very indignant.cheques, uhnauthorized by the payees, found, I may say that John Davison appears to be

their way Into the bands of a person of the only a figurehead in the matter. I make those
name of Dr. Wickham, of Tignish, and that charges fully consclous of their gravity to offi-

cors of your department, and demand the fullest
when the parties applied for their cheques investigation. My legal rights in the bounty
they were told that they were in the hands claim in question are beyond dispute.
of Dr. Wlckham, and ibey experienced a
considerable amount of difficulty in getting
them. I inquIred In the Houe whether Dr.
'Wickham was an officer of the department,
or whether he was entrusted with any du.ty
whatever Ir connectIon with the distribu-
tion of these cheques, and the answer I
recelved was that Dr. Wickham had no
official relation with the Department of
Marine and Fishertes. I find that ls still
going on, and I have some letters in my
possession, which I propose to read to the
House, to show that there is somethingI
wrong ln connection with this matter, and
that Dr. Wickham, to use the expression
which I find JP some of the letters, is run-
ning the fishery overseer, and the fishery
-overseer allows him to get possession of
cheques to which he bas no right whatever.
The correspondence Is between Mr. .Tobn
Albert Brennan, a business man of TIgnish,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Yours, &c.,
J. ALBERT BRENNAN.

Ottawa, April 24, 1900.
Sir,-In reply to your letter of the 10th inst.,

complaining that Mr. John Davison, the fishery
officer for Prince County, refused to deliver to
you the fishing bounty cheque of John Reilly,
for which you say you hold an order from the
payee, I may state that in withholding the
cheque the officer was acting in accordance with
bis instructions, which prevent him from re-
cognizing orders or asaignments of any kind in
the matter of the distribution of the bounty?

As an order conveys no authority to the per-
son to whom it is given to endorse a choque,
the department cannot recognize your claim ta
Mr. Reilly's bounty.

I am, sir, your obedient servant,
(Sgd.) JOHN HARDIE,

Acting Deputy Minister of Marine and
Fisheries.

J. Albert Brennan, Esq.,
Tignish, P.E.I.
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Tignish, P.E.I., May 3, 1900.
John Hardie, Esq.,

Acting Deputy Minister
Marine and Fisheries,

Ottawa.
Sir,-I am in receipt of your letter of 24th

Ult., No. 2370 F.B., having reference to my flah-
ing bounty cheque, not paid, as you state, in
accordance with the regulations governing the
delivery of similar cheques at this place. .I am
surprised to learn that the officer's instructions
from your department are not to deliver such
cheques on an order from the payee, as lie gross-
IY violated the same in the delivery of cheques
here. I nay say that I have received a large
naumber of cheques on orders both this season
and last, and so much has this been the rule
that every business man here received them
Under the same conditions. I do not complain
at all at this manner of their disposition, as
Under the conditions prevailing here I believe
this to be the most feasible way of delivering
cheques.

What I do strongly object to is the fact that
the cheque for which I had an order for money
advanced to a sick man on his way to the hos-
pital, and who died there, was delivered to Dr.
Wickham, who had no order or other authority
to receive the same. Another complaint I wish
to make in this connection is that I held an
order for the cheque of Mr. Laurence Gallant,
of Tignish, and this cheque was also delivered
to the aforesaid Dr. Wickhan, who had no order
and Mr. Gallant had great diffiaulty in finding
Dr. Wickham and obtaining the cheque for me.
This conduct of the official is evidently a flag-
rant violation of his instructions, as well as a
great injustice to me. In view of the fact
that the man Joseph Reilly is deceased. and I
am the legally authorized person to receive the
cheque in question, I must ask the department
to forward me the amount. If you do not deem
the above sufficient, I request an investigation
by a responsible officer of the departinent, when
I Will substantiate ail the statements herein
Made.

In this connection, I would suggest that Mr.
A. Lord, agent of the department at Charlotte-
town, be appointed to investigate the matter.

I am, yours truly,
J. ALBERT BRENNAN.

at its contents. la reply to my letter of 3rd
instant, you say that the order received by me
froim Joseph Reilly, since deceased, is not valid,
and the departinent will not deliver me his
bounty cheque. If my order is not valid, how
can the department justify the handing over of
this cheque to W. W. WIckham, who had no
order from Joseph Reilly, or authority of any
kind to receive it. As the legal representative

1 of Joseph Reilly, I claim that I am entitled to
his flshing bounty cheque for season of 1899,
and before relinquishing my rights, I intend
having the matter fulIy investigated. In my last
letter to you, I cliarged John Davison with hav-
ing paid this saie W. W. Wickham several
cheques without authority, and that the parties
entitied to thein had great difficulty in obtain-
iig the saine. It appears to me to be out-
rageous that the departmuent should attempt to
shield one of its officers ln conduct of this kind.
If, as you say, my order is not valid, how do
you justify your officer in delivering cheques on
similar orders, and as I nave shown above, even
delivering the cheques to W. W. Wickham
without an crder or authority of any kind. I
have again to ask that you order an investiga-
tion into this matter by an impartial man, and
see that justice is done. As a citizen of Can-
ada doing business here, I claim this as a right,
and trust the department will see that my claim
is paid.

I am, yours truly,
J. ALBERT BRENNAN.

Now, I aum not going to discusa the pro-
priety of the instructions which, as alleged
in these letters of the Deputy Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, bave been issued for-
bidding the overseer Davison to pay checks
on the order of the payee, but what I wish to
call the attention of members of the govern-
ment and of this House to Is this, the favour-
itism that seems to prevail, that these In-
structions whiclh the deputy minister says
have been given to this fishery officer, and 1
suppose to all fishery offleers, are being vio-
lated by Mr. Davison, who not only violates
Sthem, but goes furtker and deilvers checks to

Ottawa, May 14, 1900. men ww have no orders for them at ail, and
Sir,-I am to acknowledge the receipt of your the parties who are entitled ta them haveletter of the 3rd inst., in which you ask to be great diffieuîty ln getting them out of his

Daid the amount of James Reilly's fishing bounty
for 1899, for which you hold an order from the hands. In the case of the man who Is dead,Payee. an to whom this kindly act was done by

In reply I have to state that as the orderhas no legal validity, the department cannot
comply with your request. ship and wrong. 0f course, If this mar

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Reilly. hefore he died, had given Dr. Wick-
(Sgd.) JOHN HARDIE, ham an order aiso, as well as an order ta

Acting Deputy Minister Marine and
Fisheries. Mr. Brennan, It would have been a matter

J. Albert Brennan, af choice, or ot the first presentation, but
Tignish, P.E.I. It appears the departient does nit bld this

Tigish P..I. Ma 26 190. check, it having been given by tliem to Dr.
Tignis, P.E.I., May 26, 1900.alleged ere, had

John Hardie, Esq.,
Ating Deputy Minister r

Marine and Fisheries, struet the officer fot ta give those checks
Ottawa.

Sir,-I beg to acknowledgé receipt of your let-ter Of 14th inst., No. 2379 F.B., and am surprimed 1who lad earned the money. Ths matter l ,
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I might say, creating a good deal of dis-
satisfaction ln that part of the province, and
is ail the more likely to do so from the
fact that Dr. Wickham bas made himself
notorlous in conenction with the Pineau,
matter, as will be apparent to this
House when the whole subject le laid before
it, as it will be before long. It would seem
that Dr. Wickham bas got what they call
a ' pull' and can get fishermen's checks and
orders and the delivery of those checks is
decllned to the business man who kindly
advanced the money to a sick man going to
the hospital, and though he holds the order
of this man for the cheque, It bas not been
given to him, but given to a man who bad no
authority to recelve it, and who received
It in violation of the Instructions which the
deputy minister says have been issued to
him not to deliver cheques on orders.

Hon. Mr. PRiMROSE-Does Dr. Wickham
hold any offielal position?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The answer I re-
celved last session was that he held no offi-
cial position whatever In the department,
ln the distribution of bounty checks or fish-
ery business.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It will be noticed that
while my hon. friend says that the agent
of the Fishery Department, Mr. Davison,
handed over certain cheques to Dr. Wick-
ham, he does not say that Dr. WIckham
held those cheques as owner, and that he re-
celved payinent thereof. The hon. member
does not allege that 16r. Wickham was paid
the amount of money to which the payee
of the cheque was entitled, so it is impossible
to say from what the hon. member has
stated whether Dr. Wlckham was simply
acting as an agent of Mr. Davidson, or
whether he was acting as the owner of the
cheque. That information the hon. gentle-
man bas not gîven, and so it is impossible
for me to infer from what he said what Dr.
Wickham's position in respect to the matter
may have been; but hon. gentlemen will
understand right well that where cheques are
issued to fishermen, the department may find
It necessary to make a regulation that they
would pay only directly to the party entitled
to receive the money, and that they would
not pay upon his order to any other person
whatever. Because that system, I belleve,
was Introduced at a very early period by

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

the department with respect to these
cheques. It did not originate with the
present Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
as I understand, but was the practice of
the department before he became minister.
With regard to this matter, I may say the
Department of Marine and Fisheries bas re-
ceived no complaints of irregularities and
favouritism in the distribution of bounty
cheques in Prince Edward Island, exept in
one case, where a man named Albert J.
Brennan of Tignish-I suppose that Is the
party ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Albert J. Brennan, of
Tignisb, a merchant, complained becatse the
fishery officer would not give him a certain
fisherman's cheque on an order from the
payee. The bounty officers are not author-
ized to accept orders for cheques. They are
not recognized by the department, but are
speciailly charged to deliver the cheques to
the claimants. This cannot always be done
by the officer personally, as fishermen are
often absent when the distribution is made.
In such case, it is usual to hand the cheques
to third parties ln the neighbourhood, chosen
by the officer, to deliver them personally
to those entitled to receive them. The doc-
tor, to whom the hon. gentleman bas re-
ferred, seems to be a party of this class.
He Is acting as agent for Mr. Davison, and
holds the cheques to be handed over to the
person entitled to recelve them, and to no
one else. It is perfectly clear what the
practice of the department is, and it Is per-
fectly clear, also why that practice was
adopted almost from the beginning. It was
to prevent a fisherman selling out, for a
mere bagatelle, his interest, whatever it
might be, and to see, as the bounty was a
bounty under the law to the fisherman held
enti.tled to receive it, that the money which
that law intended to give him should be
money paid Into bis own hands. That, I
understand, ls the policy, and always bas
been the policy of the department, and I
think it is a policy whIch will commend It-
self to bon. gentlemen. I understand from
the statement made by the bon. gentleman
that there is no other complaint and none
seeins to have reached the department from
Prince Edward Island except this one. That
is the complaint of. Mr. Brennan, and so
far as Dr. Wickham Is concerned, It Is per-
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fectly obvious, I think, to every hon. gentle-
man present in what capacity he received
these cheques. Not as a person entitled to
receive them, but as a person whom the
agent of the government could trust to hand
the choques to those entitled to receive them
in the locality, and as they state here, be-
cause the fisherman may be away at sea
at the time the agent was present.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I do not think the
explanation given by the hon. Minister of
Jrstice Is- very satlefactory to this House,
and I do not thInk it will be satisfactory
to -the country. As hon. gentleman well
know, fishermen, as a class, are poor people,
and we know that medical men, as a class,
give their services to every individual In the
community whether they can pay for their
services or not, a very commendable prae-
tise. No matter how poor an individual
may be, when he requires the services of
a doctor he can always obtain such services,
and no doubt a number of these fishermen
are indebted to Dr. Wickham, as they are
to other parties, and It Is giving to Dr.
Wickham an unfair advantage to place these
bounty cheques in his hands, althouglh he Is
not authorized to endorse the names of the
payees on them. Yet he holds these cheques
and he goes to the debtor and says : ' Here
is your bounty cheque. You owe me a great
deal more than this and I want you to
endorse this cheque over to me.' This is the
Position Dr. Wickham le placing the fisher-
Men in that locality.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What the hon. gentle-
man suggests Is contrary to the rule laid
down, and unless the hon. gentleman le
sPeaking from his own personal knowledge
that this has been done, I thInk he should

11ot make the statement.

Hon. Mr. PROWSB -It Is a very fair infer-
ence to draw from the statements already
m-ade to the House. Dr. Wickham has no
More right to these bounty cheques than I
have. A gentleman Is employed to do that
very work, and why did he not hold the
cheques tli the fishermen came for them ?
Are the fishermen so 3verburdened with
Money that they wlIl not spare the time to
go to the dispenser of choques and collect
their own money ? I see it Is rather a sore
'sot for the hon. Minister of Justice. He
does not wish to hear the argument on this
Point. It is an unfair position for Dr. Wlck-
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ham to be placed in. It is giving him an
advantage that he has no right to have over
other creditors in that locality. Here ls a
man by the name of Gallant. His bounty
cheque was given to him after much diffi-
culty. After Mr. Brennan had the order for
the cheque, he could not get it from the(
officer. It was no good to Dr. Wickham
until Gallant endorsed it, but as soon
as Gallant endorsed it, the cheque be-
came the property of Dr. Wickham. If
the department want Dr. Wickham to do
the work, employ and pay him. but when
they have another individual employed, I
think they should not allow any man to
have such an undue advantage as Dr. Wick-
ham has in these cases. Let the officer hold
these cheques untl the parties come for
them. In this case, the party to whom the
cheque was issued Is dead. Who has any
right to it ? What right has Dr. Wickham
to it ? The only party who has any right to
the choque is the one who holds the order
for it. I consider the legitimate owner, and
the matter should lie between him and the
heIrs of the party to whom it was issued.
These are the parties who have the right
to that cheque and not Dr. Wickham, and
the sooner the official Wn that locality is in-
structed to stop the practise complained of,
the better It will be for the government and
the country at large.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There Is a practical
difficulty in doing what the hon. gentleman
ni om Murray Harbour suggests. The gov-
ernment bave not fishery bounty officers for
every settlement. There is one officer who
takes charge of a certain number of settle-
ments. at least that is the practice in Nova
Scotia-and he goes round and distributes
the cheques to all the fishermen he can find
at home who are entitled to cheques; and If
there happen to be two or three fishermen
absent, it is the most natural thing lu the
world that he should hand their cheques
over to some reliable person to be by him
handed to the fishermen when they rturn.
The government officer cannet be continutllY
running around and accumulating travelling
charges against the government. As a mat-
ter of practical business, the way in whiclh
the thing Is done is the best and cheapest
and most expeditious way.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I should like to ask
my lon. friend from Marshfield whether
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this doctor is guilty of offensive partisan-
shi on th ri ht sidA

Hlion. Mr. FERGUSON-I think this House

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have been speaJK-
ing of what Mr. Brennan says. that this has
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l e g .Yw e qu te saisfeu before very long Luat

lin. Mr. FERGUSON-I cannot hearý that gentleman Is not at all above using
Hon.Mr. ERGSON- canot earthese cheques for political purposes, or anywhat the hon. gentleman says. Dr. Wick- other purpose that may strike him.

ham and Mr. Brennan live in the same vil-
lage, which is the centre, no doubt, for dis- lon. Mr. MILLS-I think lon. gentlemen
tribution for that part of the country, the wili see that the explanation given, accounts
railway terminus at TIgnisb, and It would for the actual position of thlngs, and that my
be quite as convenient to pass this cheque hon. frlend's observations were mere surmIse,
to Mr. Brennan as to give it to Dr. Wick- as are the Observations of the hon. gentle-
ham, and the fact of Mr. Rellly being dead man froi Prince Edward Island who fol-
would have been well ascertained. I cannot lowed in the saie Une. The etatement lere
conceive for the life of me. in a case where placed In my hands by the officers of the
the payee is dead, why this cheque should departient is a statement showiug that the
be handled to Dr. Wiekham. The fact of rule-and thiat mile Is followe--s tha~t the
bis death was distinetly known at the tune, cheqie Is on y paLd-the bion. gentleman
and why this cheque blonging te a dead î silkes his head, but h ee bas account
maz should be lianded to Dr. Wihkman in .tida of eviaence to the contraiy-the
any capacity, whether as creditor uf a dead c(aqus e is oely paid Io Le party to whon
mam's estate, without an order, or as i os anc eot to any one else. The
agent of Mr. Davison, I cannot un- 'ule was a opted the ve day after these
derstand. But I want to direct the choques liean to be ssued, for the purpose
attention of hon. gentlemen to the fact of reventing theam passing into the hands
that Mr. Brennan, in his correspondence, of parties who have paid next to nothing
states that a large number of the cheques for the n. it la ot intendd that a n bote
are paid to parties holding orders-that that keeper for instance, should receive a Cheque
is the practise whieh prevails, and that he for a treat at the bar, but that the payee
himself eand others doing busine there: should be pald the face value ofe ee heque.
acquired theM in that way. They get the Then, furtber than that, the hon. gentleman
order and the cheque is delivered to the refers to Dr. Wlekhau. I have ponted out
on that order, and although they cannot en- to the f f ouse that Dr. Wickham simply act-
dorse it, when their customer or friend or! ed as agent for Mr. Davison, and was only
whoever It may be cones In, the transac- given the heques to hand to the fishermen
tion la completag The payee endorses the in that locality when they happened to be
areque and It s settled. But it appears that absent froin home at the time of bis vist.
this rule ra not one which ils f general ap- Tra trwhat ta done. Dr. Wickham lyas
plicationd: that es. that the cheque is ot fot been reeiving these cheques as pay-
to be paid on order, for Mr. Brennan states men ofurthetnh, to hln. ge hon
destncty-and I May say lie la a bighly gentleman suggested that, but he does not
reputable business man and makes th s say ihe knows of anything of the sort, and,
statement again ad again In hi letters to on the contrary, he admits that he does sot
the delPartmeint-that the practise bas been know, and whe he des ot know, he
there t h deliver the ch eqques on orders. s ould not have made a suggestion of tat
As to whetber Dr. Wlckham is acting as sot hntehn etea poie
agent for Mr. Davison, or wbether he Is who bas brought this motion forward, eald
tringte colleet bis own due or not, s have that Ia. Brennan had recelved cheques be-
no personal knowiedge. It inay be that be fore, that had been endorsed to hlm. If the
is acting anaaent for the fishery officer, bon. gentleman Is tpeaking of bis own per-
but I mlst say t mat If he la so acting that sohal knowledge, I nust acept bh sotate-
a great deal u a feeling is entertained in t hat ment, but I do aot understand that h e 1
part e the couhtry On ac ount of these so speaking. He la speaksng of what has
cneques being handed over to the han who been told ham.
ls a very active political partisan.
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been the practice with himself and other
business men.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If that was done, the
man would have been paid. I apprehend
when the hon. gentleman pronounces the
name Brennan, accenting the last syllable,
that he is not acquainted with him, be-
cause he would not pronounce an Irishman's
name in that way. I did not understand,
from any papers which the hon. gentle-
man read, that Dr. Wickham had received
these cheques in payment of any money due
to himself.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Brennan's state-
ment is that an exception was made against
hlim in the case, and the practice hies been
to pay these cheques on orders, and he calls
the attention of the department to It, and
informs the department that he will prove
these statemens If they will only send Mr.
Lord up there. My hon. friend says that I
have no knowledge of the man on account
Of the way I pronounce his name. In pro-
flouncing Mr. Brennan's name, the accent Is
OL the last syllable, and that is the -way it
is pronounced in that part of Prince Edward
Island. where the people know as much
about Irish names as the bon. member for
Bothwell.

SCHOMBERG AND AURORA RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-A Bill from
the House of Commons, respecting the
Sclomberg and Aurora Railway Company,
was dropped from the Orders of the Day on
Priday last. The hon. Mr. Lougheed, In my
absence, asked for the discharge of the Bill
from the Order paper, and for some reason
It Was struck out. I would ask the leader
Of the House to allow me to restore it to the
Orders of the Day. It was done through
an error of some sort. I therefore move :

That Bill (94) An Act respecting the Schom-
berg and Aurora Ry. Co., discharged from the
Orders Of the Day, on Friday last, be restored
to the Orders of the Day and read the second
time presently.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-My hon. friend
from Brandon Is a little In error as far as
this Bill Is concerned. On Thursday last
the hon. gentleman from Calgary (Hon. Mr.
Lougheed) moved the second reading of this
Bill. I asked him to explain the Bit and,
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not being able to do so then, he put It on the
Orders of the Day for Friday. On Frlday
he was not able to explain it, and he dropped
the Bill. Some members said 'dropped '
and he said 'dropped' also. I have no ob-
jection to the Bill going on the Orders of
the Day again, but let is do It regularly.
The hon. gentleman can give notice of
motion for second reading to-morrow. I
do not know by what authority it can be
put In the Orders again, after the Bili as
been dropped. When it comes up we niay
find something strange about it waicii will
require an explanation, which I hope my
hon. friend will be able to give.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I have no ob-
jection to my motion standing as a notice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The proper form of
notice would be that the order of Friday be
rescinded, and that the order be restored to
the paper.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I do not un-
derstand on what authority the Bill has
been struck off the Order Daper.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-A custom has pre-
vailed to a certain extent, and become more
general than It ought, of Bills coming up
from the House of Commons without In-
structions to any one in this Chamber. A
Bill appears on our Order paper in some per-
son's name, there are no Instructions about
it. That was the case with the hon. gentle-
man from Calgary, in whose name this par-
ticular Bill appeared. He said lie knew
nothing about it. No one from the House of
Commons had given him any information,
and we thought it desirable that, a lesson
should be administered to those having
charge of Bills, and so this Bill was dropped.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I remember dis-
tlnctly how this happened. The hon. gen-
tleman from Calgary had charge of the
Bill, and he deferred consideration of It,
owing to a request of the hon. gentleman
from Monck for an explanation. It was
left over more than once walting for some
one Interested in the Bill to give the neces-
sary Information. When it came up once
more on Friday, he was still not supplied
with any Information that he could present
to the House, and he moved that the Order
of the Day be discharged, and the order was
discharged accordingly. It lad, therefore,
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no right to appear again, and I do not know
how It was printed in the orders to-day,
because it had no right to appear again.

Hou. Mir. POWER-In the first place the
Bill was Improperly placed in charge of the
hon. gentleman from Calgary. It should
have been placed in charge of the hon. gen-
tleman from Brandon. The statement made
by the hon. gentleman from Marshfleld is
substantially correct ; but I might say that
I took occasion, when the hon. gentleman
from Calgary spoke of having the order
discharged, to suggest that a better way
would be to let It stand until to-day, and
then we might have further information.
Notwithstanding that, the hon. gentleman
from Calgary moved that the order be dis-
charged. The course indicated by the hon.
gentleman from Monck Is, I think, the
strictly regular one. The hon. gentleman
from Brandon gives notice now, that lie will
move that the motion for the second reading
be placed on the Order paper.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He should also move
that the motion to discharge the order be
rescinded. There should be a clear day's
notice.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I understand that
when an order is discharged It means that
It Is laid on the Table and can be taken
up at any time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The motion was that
the Bill be discharged from the Orders of
the Day.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I remember dis-
tictly what was said. The hon. gentleman
from Calgary said 'dropped' and the Bill
was dropped. What I want to know is how
the clerk put that order on the paper as
appearing in the name of the hon. gentleman
from Brandon? How are you going to keep
our proceedings right If members of this
House can go to the clerk and get things
changed to suit themselves? I am surprised
to see this order on the paper again. Had
the hon. member from Calgary said at the
time 'I am not ready to go on with this to-
day; let it be put on the Orders of the Day
for Monday in charge of the hon. member
from Brandon.' That is what he should
have done. But now. without knowing
anything about it, the Bill is transferred
from the hon. gentleman from Calgary to

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

the hon. gentleman from Brandon, without
anything appearing in the minutes or de-
bates about it all. I do not make It my
business to keep the proceedings of the
Senate straight. There are others here to
do that. It is the duty of somebody to
see that our proceedings are correct. I call
on the Minister of Justice and the leader of
the opposition to see that it is done ; other-
wise there will be a nice grist of lawsuits in
the courts of this country.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I do not know
whether the hon. gentleman referred to me
as having gone to the clerk to get this
notice changed. I never spoke to him at ail.

Hon.' Mr. McCALLUM--I entirely ex-
onerate the hon. gentleman from any charge
of the kind. It never entered my mind. It
was either a mistake or an afterthought of
somebody who put it on the Order paper, or
direct the clerk to do so.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I withdraw
my motion, and give notice of motion in-
stead.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (120) 'An Act to incorporate the Ot-
tawa, Brockville and St. Lawrence Railway
Company.'-(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (150) ' An Act respecting the Salisbury
and Harvey Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Power.)

GRAIN INSPECTION IN MANITOBA
DISTRICT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (141) 'An Act
respecting the grain trade in the inspection
district of Manitoba.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When the committee
rose the other day we had passed clause 37
of the Bill, and I had submitted an amend-
ment which I read to the House, and which
is now on the Order parer. I now propose
asking the approval of the House to the
amendments with a very slight change. I
drew the attention of hon. gentlemen to the
fact that it was on evidence before the com-
mission that was called on to investigate
this matter, that a very serious grievance
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existed In the North-west, in consequence of
the general belief that the farmer vas
docked for a larger amount of grain than
was fair and reasonable, and evidence was
afforded that there was an overage in the
elevators which meant a surplus which
should not be there, and was due to over-
dockage. I said that was obviated in the
adjoining states of Minnesota and Dakota
by the country elevators not -being allowed to
clean the grain, but sending It on to the
terminal elevators-that they were not allow-
ed to ship out grain to any quarter what-
ever but the terminal elevator, in order that
there might be a check against the dockage
charged to the farmer, and in that way there
was no inducement for the country elevator
owner or his employee to dock a farmer un-
fairly. It would be detected at once, if he
did so, because daily and weekly returns
were made from the country elevators to the
terminal elevator. It was suggested that
the proposed amendments Involve a depar-
ture from the general rule which applied
to contracts between buyer and seller. I
submit they do not. In all business trans-
actions there is nothing the law is so jealous
about as the care that there shall be no
false weights or improper measurements.
We appoint inspectors of weights and mea-
sures, whose duty it is to inspect the
weights. We know at the public market
there are regular inspectors, whose duty it
Is to see that weights are correct. The
conditions that I refer to in the North-west
are entirely dissimilar from those that pre-
vail in all other parts of Canada. In very
many Instances the farmer has only one
place to take his grain. He takes it to the
Country elevator, and Is entirely dependent
on the fair play he gets from that particular
elevator. Although I throw out no Insinua-
tions against the owners of elevators, the
evidence is very strong, that in the minds of
the farmers there is an impression that they
are flot fairly dealt with. The proposition
that I made to the House was, that in all
elevators already provided with cleaning ap-
paratus, the grain should be cleaned, and
the usual certificate given of the weight of
the grain and of the cleanings. It was not
an unreasonable proposition. My proposi-
tion was larger in the first Instance, but in
deference to the strong objection which
Were urged, I consented to remove other

features that I thought were reasonable and
proper. One was that in future all new
elevators built should be provided with
cleaning apparatus. When the Canadian
Pacifie Railway first encouraged the building
of elevators, they required that they should
all be provided with cleaning apparatus.
This has been departed from. Why ? Why
were elevators allowed to be erected after-
wards without any provision for the clean-
ing of grain ? No one can say for one
moment that It was a departure that was
fair or reasonable, and I ask now that the
provisions of which I have given notice
shall apply only to those elevators that are
already provided with eleaning apparatus.
The amendments which I submit read in
this way :

That the following be added to clause 37:
'37. (a) It shall be the duty of the owner,

lessee or manager of every elevator now equip-
ped with grain cleaners to clean the grain be-
fore it is weighed, when so requested to do.

' (b) Persons interested In the weighing of any
grain at country elevators shall have free accesis
to the scales while such grain la being welghed.
The net weight of the grain so cleaned shall
be specified on the face of the certificate given
the seller by the purchaser.

' (c) The proprietor, lessee or manager of any
elevator failing to comply with the provisions
of this section shall be guilty of an offence under
the Act.'

It may not be necessary In all cases to
clean grain. If the farmer agrees to estimate
the quantity of clean grain it may be satis-
factory, and the elevator man would not be
forced to clean the grain. Hon. gentlemen
must recollect that the grain is always clean-
ed at the elevators where they have the
cleaning apparatus, but they say ' we prefer
to clean It at Our leisure.' This amendment
does not require the elevator man to clean
the grain unless it is asked for by the farmer.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Is this the amend-
ment discussed last FrIday ?

Hon. Mr. 'SCOTT-Yes. I have added
words to provide that the screenings shall
be weighed.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The reasons assigned
for the Introduction of. this Bill are those
given by the Secretary of State, that ls,
that there was an impression among the
sellers of wheat that they were not getting
justice from the elevator men In all cases.
I think the agitation for building warehouses
and loading on cars was started where I live,



at Portage la Prairie, were the Farmers' be ready to receive grain from any shipper at
Institute took this matter up, and passed any time at all reasonable hours, and pass
resolutions, copies of which were sent to it through that elevator, clean it and load
all farmers' institutes throughout the pro- it on cars at 1½ cents per bushel. The com-
vinces and the North-west Territories. The mission which investigated this wbole matter
resolutions were adopted by the farmers' was composed of probably the best men that
institute, and I believe were the cause of the could be selected in Manitoba or the Ter-
government taking up this question and ap- ritories-three farmers, ana at the head of
pointing a committee of investigation. The the commission was Judge Senkler, who
farmers never asked that cleaning machines devoted his energies to his work to such an
be placed in elevators. In fact, their re- extent that I have no doubt it led to the fatal
solutions are that farmers be allowed to termination of his career. He sat up long
load from flat warehouses. The hon. gentle- hours and travelled long hours on freight
man is submitting changes to this Bill as it trains to meet people in Manitoba and the
came from the House of Commons which, North-west Territories, and in the report of
to my mind, are not workable. I have no this committee they do not suggest what is
particular objections to the amendment proposed to-day by the hon. gentleman in
which he proposed the other day, that Is that charge of this Bill. In fact, they propose the
all elevators that have cleaning machinery contrary. They say they find it is impossible
should be required to clean the grain, if so to run the standard elevators in Manitoba
requested by the seller, but in addition to without having them filled twice or three
that, he has suggested to the hon. gentle- times during the season. They find in their
man from Assinibola (Hon. Mr. Perley) that investigation that it is hardly possible to find
he is at liberty to move an amendment which an elevator man who makes it pay without
he does not care to move himself, and the having to buy the grain. There is one thing
hon. gentleman told us how grain is handled we have to remember, that by putting re-
In Minnesota and Dakota. The hon. gentle- str-.ctlons on the erection of elevators in
man showed that the grain is not cleaned at Manitoba and the North-west Territories, we
the elevators in Minnesota, but sent to the are doing what the people there do not want
terminal elevators. He also states that one us to do. The people there want more stor-
provision that was made when elevators age capacity and more competition. I should
were first built in Manitoba, was, that they like to remind the House that in Manitoba
should have cleaning apparatus. Now, that there are only about haif the railways where
was a regulation made by the Canadian any elevator monopoly ever existed. The
Pacific Railway, because they thought it whole system of the Northern Pacifie Rail-
was in the interests of the trade that grain way was assisted by the province of Manl-
should cleaned before being shipped. At toba. The Manitoba North-western was as-
that time they charged a quarter of a cent sisted, and there Is not a mile of those roads
per bushel for cleaning grain. In Duluth it where there is any elevator monopoly. At all
was cleaned for nothing. The Canadian times, the people have the right, on the
Pacific Railway within the last year or two agreement of the Manitoba government
have cleaned the grain for nothing. It Is with the Northern Pacific, with the Canadian
contended that the cost of freight on dIrt to Northern, and further than that, with the
Fort William would not pay for the cleaning extensions of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
at country elevators. The agitation was to Where they assisted the extensions, they are
be enabled to load the wheat from flat ware- required to allow people to load their own
houses, without paying a charge for cleaning grain on cars. No elevator monopoly exists
wheat at the standard elevators. The Mani- at all of fiat warehouses or anything of the
toba legislature took this matter up. The kind. In faet, they provide there that people
railway men were there, and representatives can load without using any elevator. That
of the Farmers' Intitutes, and It was shown is taken advantage of. On the Northernl
there-and ths Bill prov'ides exactly for the Pacific Railway there are no cleaners In the
conditions-that when they gave a company elevators, or very few, because the grain Is
permission to build an elevator of a certain taken in at country elevators and cleaned at
,capacity with cleaning machinery, they must terminal elevators. That is the practice that

Hon. Mr. WA'TON.
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prevails in Minnesota. That regulation also
prevails along the Northern Pacifie line
ta Manitoba. It is cleaned at West
Lynn. the same as grain is cleaned at
Fort William and Winnipeg, where the Great
Northern Elevator Company have erected a
place to clean grain. It must be understood,
nlotwithstanding the statement made by the
hon. Secretary of State the other day, that
he thought it cost only $150 for cleaning
machinery, that it will cost any man who
Puts cleaning machinery ln at least $1,200.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I said that the machine
cost $150 F.O.B. car at Brantford.

lon. Mr. WATSON-How much does it
COst to get it into position ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It costs something, of
course.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I am not interested
in the elevator business, but I know what it
costs to put in cleaning machinery. I know
Something of whbat I am talking about, and
I know what it will cost to fit up an
elevator for the purpose of cleaning
grain as fast as it is received-because you
have to do that, and you have to put ln large
machines to clean the grain. You cannot
keep people waiting round until you clean
the grain, and I know it will cost about
$1,200 to put in cleaning machinery. The
hon. gentleman has struck out the pro-
vision requiring that, but he says that the
hon. gentleman from Assinibola (Hon. Mr.
Perley) can move it. The lion. gentleman
iS incorporating an amendment which was
suggested the other day, to give the weight
Of the screenings: I say that is Impossible.

lion. Mr. MILLS-That is struck out.

lion. Mr. WATSON-I understood the
Sec.reta.ry of State to say that it is in.

Hion. M\r. SCOTT-I submit the amendment
as it is printed. I thought, myself, that the
screenings should be weighed, but I am told
that a large part of the lighter grain is
blown away.

lion. Mr. WATSON-That is better. I am
el dr

was a matter referred to the other day in
this House. was with regard to the disposal
of the screenings.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Let us deal with this
amendment first. That does not bear on the
question at all.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-With that portion
struck out, I will state what we want in
Manitoba, and the North-west Territories ;
it is the additional facilities for the purpose
of enabling the farmers of Manitoba and the
North-west to dispose of their grain as they
see fit through the flat warehouse or on cars.
To do that, you must encourage the con-
struction of elevators and warehouses. If
you are going to require every elevator man
to put cleaning machines in, or anything on
that Une, you are going to stop the milling
companies at least from erecting elevators
and warehouses. The best evidence I have
to offer this House is the experience of
elevators which have cleaners. The Lake
of the Woods Milling Company have no
cleaning apparatus, and they are able to
get their grain without it being cleaned be-
fore It is welghed, which is an evidence of
the farmer being satisfied to sell to elevators
and flat warehouses without the grain being
cleaned. That is the practice all over Mani-
toba and the North-west Territories. And
this cleaning machine has not been asked
for by any persons that I am aware of tlat
are farmers. I have not seen all the evidence
subnitted to the commissioners, but I know
in their report they do not suggest it, and
the commissioners are very respectable
farmers of Manitoba who have given special
attention to the matters which came before
them. and ln their report, after hearIng all
the evidence, they do not suggest any pro-
vision for the cleaning of grain before it is
weiglied.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-If I recollect correctly,
on Friday when we adjourned, the hon.
Secretary of State had moved a certain
amendment, and the hon. gentleman from
Wolseley had moved an amendment. If I
understand the rules correctly, the question
is on the amendment to the amendment.

&Menn. gentleman has dropped it, be-
cause in cleaning grain they put as much Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
suction on the machines as the grain will from Wolseley las fot moved anY amend-
Stand, and there are probably one or two aent to the ameadment. If he moves an
Pounds to the bushel blown outside alto- amendaient. it wlll be a substantive motion.
gether. Another suggestion made, and it i gave notive of an amendaient on Friday,
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and that is the only amendment before the
House.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-1 have a distinct re-
collection that the hon. gentleman from
Wolseley moved that cleaners be placed In
all elevators.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That Is not before the
House. It is an independent question. It
does not bear on this amendment, and it
was withdrawn by the hon. senator.

Hon. Mr. PERLEV-I propose to move
an amendment or an additional clause to
the Bill, as follows :

That ail elevators hereafter built shall be so
furnished with grain cleaners as to clean all
grain offered for sale or storage before it is
weighed.

I say now, having passed the first motion
that all the elevators in the country that are
furnished with cleaners, shall clean grain
before it Is weighed, it would be a monstrous
thing to give liberty to other people to comle
ln and build elevators and not put cleaners
In them. The Canadian Pacific Railway
compels all parties building elevators on
their line in the North-west Territories to
put cleaners ln them, and the only question
is whether they shall clean the grain be-
fore or after It Is wéighed. I have listened
to the hon. gentleman from Marquette (Hon.
Mr. Watson) and I take exception to a great
deal that he has said. There Is nothing in
the amendment to say the grain shall be
c:eaned before it is weighed. There Is noth-
ing unfair a;bout it. I take my grain to the
elevator, and I want them to clean It before
they weigh it. Why should we not compel
the man who builds an elevator next month
to do the saine as the people who have
elevators at the present time are compelled
to do ? These men. I admit, will have to
go to some little expense, but not one-
fifteenth part of what the hon. gentleman
says. You must have the power in any
case. It is absurd to talk such bosh to Intel-
ligent men as we have heard to-day. When
you have the power to !lean the grain after
it is weîghed. you have the power to clean
it before it is weighed. You have imposed
upon them the duty to clean the grain be-
fore it is weighed. It would be an unfair
thing to say that the man who is going to
build an elevator next week should not do
the same as the present elevator men have
to do. They will have to make some little

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

change in their machinery to clean the grain
before they weigh, instead of after they
weigh. To the man who is going to bulld
an elevator, it would be no additional ex-
pense at all. He would put it in first. It
would be a most unrighteous act to the
men who are compelled to clean the grain
before it is weighed, to say that you are
going to allow these other men to clean the
grain after it is weighed. Any man with
an ounce of intelligence would see the in-
justice of saying to the man who is building
an elevator : 'You need not clean the grain
before it Is weighed.' I am not going to
undertake to argue the question. It does
not require arguing. I will answer the hon.
gentleman's argument later on. I will sub-
mit this amendment and no senator who re-
spects himself, can vote against It after
having voted for the other clause.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is some doubt in
the opinion of the Chairman whether the
proposai I made to adopt clauses a, b and c,
was adopted.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-A was carried, but
b and c were not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I move the adoption
of sub-clause b.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I move in amend-
ment-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman's
motion does not relate to this amendment.
It would be better to deal with the one ques-
tion, which is entire ln itself-to deal with
elevators already equipped.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Do I understand the
hon. Secretary of State to say that the pro-
posed subsections a, b and c are before the
House ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, I read them. There
Is no use ln carrying a unless we carry b
and c.

I-Ion. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman,
from Wolseley does not propose an amend-
ment to the motion made by the hon. Secre-
tary of -State, and the correct course Is to let
the hon. Seeretary of State finish with this
particular clause. He has passed one para-
graph, and there are two others to pass, and
the hon. gentleman from Wolseley can move
to insert an additional clause in the Bill.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think the hon.
gentleman's amendment must come In after
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subsection a, the one that lias been passed,
because if it comes i later, I doubt whether
paragraph c would regulate it or not, be-
eause these regulations should apply to
elevators under my hon. friend's amend-
ment as well as to the others ; otherwise you
will have to bring the elevators that are
equipped with the cleaners under b and c.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Not at ail. That is
purely independent. I read to the House
the three amendments, and I have suggested
a change 'in b, and the hon. gentleman
spoke on the subject. I stated that I was
prepared to allow the amendment to go as
it appeared on the Order paper, not making
any addition to It wvhatever. I struck out
the words that referred to the cleanings.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My point is that
these regulations provided in b and c must
apply equally to the amendment of my hon.
friend as to section a. The hon. gentle-
wan's amendment which has been adopted,
subsection a, of clause 37, reads as follows :

37. (a) It shall be the duty of the owner, lessee
or manager of every elevator now equipped with
grain cleaners to clean the grain before it la
N eighed, when so requested to do.

My hon. friend proposes an amendment
which providcs that ail elevators now equip-
ped with grain cleaners shall clean the grain
before weighing It. He wishes to go further
and say that all new elevators shall do it.
Then comes b and c which govern both.
Therefore the place for my hon. friend's
armendment is after 37a in order that b and c
i:ay regulate operations over both classes
Of elevators, those which have cleaning
apparatus already in them, and those which
mUay be built in future. I thlnk my hon.
friend is right in asking that his amendment
Should be put in after the other.

Hou. Mr. MILLS-If it is put in, it should
be put in in this way :

37. (a) It shall be the duty of the owner, lessee
or manager of every elevator now equipped with
grain cleaners to clean the grain before it la
weighed, when so requested to do.

Then to provide for the erection of future
elevator. But I think the House should
consider very carefully before they adopt
a motion of this sort.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Is this the proper
place to put it ?

Hu. Mfr. MILLS-It may be put in there.
but I c:ll attention to the tact that the peo-

ple are asking for liberty to erect certain
w arehouses. Provision is being made for
that. They are not in the flat warehouses
undertaking to make provision for the
cleaning of the grain. They are not doing
that. My hon. friend is undertaking to li-
pose upon parties who are investing their
noney in warehouses, and who are erecting
them for their own purposes and what they
can make out of the capital they so invest
while at the same time accommodating the
public-he is requiring them to do what the
farmers who erect the flat warehouses are
not going to do for themselves. This should
be borne in mind, in order that a warehouse
may give a return for the money invested
in it, a considerable amount of grain must
pass through that warehouse every year.
The warehouse is not large, and to fill the
w arehouse once would not begin to pay even
a moderate rate of interest upon the capital
that is invested in it. Now, what is to be
the effect if you go to work and provide
that every warehouse erected in the coun-
try-for that would apply to the warehouses
that the farmers are seeking to erect for
themselves-shall have cleaning machinery
for the purpose of cleaning the grain before
it is weighed ? It will cost a very consider-
able sum of money. If the law requires
them to do that, it is simply putting an
impediment in the way of a warehouse
being erected at ail.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend said the
cleaners did not apply to warehouses, but if
it is necessary in itself, it should apply to
every warehouse. They can send the grain
on to the terminal, and there is no difference
in that regard. It is perfectly clear that if
you undertake to declare that the cleaning
shall be universal, it must apply to every
possible kind of a warehouse. If it does not
apply to every possible kind of warehouse,
then you are providing that la the case of
the fdat warehouses the cleaning shall be
done at the terminal elevator, which would
be at Port Arthur and Fort William. I say
that that will not meet the requirements Of
the population in that country. What they
require is that there shall be warehouse ac-
commodation, and that warehouse accommo-
dation, in order that they may get it, must
be warehouse accommodation such as men
are willing to invest their money in.
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Of course, you erect a warehouse and
you can bave cleaning appliances and
everything of that sort where you are
in the centre of a very large agricultural
district, and where the amount of grain
that would pass through the warehouse
would be sutlicient to furnish the parties
who erected it some compensation for the
capital they have invested in it, but there
will be many districts la Manitoba and the
North-west Territories ii which warehouse
accommodation is required where the parties
who invested their money in warehouses
cannot afford to do it. If you require them
to erect cleaning apparatus, you simply put
an impediment in the way of the warehouse
beir'g erected altogether. That would be a
far more serious thing than the question
whether the grain should be clean or not.
I think we go a long way in meeting the
requirements of those who entertain the
view of the hon. gentleman from Wolseley
when we provide in clause 37 that where
these cleaning appliances exIst in the ware-
heuse. and the party requires his grain to
be cleaned, that that shall be done ; but as
you will have, under any circumstances, a
large number of warehouses in which there
have been no cleaning appliances-all these
which do not exist at the present time and
all those fiat warehouses which will be
erecled In the future, to which my hon.
friend does not intend bis amendment shall
apply-then It is simply a question of num-
bers. Are you going to Insist upon the parties
wlho invest their money In the erection of
warehouses In the future to do what Is not
done with regard to a large number of those
a:ready built, and with regard to all flat
warehouses already erected and those erect-
ed in the future ; it seems to me we would
be making a serious mistake. My hon.
friend has some special grievance, no doubt,
In bis mind, but the vast majority of the
agricultural population who have appeared
and given evidence before the commission
appointed by the government to Inquire into
the matter do not require, as one of the
advantages for satisfactorily warehousing
and disposing of their grain, the amendment
whicl the hon. gentleman has proposed, and
it would be, in my opinion, a very serious
misfortune if this House were to undertake
to amend the Bill in that particular, and go
further than the amendment proposed by
the hon. Secretary of State.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I now beg leave to
make a statement to this. While I must
compliment the hon. Secretary of State on
the amendment which he has made, and
while my remarks and my resolution will
go to the country, I have to withdraw my
amendment owing to the opposition of the
hon. Minister of Justice, who has so strongly
opposed me. I am prepared to accept
it without any amendment at all. It
will go forth to the country that we
have done a very unfair thing, that we
have compelled a certain class to put in
cleaners and have not compelled another
class of men to du it. It will also go forth
to the country that we really misunderstand
the question, because flat warehouses do not
require to have cleaners in them at all. Flat
warelhouses are no good. I have always
taken that stand. This question is now
three *or four years old. Mr. Douglas. of
Assinibola, has travelled all over the coun-
try and bas heard grievances from one end
of the country to the other which induced
him to bring lu a motion In order to redress
the wrong done to the farmers In the deal-
ings with them In reference to selling their
grain ? He brought In a Bill three years
ago, but the government was not quite
prepared to accept it. and the statement
Mr. Douglas made in the North-west was
that Mr. Sifton gave bis Bill the cold steel.
Then, afterwards, he Introduced a Bill on
somewhat the same lines, and the govern-
ment saw that the Lnan was persistent and
knew what he was talking about, and said :
'We will appoint a commission.' And so
they did. Judge Senkler told me that when-
ever the grain was cleaned before it was
weighed, It was all right and there was no
fault found with it. I shall now ask the
government to make another amendment
providing that the farmer shall have the
cleanings. They may blow out ever so much.
but I will lose my cleanings unless they
choose to give it to me. The result would
be they would reduce the quantity very
materially. If the House adopted the motion
I suggested there would be no unfairness.
If a man wanted to take undue advantage
of the seller, what would be the result ?
Those men who have no cleaners charge me
for cleaning the grain. There is not an
elevator in the North-west that does not
charge me for cleaning my grain, notwith-
standipg there is not a cleaner In the eleva-
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tor at all. The Lake of the Woods Company
and the Ogilvie Company do not pay more
than the other man at that point. But I can
sell my grain to the Wolseley Milling Com-
pany. They clean it before they weigh it,
and I have never had occasion to be dis-
satisfied. I can send my hired man down
with a load of my grain and he can sell it
to them. I cannot do the same thin,g
With other firms, because they will
cheat me out of a good many pounds.
I will be docked altogether too much.
Clause 41 provides for my case ex-
aetly. The Canadian Pacifie Railway pro-
vides a platform on which I can load my
grain and I go there. I am not now fightlng
My own battle, I am fighting for
the poor farmer in the North-west, wlio
takes his grain to these people and they tell
him 'we will give you so much, you can
take that or nothing.' In cleanlng the grain
these men will blow half of It out of the
spout, and they will sell the cleanings to
another man for half a dollar a hundred, or
What ever it may be, I am going to put a
Prediction on record : I am satisfied that
lext year there will be a request for legis-
lation on the lines I am Indicating. These
fiat warehouses are no good. The flat ware-
house was the remedy for a certain evil,-
If you came to market with your load and
Were not fairly dealt with, you could have
It stored in the flat warehouse. This mea-
Sure was prepared by Mr. Bell, and the grain
Mien of the city of Winnipeg. They have had
a man down here three months paying him
ten dollars a day, and they have not con-
sulted a farmer at all. The Bill is framed
In the interests of the grain men and the
mill men of the North-west. Is there anything
Unfair in my asking to be paid for what my
grain weighs ? It is only fair that I should
be paid on that basis. There Is nothing fair-
er under the sun. I may be a poor man
U"iable to read or write, but I have a right
to say ' I have forty-five bushels of wheat ;
give me forty bushels and five In dirt.' But
they do not do that. I have the evidence of
the man at Wolseley, a blacksmith, employed
to buy grain. They do not keep hlm two
'ears in the same place. They transfer him

fromn one place to another. This year he Is
it Wolseley. He does not know the differ-
ence between No. 1, No. 2 and No. 3, and he
does not know what constitutes No. 1 wheat.

Judge Senkler was horrified that they had
placed sucli a man in such a position. They
gave this man $60 a month and he is not
worth $25. I could get a man to do his work
for fifteen a month, and board him for an-
other fifteen. My hon. friend made the state-
ment that the Ogilvie Company had four
car-loads more at the end of the season than
they had bought.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The hon. gentleman
Is making a statement that I did not make,
in private conversation or otherwise.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The hon. gentleman
said, on the steps, the other day that on one
occasion, In the early history, that Ogilvies
had four car-loads of wheat in their eleva-
tor more than they bought.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I said I heard that.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The hon. gentleman
heard what was true. They take this grain
and welgh It in, and the men weigh It out.
Mr. Tolton bought fqr the Ogilvies at Wol-
seley and had a surplus.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I was present when
that conversation took place on the steps.
and I did not hear Ogilvie's name mentioned.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I did not mention
Ogilvie's name.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I think It would
be unfair towards the Ogilvies to have the
statement put In that way.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The bon. gentleman
named somebody, and they were the only
parties buying there. l the early history
of the trade they weighed the.grain In, and
then weighed it out. The elevator man
does not know whether he has too much in
his elevator or too little at the end of the
season now, because he does not weigh
it out. This Bill will have a beneficial
effect so far as It goes, and by next year,
when the farmers see the result of this le-
gislation, we will probably have improved
legislation with reference to the matter.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-I do not like to take
up the time of the committee longer than Is
necessary, but after the argument of the
bon. gentleman froi Wolseley, it would be
unreasonable on my part not to say a word
and to let his statement go unchallenged. I
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will endeavour to explain to this committee
the existing circumstances in the North-west.
My bon. friend from Wolseley bas given
this House, from his point of view,
the circumstances that exist In the
North-west and Manitoba with refer-
ence to the grain business. I think
It is only fair to this committee that
I should give the circumstances as I see
them. I want to be as brief as possible.
We are considering a Bill of very great im-
portance, dealing with our largest industry
in the west, and we are engaged in legis-
lation which is new, and should proceed
very carefully and know what we are doing.
In the nature of things It is reasonable to
say that many bon. members of this com-
mittee cannot understand the circumstances,
and the system that we have up there for
the handling of grain, and It is only by
getting information from those who know at
least a little about it that you were able to
arrive at a reasonable conclusion as to what
is best to crystallize into legislation. We
have our elevator system In Manitoba and
the North-west, which we cannot handle
our grain without. We have an immense
quantity of grain to handle, and there is a
rush of grain before the close of navigation,
and the bulk of it is handled in our country
markets between the hours say of ten a.m.
and three p.m. In the day, and therefore has
to be handled qulckly and conveniently
and satisfactorily to those who are bringing
the grain to market. We have practically
three systems of elevators in Manitoba and
the North-west. We bave one system which
welghs the grain and then cleans it, and
this system adjusts the dockage at the time
of the weighing, while the grain Is in the
bopper. We have another system, which
my hon. friend bas referred to, whIch cleans
the grain first, then weighs, and as a conse-
quence deals only with the cleaned grain as
between buyer and seller. We have another
system of elevators which do not clean at
al-have no cleaning apparatus, and those
elevators are largely owned by the two big
mllling companles, the OgIlvies and the Lake
of the Woods. There are other owners
still of that class of elevators, and I might
point out here too that Minnesota and
Dakota, having a longer experience than
ours, in grain raising seem to be drifting
altogether into that system of country ele-

Hon. Mr. YOUNG.

vators without cleaners. These big milling
corporations and others are building eleva-
tors without cleaners, because it suits their
system best. They clean at some central
point, or terminal point, whichever you like
to call it. The Lake of the Woods Company
clean at Keewatin, the Ogilvies at Winnipeg,
and other places. The Great Northern clean
at Winnipeg, and the Northern Pacific at
West Lynne. Any one shipping on the
lines of the Canadian Pacific Railway to
Fort William can have bis grain cleaned
there for nothing. These are our three
systems, and therefore we have to be care-
ful that ln our legislation we do not in any
way restrict the facilities that are offered
the farmers. It bas been suggested that the
cost of cleaning machinery is very low,-
that something under $200 Is the difference
iti cost ;between a cleaning elevator and a
non-cleaning elevator. The practical differ-
enee is soinewhere betwen $1,000 and $1,200.
So we have to be careful in dealing with
our elevator system to remember that the
cost is in favour of the non-cleaning eleva-
tor, and therefore an extension of our system
would be more likely if a cheaper kind is
perniitted in the new settlements. I thought
It only fair to the House to expliln that we
have these three systems. My hon. friend
suggests that the Bill which we are con-
sidering now is framed altogether in the in-
terest of the grain dealer and the mill
man. He points out that the secretary of
the Grain Exchange spent two or three
months here in the preparation of this Bill.
I just wish to call the attention of the
House to this:-last year the government
appointed a commission to go through the
North-west to take evidence at various
places, and this commission was composed
of three farmers and the judge of the county
court. They took evidence in various places
in Manitoba and the North-west Territorles.
The secretary of that commission was a
gentleman from Winnipeg, by the name of
Mr. Bell, and when that gentleman was
putting in the result of the commission, as
thé report shows he was here as the secre-
tary of the grain commission, and not 1in
any * way with reference to the Manitoba
Grain Board or Grain Exchange or anytbing
else. I think If my hon. friend will look
up the facts he will find that that was Mr.
Bell's position in so far as the grain com-
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mission was concernel. Mr. Bell did not
take part in the conclusion of the commis-
sion. Three practical farmers, presided over
by the judge, were the court who decided
and made the recommendation that we find
in their report. The secretary had nothing
to do whatever with their deliberations. This
commission reported, and in every single re-
commendation that they made, their recom-
mendations have been in the direction of
securing to the farmer fair dealings as be-
tween himself and the grain men. The re-
suit of their recommendation Is this Bill.
We have In this Bill first, security-not for
the grain man but for the farmer. Second-
lY, w-e have provided in this Bill a free
court to which any farmer who bas any
grievance whatsoever, may refer-the ware-
bouse commissioner, and surely when my
hon. friend says that this Bill framed al-
together in the interest of the grain trade
and the millmen who have not taken any
lnterest in this Bill at all, and hc reads the
clause of the Bill, which provides this secur-
ity and a free court and further provides
the use of the grain inspector free again,
if lie has the slightest idea that he bas a
grievance either for weight or dockage, all
this is provided free, which bas never been
Provided before, to secure what ? To secure
the grain men ? Not at all, but to secure
fair dealings to the producer of the grain,
as it should be. I only ask you to con-
sider this Bill in the light of what is best
in the interest of the producer, and this Bill
1S framed all the way through in that direc-
tion. And besides this free court-4besides
the services of the Inspector free, whenever
he feels disposed to eall upon him, he bas
flat warehouses and loading platforms which
are frequently suggested as the cure for all
t he evils that the farmer had to contend
With. The grain dealers, under this law,
are liable to heavy penalties, are liable to
trouble with the warehouse commissioner
at any time if any unfair dealing exists as
against the producer, and that is rlght. No
grain man. never mInd who he is, if he is
dealing fairly with his customers need fear
any penalties. The answer to this Is. If you
are dealing fairly you have nothing to
fear. If you are dealing unfairly, there are
penalties, and the farmer can have them en-
fored. When my bon. friend suggests that
this Bill is altogether onesided, he made but

one mistake, and that is ou the other side.
The Bill Is on the side of the producer ln
every one of its provisions, and we agree
with them. I think this House will agree
that it is only reasonable that the farmer
should have the first consideration, and I am
sure when this Bill is passed we shall have
on the statute-book a measure which, if the
farmer bas any grievance whatever, he
need not labour under it, because he bas a
free court to which he can apply, and if
any one deals with him unfairly, the of-
fender may be punished as the law pro-
vides. We should go slowly this year be-
cause this is new legislation, and If any-
thing occurs before the next meeting of
parliament, it can be amended with any
radical change, and without working injus-
tice anywhere. I am sure the House will
be only too pleased to listen to any sugges-
tions \vhich may be made.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I should like
to call attention to the facts as stated by the
bon. gentleman who spoke last, and which
seemed to me to present rather an anomalous
position from his point of view. We have
heard some very declamatory speeches on
this question, and hon. gentlemen evidently
have the matter very much at heart. I do
not take part on either side, but I should
like to have an explanation made with re-
gard to certain points. The hon. gentle-
men who have spoken last have pointed
out that the only difference between their
proposition and that made, by the bon. gen-
tleman from Wolseley is that while the ele-
vator system at present in existence in Mani-
toba and the North-west Territories all have
cleaners-

Hon. Mr. WATSON-No.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-The hon. gen-
tleman said so.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-I said there were three
systems.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-This applie«
only to those which have cleanera. Why do
these gentlemen object to the new system
of elevators, which are going to be put up,
having these cleaners ? I understand the
bon. gentleman who spoke, is an elevator
man himself, and I would suppose that he
would Invest upon a new syStem of elevators
having the same conditions apply to then
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that attach to his own elevator. Ail I want
to know is why he seems to be anxious to
protect them from incurring too much ex-
pense ? Either he must be going to engage
in a new system of elevators himself, and
wants to keep the expense down, or some-
thing exists which should be explained.
Another anomalons condition is this : The
hon. gentleman speaking about the grain
commission, of which Mr. Bell was the
secretary, and in which the different elevator
owners and others were inter&ted, says
that with all this power in their hands the
only interest they were looking after in
framing the Bill, was the interest of the
producers. I want an explanation of that.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-Yes, It was framed in
the interest of the producer.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-It is an ex-
hibition of remarkable unselfishness. that
these gentlemen frame a Bill in the interest
of the producer and not in their own inter-
est. I am an agnostic on the questions.:
I do not know. I want the truth.

Ion. Mr. YOUNG-My hon. friend has
asked two questions. One is. how it comes
that the grain men and mill men framed
this Bill in the interests of the producers.
I thought I had made myself clear that the
government appointed a commission of three
farmers, not men interested in the grain
business, presided over by a county court
judge. who made certain recommendations,
and the recommendations were all In the
interest of the farmer. Their recommenda-
tions were crystallized in this Bill. If I am
not right, some hon. gentleman will correct
me. The grain men, therefore, did not take
the part of philanthropists and saints, as
my hon. friend suggests, because they had
nothing to do with it. These three farmers,
presided over by a county court judge, made
recommendations, and on those recom-
mendations this Bill has been framed, and
fraimed aitogether in the interest of the
farmuer, and secures to him, as far as can
be suggested, fair dealing under every cir-
cumstances-secures to him free court-
secures the services of an inspector, and
places hlim in the position of dealing with
men who have put up security, so that they
cannot get away with his money-places him
in the position of dealing with men who
have to take out a license and conform to
rules laid down by the warehouse commis-

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER.

sioner of the province under this Act. Now,
with reference to the elevators in existence,
I tried to exiplain that we had practically
three systems, one that cleaned before
weighing, one that cleaned after weighing,
and then those large milling companies
that do not clean the grain at all. They
have a light power, run by horse or gazo-
line. and I thought I pointed out the
difference in expense between the two
systems was $1,O0 to $1,200.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-Is the ex-
pense the only objection ?

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-There is not only the
expense, but you curtail the possibility of
greater competition- in elevators.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-No.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-A man would be more
likely to put up a cheap elevator than an
expensive one. when the milling company
elevators have been put in a cheap way.
Take Ogilvie's and the Lake of the Woods
Companies. I thought it was unfair to
speak dicsparagingly of one company. I
have no interest in :those companies. but I
think they are too well known in Canada
for any suggestion to be made that they are
not doing their business in an honest and
upriglit manner. We have every reason to
believe that they are men who try to do
their business in such a way as will reflect
credit on themselves and merit the good-
will of their fellow-men. I may say that our
grain men In the west will compare, so far
as honesty and integrity is concerned, with
any business men In Canada, although it
is quite easy to stand up and say this, that
and the other thing. As an evidence that
they are doing their business fairly and
honestly, they do not object to the strict
provisions of this Bill, because if they are
dealing honestly with the people, they need
not care how strict the provisions are.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-In regard to one
question that these hon gentlemen have
raised, the opposition to the weighing be-
fore cleaning, I may say that there Is no
storage for dirty grain. They weigh it all
and clean it at once. I unload my grain
as fast as two men can handle it, and theY
have their cleaner so arrange that the grain
is cleaned and weighed promptly. The hon.
Secretary of State referred to a letter re-
ceived from the Brantford Company to the
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effect that they supplv machinery for clean-
ing a thousand bushels an hour. They can
get cleaners to clean from 100 bushels to
1.000 bushels an hour. That is what all the
elevators have, a cleaning capacity equal to
the unloading capacity. Grain is unloaded
very rapidly and cleaned very rapidly.
They talk about cleaning at Duluth and
Fort William. I am engaged in farming,
and come forty miles with a load of wheat.
I want to get my money and pay my bills
and get home. It is a blind, a piece of de-
ception, to clean my wheat at Duluth or
Fort William. They clean it, as I have said,
as fast as it can be unloaded. What pos-
sible argument is there that they should
clean it after instead of before weighing ?
1 say, clean my grain and pay me for what-
ever is in it. We do not ask to be paid for
One bushel more than we deliver, but we
do want to be paid for what we sell. I am
Willing to let the maitter go to the country
on that.

lion. Mr. WATSON-It is rather surprising
that the hon. gentleman should try to mis-
represent what has been said in this House.
I referred to the cost of cleaning apparatus.
I said that you would have to have large
cleaning machines in the elevator if you
required to clean the gradn before it is
Weighed, because it cannot be done with
smfall machinery. I probably know as imuch
about cleaning machines as the hon. gentle-
Ial does. Those machines have a capacity

Of a thousand bushels an hour, but I was
talking about the cost of the machines In
Position for working. It might be well for
the hon. gentleman from Wolseley-appar-
ently the only farmer from the North-west
that is represented here,-

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Every farmer and
representative from the North-west voted In
favour of this Bill.

lion. Mr. WATSON-The hon. gentleman
is willing to abandon the poor farmer so
long as he can get what he wants himself.

lion. Mr. PERLEY-Mr. Chairman, I will
lot allow the bon. gentleman ta misrepres-
ent me. I said in distinct language that
It 18 the poor man I am representing here.
I shall not allow anybody to misrepresent
nie on the floor of this House.

lion. Mr. WATSON-The hon. gentleman
States that the amendment he suggested

was in the interest of the poor man. It
might be well for me to read a resolution
passed by the Farmers' Institute at Portage
la Prairie, and endorsed by every farmers'
institute in Manitoba and the North-west
Territories. This was passed in 1898, when
the agitation was felt all over the country
with regard to flat warehouses :

Whereas, the railway companies of Manitoba,
except the Manitoba and North-western, refuse
to allow farmers to load grain on cars without
passing through elevators.

Whereas, the said railway companies will not
allow farmers to build or operate elevators or
warehouses unless they are of a stipulated capa-
city and have cleaning and other expensive ma-
chinery there.

Whereas, the said railway companies do allow
milling and elevator companies to load grain
through warehouses or uncleaning elevators even
at points where cleaning elevators exist.

Whereas, many farmers who have been com-
pelled to ship through these elevators claim to
have lost In both grade and price, as the eleva-
tor operators will not bind themselves to give
out either the farmers' own identical grain or
any guaranteed grade of the same.

Whereas, the granting of this privilege has
undoubtedly led to the formation of the com-
hination of elevator and other interests, and
this combination, coupled with machinations
practised in our present grading system, has
and is seriously interfering with the farmers'
rights, by controlling largely the prices paid for
his produce.

Therefore, it is resolved. on behalf of the farm-
ers of Manitoba, this institute would emphati-
cally protest against such treatment, and call
upon the federal government to abrogate the
unjust privilege granted to the said railway com-
panies, and request the government to exercise
its power and, if necessary, compel the railway
companies to do justice by accepting grain for
transportation from farmers direct from their
flat warehouses. And, further, that the pro-
vincial government be, and is hereby requested
to co-operate with the farmers In this matter,
and, if necessary, to make a test case in the
courts on their behalf, and that a copy of this
resolut!on be forwarded to the federal govern-
ment through Dr. Rutherford, M.P. Also a
copy to the provincial government through James
McKenzie, M.P.P., and that the secretary of the
institute be !nstructed to strike off copies of
this resolution, and send one to every institute
and agricultural society in the province, asking
co-operation in this matter.

I might say the Canada Northern and the
extension of the Canadian Pacific should
have been mentioned there as well as the
Manitoba and North-western. You will see
that the Parmers' Institute made particular
reference ta the kind of cleaners Installed
In the elevators erected on their property,
and this is what the farmers are particularly
referring to. A copy of that resolution was
sent ta all the farmers' institutes In Mani-
toba and In the North-west Territories. I
have a resolution passed by the Pipestone
Farmers' Institute which I shall read ; be-
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cause Mr. Lothian, one of the gentlemen
appointed to the commission, moved this re-
solution. On account of bis knowledge and
Influence he was selected as one of the
commissioners :

Resolution re Elevator Monopoly.,
Moved by James Lothian, seconded by Alex.

Fairlie, That we, the members of the Pipestone
Farmers' Institute, emphatically protest against
the treatment farmers and others receive from
the railway companies in not being allowed to
ship their grain in car lots, unless such grain
Las passed through a cleaning elevator, thereby
creating an elevator monopoly, to the detriment
of the financial interests of the farmers of this
province; and further, that we heartily endorse
the resolution re elevator monopoly passed by
the Portage and Lakeside Farmers' Institute;
and that copies of this resolution, as passed by
the Pipestone Farmers' Institute, be forwarded
to Dr. Rutherford, M.P., James McKenzie,
M.P.P., and W. J. Kennedy, M.P.P.

Carried unanimously.

Ogilvies and the Lake of the Woods Milling
Company. As I said in my previous remarks,
the fact they did not clean the grain at many
points where they buy grain and get
their share, is the best evidence that
the farmers are satisfied to sell to
them. I am satisfied of this that if a
provision was placed in this Bill requiring
all elevators hereafter erected to have clean-
ing machines, a great many sections would
be without elevators at all. The provision

bwhich bas been passed requiring elevators.
where cleaning machinery already exists. to
clean the grain, I think applies particularly
to one corporation. The Ogilvies were one
of the first elevator builders in Manitoba.
They built elevators ail over the province.
'They were required at that time by the

ROBERT FMRKE, Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to put
Secretary. in cleaning machinery. Since that time,

Pipestone, March 12, 1898. cleaning apparatus bas been put In the
Now, that shows clearly that the Farmers' elevators at Fort William and they clean
Institute never asked for the grain cleaners. grain free, because they find it cheaper to
They asked to be relieved and allowed to
ship from fiat warehouses. The commis-
sioners report refer to this as well.

The evidence has shown that where farmers'
elevators have been erected, which do not buy,
but only ship and store grain, complaints of the
grain shipped out being of a lower grade than
that furnished, have been very few.

As farmers' elevators, however, have to be
standard elevators, the cost of their erection
and management debars their use except in
a few places.

Showing clearly that they did not want to
be required to build standard elevators and
have cleaning machinery. With reference
to the reference made by the hon. gentleman
from Wolseley to a private conversation, Ii
want to call the attention of this House to
the fact that the commissioners referred in
their report to the position of the elevator
men In Manitoba and the North-west Ter-
ritories, and in speaking of the dockage
made by the buyers they say this :

There has been no evidence to show that any
elevator owners have been consenting parties
to any acts of extortion. In view of the above,
however, we think it would Improve matters
very greatly if elevator and warehouse opera-
tors. as well as elevator and warehouse owners,
were compelled to give security for the proper
performance of their duties as such.

Now, that is provided for in the Act, but
there is no charge that elevator companies,
or milling companies, as companies. practice
extortion or authorize their representatives

to do so. Reference has been made to the
Hon. Mr. WATSON.

close up the cleaning machinery ln the ele-
vators already erected, and the change made
here will simply put in operation cleaning
machinery that bas not been ln operation
for years in the Ogilvie elevators where they
find it did not pay them to use the machinery.
They put in horse power to get rid of the
high insurance, because the moment you
use steam you increase your insurance. Con-
sequently, the Ogilvies and the Lake of the
Woods Company use horse power especially
at smaller point. The effect of this amend-
ment will be to compel these elevators
erected in future to put In operation again
the machines in them. I do not think they
will do it. I think they would prefer to
take the machinery out of the elevators al-
together and not have them to operate. I
am satisfied of this, if the provisions sug-
gested by the bon. gentleman from Wolseley
-which I am glad to see he bas had the
good judgment to drop-were adopted, there
are hundreds of places in Manitoba and the
North-west which are seeking elevators that
could not have them. The milling con-
panles would simply drop out of business
and allow the elevators to buy all the grain
and they would take the grain from the
elevator companies. We have now keen
competition. and we know the best men to

keep up price are the milling companies.
They encourage the growth of good wheat,
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because they grind it themselves, and they
are always open to competition. It bas been
suggested that where a man charges for
cleaning the grain lie should not keep the
screenings. The screenings taken out of the
grain in Manitoba bas been a live question.
For years the government and people of the
province of Manitoba had become alarmed
at the spread of noxious weeds throughout
the country, and they passed very restrictive
laws for the destruction of noxious weeds
In the province. To such an extent did they
go that an Inspector may go into a man's
field and cut down his crop If there are
large quatities of noxious weeds in it.
Legislation passed in the province of Mani-
toba a number of years ago, referring to
this matter provides :

Any person selling or otherwise disposihg of
any cleanings or other refuse containing seeds
of noxious weeds from any elevator or mill, with-
out first destroying the germlnating qualities of
Such seeds of noxious weeds by grinding or
Otherwise, shall be liable to a penalty of not
less than $25 nor more than $100.

That Act was passed some five or six years
ago, and two years ago, notwithstandIng
that Act was in force and notwithstanding
it provided for the killing of the germinating
qualities of those noxious seeds before they
Were allowed to be sold or removed from
elevator, the Manitoba legislature repealed
that Act, and struck out the words 'First
destroying the germinating qualities of such
seeds by grinding or otherwise.' It was
ascertained that it was impossible by
any process made use of ln elevators to
kill the germinating qualities of the most
nloxIous weed we have known as the
French weed seed. This was the amend-
ment passed in 1898 :

Section 2 of said chapter 109 is hereby amended
by striking out the words, ' without, first destroy-
ing the germinating qualities of such seed of
icxious weeds by grinding or otherwise,' in the

third, fourth anid fifth lines thereof.

I thiuk there Is an ordinance ln the Territo-
'ries applying to noxious weeds in the same
Way. The commissioners dealt with the
Mnatter in their report. They said in some
places the farmers thought they should have
a right to get back the screenings, but the
Judge pointed out that the Acts passed by
Manitoba and the North-west Territorles
prevented an elevator allowing those seeds
to be taken out of their elevators. They
saId If there Is any way of separating the

small wheat from the seeds, it would be ail
right, but they admit that it was impossible
and consequently gny provision of that kind
would not be allowed. I am satisfied that
in the province of Manitoba they would
never relax that legislation-that they would
always hold an elevator responsible for the
distribution of any noxious weed seeds. As
a rule good farmers will not take those
seeds away at ail, but there are men on
rented farms, or careless farmers who take
away the seeds and spread them all over the
country, and probably there is a hundred
dollars lost through using the screenings
for the one dollar they would save.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The hon. gentleman
made a statement that I want him to wlth-
draw. le said that I withdrew my amend-
ment because it did not affect myself.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I must admit that
the hon. gentleman's reason for withdraw-
ing the motion was not clear to me. Pro-
bably he had better explain It again. The
bon. gentleman dId say that the argument
advanced by the hon. Minlster of Justice
was sufficient reason for him to drop his
amendment, because the BIll as it stood
suited him all right.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY- No, 1 did not say it
suited me. I sald it uid not suit me. There
were several matters to which I wished to
refer, but I will not say anything more at
Dresent.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--We have been discuss-
ing matters entirely apart from the amend-
ment before the House.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Will the hon. Secretary
of State al'ow me to ask a question, rather
for information than otherwise. Under
subsection a It is expected tbat quite a num-
byî of elevators will be bulît In the North-
west. Some of them will be fiat elevators.
and others will have cleaniug machines in
them. It is not intended that this section
shall apply to any elevator which may here-
after be buit in which cleaning machinery
will be placed-that is, If the elevator Is
equipped wlth cleaning machinery that this
section a shall apply to It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I gathered that to be the
meaning from the discussion. Then the
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word 'now' in that subsection should be
dropped.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have no objection to
that. It is simply making it more em-
phatic.

The subsection was adopted.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-Does
the amendment moved by the hon. gentle-
man from Wolseley come in here ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It has been withdrawn.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-Several
members objected to Its belng withdrawn.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I withdraw the
amendment. It was not objected to, and
it had not been put by the Chair.

Hou. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-It ap-
peared to me it was a sensible motion to
make, and one which I would have sup-
ported. There has been a great deal said
respecting this question by gentlemen from
the section of country which is supposed to
be most affected by it, but even those men
are divided In their opinions respecting the
benefits of this amendment, or the objections
to it. After listening to ail that has been
said it appears to me it was a very sensible
and reasonable clause to include in this Bill.
And the principal object to my mind would
be that it would cause the grain which Is
shipped from Manitoba, or marketed in that
section of country, to be of uniform quality,
and coming from the maritime provinces
we know something about the disadvantages
of marketing grain which is not uniform in
quality, and If that amendment would have
the effect of making the grain sent to market
or to the mill uniform I think it would be a
great advantage, not only to the farmers,
but to the country generally, and I certainly
would have given my support to the ameid-
ment if it .had been pressed.

On clause 39,

Hon. Mr. YOUNG--I should like to call
attention to the first line of this clause. It
says : 'Forms of cash purchase tickets, &c.'
I see in the Act we have a form of a cash
purchase ticket. These cash tickets will do
for certain elevators, but where there is a
mill and elevator working together, and a
mill buys more wheat than it grinds, you
have to show on the face of the ticket the

Hon. Mr. WOOD.

part sold and the part ground. A farmer
comes in with fifty bushels, and he sells
twenty-five and wishes to grind twenty-five
for gristing purposes. The practice is to
show on the face of the receipt the whole
transaction, twenty-five grist and twenty-
five bushels sold at such and such a price.
I was going to suggest that we should add
the words ' where applicable' after the ex-
pression 'form of cash tickets.' That would
enable those people running grist mills to
use the tickets which they find necessary
and convenient through practise. Then the
ticket would show the whole transaction.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Where the parties have
an agreemeut among themselves, there is no
necessity for our describing any particular
form.

Hoff. Mr. YOUNG-If it will permit of
that, I have no objection.

The clause was adopted.

On subclause 8 of clause 40,

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-This clause says:
No owner or operator of any such warehouse

shall be allowed to store in or ship through
grain purchased by or for himself.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If he Is keeping a flat
warehouse he should not be allowed to use it
for himself. It Is for the public. Any
man can build a warehouse for himself, but
then he must retain it for his own pur-
poses. If it is for the public he must take
out a license and give bonds. A man who
builds a warehouse for himself, and buys
his own grain, need not take out a license.
He is not receiving grain from the public.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-If a farmer goes to
the expense of building a large flat ware-
house, he should be allowed to store his
grain in it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He cannot have it for
himself and the public.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-They all have it for
themselves.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A number can be joined
together.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-It takes ten farmers
to join together and build a flat warehouse,
and then they cannot handle any grain ex-
ceDt their own.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not without a license.
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Hon. Mr.
warehouse,
it, but if it
take out a

SCOTT-If ten farmers build a
they can do as they please with
is a public warehouse, they must
license and come under the law.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Ten farmers could
flot own a warehouse and operate 't them-
selves. One would live in one place, and
another would be perhaps fifteen miles
away.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It has reference to a
public warehouse. I do not think there will
be any disposition to build fiat warehouses.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-If my amendment
had been adopted there would not have
been.

The subelause was adopted.

On clause 44,

lion. Mr. YOUNG-Clause 44 reads as fol-
lows :

Every operator of an elevator or warehouse
shahl at the close of every day that such eleva-
tor or warehouse is open for business, furnish
to the nearest station agent of the railway upon
the line of which such elevator or warehouse la
situate, a statement of the total quantity of
grain that day taken into such elevator or ware-
louse and of the total quantity of grain in
store in such elevator or warehouse at the end
of such day.

That would be very . difficult to comply
with in the very many cases In the North-
West because we have, as we all know, ele-
vators working till ten and eleven o'clock
at night loading cars, and in many places
the station agent has only a day office, and
closes as soon as the last train passes, and
the elevator man would have to make out a
statement which he cannot deliver.

Hon. 'Mr. SCOTT-Well, as far as lie can
corply ýwith it.

lon. Mr. YOUNG-The station agents go
round to the elevator, and find out their
receipts up to a certain point, and report to
the despatcher; se that a distribution of
cars may take place in proportion to the
receipts of- the point. We might say 'if
possible.'

lion. Mr. SCOTT-I have the Minnesota
law before me, and ithey have to make a
return, not only weekly but daily.

lion. Mr. YOUNG-This le daily.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-This Is to keep a check
on the grain.

50

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-In Minnesota they
drifted Into two or three large systems,
which control the whole business.

The clause was adopted.

On subclause 2 of clause 53,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There are three words
left out of this clause. The clause says that
the offence mentioned in this clause shall
be punishable with fine, and I wish to add
'upon the guilty party.'

Hon. Mr. POWER-They would not pass
a law to punish any one who was not guilty.
If the offence is punishable with fine, it
would be the guilty party that would be
punished.

The subsection was adopted.

On subsection 4,

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-This subclause reads:
No elevator or warehouse shall be operated

until the scales are inspected and approved by
the proper weights and measures cfficials.

I wish to add an amendment here te deal
with clause 34 and 37. I explained a mo-
ment ago that we have three systems of
elevators in the North-west, one system,
cteaning before weighing, and that class of
elevators is largely patronized by farmers.
In two of those clauses you call for a state-
ment of gross weight. These elevators
never take the gross weight at all. They
clean before weighing, and in discussing
the matter, we thought it rwould be wise to
add the following words :

Where in any elevator or warehouse grain la
cleaned before being weighed, the provisions of
this Act requiring a statement of gross weight
shall not apply.

Because, as will readily be seen, they can-
not give a statement of gross weight where
they do not take it, and I want to lmit It
to the circumstances of such cases.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will consider that at
the next stage of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-This refers to the
gross weight of the farmer's load which Is
not taken, nor are there convenlences for
obtaining that information.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-PerhaPs the hion, gen-
tleman can let that stand until the third

reading of the Bill ?
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Hon. Mr. YOUNG-It Is quite possible to
amend it, to conform to the cases in which
it Is Impossible to comply with the law.
We could put in one subsection to make it
clear that the statement was not to be
furnished where it was not taken.

The subclause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill with amendments.

RED DEER VALLEY RAILWAY AND
COAL COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. WATSON moved concurrence in
the amendments made in the Standing Com-
Mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bours to Bill (W) 'An Act respecting the
Red Deer Valley Railway and Coal Com-
pany.'

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-There is a clause
in this Bill stating that this Act shall come
into force on the first day of July, 1900.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That makes no differ-
ence. But I find a provision -here wblch the
hon. gentleman from Portage la Prairie
can probably explain. I was on the sub-
committee, but I do not remember anything
about this particular amendment. Page 1,
line 24, after 'Saskatchewan' insert 'at a
point between Fort Pitt and Battleford.'

Hon. Mr. WATSON-That is the termina-
tion of the extension.

The motion was agreed to.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (174) 'An Act to amend the Peniten-
tiary Act.'-(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

Bill (172) 'An Act respecting the Canada
Mining and Metallurgical Company (Limit-
ed).'-(Ion. Mr. MeMillan.)

The Senate adjourned.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, June 26, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SUPPLY OF OIL FOR THE INTERCO-
LONIAL RAILWAY.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.
The notice of motion being called:

By the Hon. Mr. FERGUSON :
That he will ask the government for a state-

ment showing what proportion of the payments
for oils for the Intercolonial Railway made to
the Galena Oil Company and the Imperial Oil
Company respectively, for the year ending Octo-
ber 31, 1899, as shown by a return presented to
the Senate on the 10th day of May last, were for
lubricating purposes?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Is the hon. min-
ister ready to answer this inquiry to-day ?

Hon. Mr. IILLS-We have received no
further information.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Pe1haps the houi.
minister may be able to Inform me when
I may expect the Information. It is a very
simple matter.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is a very difficult
matter to see Mr. Blair just now, as the
hon. gentleman knows. There are commit-
tees of the other House, and the House
meets at eleven, and it Is impossible to get
his ear. I was over to bis office to-day try-
Ing to see him, or Mr. Schreiber, but I could
not see either of them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-All that my motion
asks is that one Item in the returns brought
down be divided so as to show whiat part
of the expenditure for these oils was for
lubricating purposes. It is mere clerical
work, and If the attention of the department
is directed to it, I think we might expect to
get it almost immediately. If the hon. min-
ister would give an order to his clerk, that
is ahl that is necessary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It rests with Mr.
Schreiber, I presume. In all those returns
they say they bave to get the information
from Moncton. There is no other way to do
it. There is no use writing to the department
with the rush of-work there is there.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There bas been
time to get it from Moncton. We know the
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hon. Secretary of State gives the greatest
possible attention to all these matters. I
know he le doing all he can, and I hope he
Will continue his efforts till he obtains the
information, and I hope that It wilil come
before the close of the session, as it is an
Important matter.

The inquiry was allowed to stand.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (156) 'An Act to amend the Civil
Service Act.'--(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

GRAIN INSPECTION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.
The Order of the Day being called:
Consideration of the amendments made in Com-

Mittee of the Whole to (Bill 141) An Act respect-Ing the Grain Trade in the Inspection District
of Manitoba.-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-As the committee rose
Yesterday, the hon. senator from Killarney
(Hon. Mr. Young) sent me an amendment
Which he thought ought to be inserted in
the Bill, and I therefore, with the permis-
Sion of the House, move that the House re-
Solve itself into a Committee of the Whole
inl order to make that change and a change
i another item. Under the Bill, provision

is made that in certain cases the grain shall
be cleaned before it is weighed. There Is a
clause also which provides that the gross
Weight shall be stated in a certificate.
Where it is cleaned be.fore it is weighed, the
gross weight cannot be given, and the pro-
Dosed amendment reads as follows:

Where, in any elevator or warehouse grainis cleaned before being weighed, the provisions
of this Act requiring statements of gross weights
shall not apply to such grain.

I think there will be no objection to that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is all right, unless they weigh it twice.

The motion was agreed to.

The House resolved itself into Committee
Of the Whole on the Bill.

(In the Committee.)
The amendment was agreed to.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yesterday, when my

alaendment was accepted with reference to
elevators that are at present equipped with
grain elevators, the hon. gentleman from

Westmoreland suggested that it should ap-
ply to elevators which may hereafter be
erected with cleaning machinery. I did not
like accepting the amendment at the mo-
ment, because it disturbs the phraseology of
a Bill very much when amendments are
made without fully considering them. I
accept his suggestion and move that the
clause be amended accordingly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
would happen if the owner of an elevator
now equipped with cleaning machinery
should remove that machinery ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am not prepared to
give a legal opinion on the subject.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
leaves some doubt as to what will be ther
effect. Perhaps the judge would construe
the clause to mean that it would compel the
owner to replace the machinery in the ele-
vator. I am not going'to discuss this mat-
ter any more. I am totally opposed to the
principle of the Bill. It would not be so
bad if it remained as at first suggested by
the hon. gentleman from Westmoreland.
However, he seems to have receded from
the position he then took, and now wants to
apply it to elevators to be erected in the
future. Of course, as amended it will not
apply to elevators where the owners do not
put in cleaning machinery; but If they do
put it In, then It is compulsory.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I shall cail the at-
tention of the committee to the fact that
this amendment, which looks a right and
proper one in itself, is going to work a cer-
tain amount of unfairness. As I under-
stand, the older elevators, which were built
chiefly by the Ogilvies, are equipped wlth
cleaners.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No ; a very small pro-
portion-not one in twenty.

Hon. Mr. POWER-These are the only
ones now equipped with cleaning machinery
in the west ?

Hon. Mr. PE1LEY-No, not at all.
Hon. Mr. POWER-I mention it 80 that

if when the Bill comes up for third read-
Ing there is any disposition to discuss that
matter it can be done.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill with certain amend-
mente, which were concurred in.
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WEIGHTS AND MEASURES

AMENDMENT BILL.
ACT

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (110) 'An Act
to amend the Weights and Measures Act.'

(In the Committee.)

On the fourth clause,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not wish to press
this clause without calling the attention of
the House to the fact that so far as sait ln
casks is concerned, there is a very wide dif-
ference of opinion between the importers
and the salt manufacturers in the west. The
salt manufacturers are very much in favour
of having the sacks marked with the weight,
and the importers are very much opposed
to this being done. This particular clause
has been framed to meet the demands of
the manufacturer ln that regard.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think that the in-
terests of the fishermen and other consumers
in the lower provinces deserve to be con-
sidered also. It is highly objectionable that
any difficulty should be put in the way of
importers. It is understood what the weight
of a bag of salt is, and I do not think there
is any justification for insisting that the
weight shall be marked on the bags. It
would simply tend to increase the cost of
the sait to the consumer, and I fail to see
that there Is any desirable end to be gained
by It. I think It would be better to strike
out the clause relating to sacks altogether
and let it apply only to barrels.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-How
can that effeet the consumer ? Those ex-
portIng sait to this country would mark the
weight.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It costs something to
do it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
would not affect the fishermen who use this
sait. The practice has been to bring in salt
free for the fisheries. This clause would
assist materially in protecting the revenue.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-*Supposing you put
the welght on all sait manufactured in Can-
ada ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is done, but It Is
not that which is complalned of. The sait

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL.

manufacturers complain of this: We have
made certain provisions to permit fisher-
men to import their sait free of duty. The
use of that sait is not confined to fisher-
men-it goes ail over the country, and while
they are at the expense of marking their
bags of salt, they are brougut in competition
with bags of sait which coutain a very much
smaller quantity, for some reason or other,
and that they are thus in competition with
bags of perhaps very much lighter weight
than their own, and they ask that the im-
ported salt shall have the weight marked
upon the bag. With the privilege of im-
porting without charge, they think that is
not an unreasonable request.

Hon. Mr. POWER-One would suppose
that the people wbo Import salt and the
people who consume the imported salt
-would be the persons interested ln having
the weigeht marked on the bag, and the hon.
gentleman says it is alleged that sometImes
the bags are broken and sometimes the sait
leaks out. Would not a bag with the weight
stamped on it be just as liable to be broken
and have sait leak out as another bag ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Perhaps I could throw
a little light on this subject. I think that
salt manufactured in Canada might be very
well sold by weight, ïbecause it is of u
dry nature and when it is once weighed It
loses hardly anything in leakage, but the
salt from Liverpool comes ln very large
quantities. It Is of a very damp nature, and
on the voyage it naturally absorbs a quan-
tlty of moisture also. If It Is weighed in
Liverpool and the proper weight put on the
sack there, by the time it gets to the seaport
cities of Halifax and St. John, there le
naturally a deficiency ln weight, and, con-
sequently, if a party purchased fifty or a
hundred bags of sait according to the weight
marked on them in Liverpool, they would
not have that weight when they arrived
here, and under these circumstances It makes
a great deal of difficulty wIth the purchaser
and the merchants themselves. On the
other hand, if the sait came without being
marked in Liverpool, and if the merchants
ln Quebec and Montreal, as well as in the
seaport cities. had to weigh a large quantity
of salt, some fifty or sixty bags at once, one
eau see ýwhat a great expense and trouble
they would be put to, and in consequence
of that their salt would have to be sold at
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a higher rate. I throw out these observa-
tions to show the House that there is a
good deal of consideration to be used with
reference to this weighing and marking of
the exact weight on the bags and sacks. I
think if it could be done, it would be a great
protection to the purchaser, but the diffi-
culty is that this sait from abroad is liable
to shrink and fall off in weight sometimee
five to fifteen pounds.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-They might throw in
a shovel or two extra.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-That could not be done.
because the bags are closed, and with fifty
or sixty thousand bags it will be seen that
there would be a large amount of labour
in handling them. We generally sold sait
by the sacks supposed to contain a certain
lumber of bushels, and I am not aware that
there was any great difficulty between the
merchants and importers about the weight
Of the bag, because competition was so
great that there never was very much profit
on this sait. Fishermen were supposed to
get it at a very moderate percentage of
profit, and I do not know that they had any
great objection to take it as it had been im-
Ported, notwithstanding it was deficient In
Weight two or three pounds. But if this
louse think otherwise, I have no particular
ilterest in it, further than to point out these
facts as being perhaps somewhat trouble-
some to merchants and making confusion
mn the market that would be better avoided
if Possible.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-As far as the sentiment
of merchants and consumers of sait in the
maritime provinces goes, it will be unanim-
ous against imposing any such condition as
is imposed by this clause of the Bill. Indeed,
from my own knowledge of the Liverpool
salt trade, it appears to me to be practically
ImnPOssible to carry out the conditions of this

ill. Salt in Liverpool is brought to
the side of the ships in large scows, or
lighters. It is shovelled into bags. The
bags are bought by the shipper, ten or ele-
Ven or twelve to the ton, a suitable slze, s0
that ten or eleven or twelve bags will just
hold a ton of sait and the sait is simply
shovelled into the bag and the bag is sewed
up and put on board the vessel. It must be
borne in mInd that this sait in Liverpool Is
very little value. It cost only a few shil-
lIngs for a ton, and it does not pay the

shippers there to go to any trouble about
weighing the sait. They will throw in a
shovelful or two at any time., and they arp
not particular if it is over weight or not,
and I believe they will often put in a feir
extra sacks if there is any question raised
about it. I doubt if we could induce the
shippers on the otheT side to comply with
this provision, and go to the trouble and
expense of having these bags marked.
The time involved would be perhaps a
more serious matter than anything else. It
must be borne in mind that in late years
sait is brought out here very largely in
steamers. and that it Is necessary in shippin.g
by steamers that it should be handled very
quickly. The owners of steamships place
a great deal of value upon the time of their
ships, and will not consent to have them de-
tained unnecessarily. If there is unneces-
sary detention. or if this provision in this
Bill is forced upon the people in England
who ship the sait, I am satisfied that it
must add something-I cannot say how
much-to the cost of the sait on the other
side. If the marking bas to be done on
this side, when the sait is landed, I really
do not see how it can be done. It is dumped
or hoisted out of these steamers very rapid-
ly, a great number of bags at a time, loaded
into carts and hauled away, and there is
really no time or opportunity to bave the
sait marked. I do not really see how it can
be done except at very considerable addi-
tional expense. There is, certainly, no de-
mand for any legislation of this kind In
the lower provinces, and I am satisfied that
if any attempt is made to enforce the provi-
sions of this Act there, it will lead to a
great deal of dissatisfaction and difficulty.
I have not had much experience during late
years, but I am speaking from my expe-
rience some years ago. I think the hon.
gentleman from Yarmouth has had a great
deal of practical experience in this Une of
business, and his opinion on this question
would be valuable. I really hope that If this
section is to be passed it will be confined to
the sait produced in Canada. My hon. friend
says that would not meet the case, but it
applies to all the sait handled by the people
who are asking for this provision in the
Bill. As far as I am concerned I have no
objection to their having it, but I do not
think it should be imposed on the sait im-
ported from Great Britain.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-The law which Is pro-
posed to be repealed and amended by this
clause, provides that the Bi1 shall be mark-
ed, and the change ln the law is simply
Including the bags. I do not think it is the
feeling of the committee that the bags
should be included, and if we wish to ex-
clude them, we simply strike out this clause
of this Bill, and I, therefore, move that this
fourth clause be struck out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The law as it now
stands provides for barrels. This was a
proposition to introduce sacks, and to pro-
vide for the marking of sacks. If we take
out the provision with reference to sacks,
then the whole clause should come out, be-
cause the law as It stands now adequately
provides for the marking of barrels. I judge
from the observations and statements made
to me from gentlemen from the maritime
provinces, that they would be very much
opposed to a provision for marking the
sacks, because If the sacks are weighed on
the other side of the Atlantic and marked,
there is no certainty they would weigh the
same on this side, and it would seriously
Interfere wlth the discharge of the cargo of
the ship.

The clause was struck out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the fifth
clause be also struck out.

The motion was agreed to.

On clause 3,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This is a clause about
which I had some doubt and the hon. gen-
tleman from Marshfield made some remarks
with reference to It. I refer to subsection
3 of the first clause with regard to the
weight of a barrel of potatoes. My hon.
friend behind me says that they sell a great
many potatoes by the barrel, taking an or-
dinary flour barrel and filling it, and that a
barrel of potatoes welghs about 150 pounds.
This clause provides for 174 pounds and
this weight, I suppose, has been obtained
by pressing the potatoes ln the barrel. I ap-
plied to the department for Information upon
this subject, in order to ascertain upon
what they were proceedlng ln fixing the
weight of a barrel of potatoes containing
96 quarts at 174 pounds, and they have sent
me over a statement which I take to be the
statement of the municipal council of Klng's,
N.S. That report provides for the sale of

Hon. Mr. WOOD.

potatoes by the barrel, and it says that the
weight of a barrel of potatoes is 174 pounds,
and a suitable penalty sbould be provIded
for the manufacture of barrels of other di-
mensions than those mentioned. There have
been no tests by the Department of Inland
Revenue at ail and no special pains taken
to ascertain wliat would be the weight of a
barrel of potatoes prorprly put up, contain-
ing the same cubical capacity as a barrel
manufactured for apples. It seems to me
that it would be to some extent taking a
leap ln the dark to insert a clause and carry
It through in a measure resting solely on a
resolution adopted by a body that owes
no responsibllity to parliament in the matter,
and therefore, with the consent of the
House, I will strike out the first section of
the third clause. We can provide for It
hereafter when we have the proper test
made by the department' in ascertaining
what is the precise weight of a barrel of
potatoes. That belng struck out, clause 4
will become clause 3.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Did I understand
the hon. minister to say that the depart-
ment had made no test ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-All I can tell my bon.
friend is that I do not know whether they
have or not, but I applied to them for the
information upon which they had proceeded,
and the Information they sent me was the
resolution passed by the councli and board
of trade in the county of King's, N.S.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am very sorry,
and somewbat surprised, to learn that we
are proceeding without precise information.
I think it would have been the easiest thing
in the world for the Department of Inland
Revenue, having had that application made
to them, to have made a test.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They may have made
a test, but I have no information and It
will only be a few months till parliament
meets again and no serlous injury will be
done to anybody, because if they can put
174 pounds into a barrel of potatoes by
pressing them, they, no doubt, will do it,
if It Is required they should be of that
welght, and sold in the West India Islands.
There will be no difficulty as to that. My
hon. friend (Hon. Mr. Burpee) says they
sell their potatoes ln barrels not headed up
but filled, and they weigh 150 pounds-that
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being so, it is the weigrht of 2j bushels.
Therefore, there is nothing to interfere with
people in King's County selling as hereto-
fore, and those in New Brunswick doing
precisely the same thing. Legislation can
be had at another session on this subject If
it is found to be desirable.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The view that I
put before this committee previously on this
question is the view of the potato raiser of
iing's County, N.S. My opinion has been
derived. •it appears, from the very same
source which the hon. leader of the House
bas referred to. The trade in that re-
spect is not carried on in that way
In our province. The potatoes, as ex-
plained previously, are sold either by
weight or they are measured in tubs con-
taining about two and a half bushels, and
which are stamped, and they are sold in that
way. This particular trade, as far as the
east is concerned, belorgs to the Annapolis
valley in Nova Scotia, where they have quite
a trade with the West India Islands, and it
bas been explained to me that they are very
desirous to have this provision, because they
allege that the barrel which they have been
Seeking to have made legal for both potatoes
and apples, will contain that quantity of
Potatoes when they are pressed down with
a screw and ready for shipment, and as
they say the transactions are almost ex-
elusively by the barrel, this would settle all
disputes, because they would know, when
they were buying a barrel of potatoes, they
Were getting 174 pounds. That is the pro-
Per weight to go into a barrel when pro-
Perly pressed down. I can understand there
are difficulties in the way oif this legislation,
because [t will not be adapted to other parts
Of Canada, but I am a little surprised that
the Department of Inland Revenue did not
test this matter so that we could have pre-
cise information about it before going this
far with the Bill. They have not tested It,
otherwise we would not have to depend
011 the people of King's County, N.S., for
Information, but would have the. opinion of
the experts of the department.

Hon. Mr. BURPEE-The barrel is about
right. It is about the same as is made for
a barrel of flour. By this Bill It Is com-
Pulsory on those who sell potatoes by the
barrel that they shall put 174 pounds into
the barrel. It is a fact that they cannot do

it. They cannot put any more than 150
pounds. The barrel will hold exactly three
bushels of grain, but only two and a half
bushels of potatoes. A bushel of potatoes
by law should be slxty pounds. They cer-
tainly are not more than sixty pounds; that
would make 150 pounds for a barrel of pota-
toes. It is all you can get into the barrel.
Potatoes in New Brunswick are all sold by
the barrel. The barrels are not headed up,
but just taken to market in steamers and
on the railroads open, and sold by the barrel.
It would be impossible to put the quantity
specified here into a barrel and head It up,
although you may shake and press the pota-
toes down. I see that the Bill does not
provide that apples shall be sold by weight,
and apples, when they are shipped have to
go through the same process. When you
pack a barrel of apples for shipment you
must press them down to prevent them
from shaking and being injured. A barrel
of potatoes is the same In New Brunswick
and in the United States. The question ls
never asked how many pounds a barrel
contains. If every barrel exposed for sale
had to be weighed, and was required to con-
tain 174 pounds, It could not be headed up.
I am very glad the minister has come to the
conclusion to strike out that subsection.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-There is no danger
of anybody shippIng less than a full barrel
of potatoes, because If they are not pressed
down first, they will be injured in transit.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I would suggest that
the word 'potatoes ' should be struck out
of clauses 2 and 4.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think potatoes should
come out, because the shippers find when
they subject potatoes to pressure they are
able to put 174 pounds into one of these
barrels, but my hon. friend points out that
what they call a barrel of potatoes in New
Brunswick, a barrel fllled full, but without
being pressed, will weigh 150 pounds. I
have no doubt that ls a correct representa-
tion, so, that if we mention a barrel of pota-
toes here at all, we would be undertaking,
from one point of view, to provide for a
barrel without declaring that its weight
shall be.

Hon. Mr. pOWER-It Is proposed to legis-
late next session with better knowledge, and
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It would be well to strike out the reference
here to potatoes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not think the clause will bear that inter-
pretation. We first fix the size of the barrel.
If that barrel, according to the shippers in
Kling's County, N.S., will hold 174 pounds,
what is the necessity of saying anything
about the weight ? You do not define what
a barrel of apples or quinces shall weigh.
You simply say that a barrel shall be of
such a size and such dimensions. Then
you select potatoes and say how much pota-
toes shall weigh to the barrel. If potatoes
sell by the barrel, why not say that a barrel
of potatoes shall be of the same dimensions
as a barrel of apples ? If you define the
size of a barrel for apples, and they aell
potatoes by the barrel in the maritime pro-
vinces, let them know what the size of the
barrel must be, and there will be no diffi-
culty. It seems to me if you fill a barrel
of the dimensions mentioned In clause 18,
wlth very small potatoes, you would have
It weigh considerably more than If you filled
it with large potatoes. The latter would not
lie so closely, and consequently a barrel of
small potatoes would weigh more than a
barrel of large ones. If you leave the clause
as It is, and strike out the third subsection,
you declare what size the barrel shall be.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This little discussion
shows how necessary it is always to proceed
lu order. If I had not tried to save time by
referring to subclauses 4 and 2 together, this
difficulty would not have arisen. It is clear
the weight of potatoes must go out of sub-
clause 4 :

Every person who offers or exposes for sale.
or .who packs for exportation, apples, pears,
quinces or .potatoes by the barrel otherwise than
in accordance with the provisions of the fore-
going section, shall be liable to a penalty, &c.
Now, what Is the lmmediately foregoing
provision ? When potatoes are sold by
weight, the welght should be 174 pounds to
the barrel.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN-That Is struck
out.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-As I understand, It
Is intended, in exporting potatoes in future,
to use this larger barrel.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, it is smaller.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-A new sized barrel is
adopted.

Hon. Mr. POWER.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Not larger than a flour
barrel. It may be a little smaller.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Does not
this apply to wholesale and not to retail
sales ? Why not leave it that potatoes may
be sold by the pound for retail ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is no difficulty
about that. That is already provided for.
The question is whether you shall apply the
barrel measure to potatoes as well as to
apples and quinces. I think it is better
that potatoes should come out altogether,
and let the clause apply to apples, quinces
and pears.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The discussion we
have had on this measure has revealed one
thing, and that is that the Weights and
Measures Act with reference to potatoes is
in a very bad shape. There is no question
about that. Section 19 requires that all
articles, including potatoes, shall not be
heaped, that the measures shall be a level
measure.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-.You cannot apply
that to potatoes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It does apply to
potatoes. You require also that a bushel
shall be sixty pounds. Now, they do not
correspond. You cannot put sixty pounds
of potatoes in a level bushel measure.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The heaped measure
makes sixty pounds exactly.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am speaking of
the state of our law. Section 19 required
that there shall be no heaped measure.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Could you apply that
rule to turnips ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The Act applies
to turnips and everything else. It provides
that the crevices below the top of the mea-
sure shall be equivalent to the bulk of the
article that comes above it, or, In other
words, shall be equivalent to the lawful
measure, and does not make an exception
even for turnips. That Is certainly an
absurd way to measure such an article as
turnips. What I want to point out is that
the law, as it now stands, provides that a
bushel shall be the lawful bushel of potatoes
and everything else. Section 16 provides that
sixty pounds shall be equivalent to that
bushel. We are now In this Bill legalizing
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a barrel which shall be the smallest used for
exporting potatoes. You describe that as
holding ninety-six quarts, which has been
ascertained to be strictly correct, which is
three level bushels. Now, we are told when
that is shaken dowù it weighs only 150
pounds, which shows plainly enough that
there are most serious discrepancies in the
Weights and Measures Act with reference to
potatoes. The barrel in question, in capa-
city, coincides with the lawful bushel, but
the sixty pounds is at variance with the
measure. In our province, sixty pounds is
accepted as a fair weight for a bushel of
potatoes. The law should be made har-
monious so that there would not be these
discrepancies in relation to this subject. I
do not suppose we can do that now, but it
shows there is great need of a radical over-
hauling of the Weights and Measures Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is no doubt the
provisions of the Act do not la every respect
harmonize. Sixty pounds is represented as
the weight of a bushel of potatoes. I have
no doubt that is a correct measurement if
a bushel was a compact solid body. The
experience of those in Nova Scotia who have
packed and pressed potatoes for the West
India market, shows that although a barrel
of ninety-six quarts would hold three bushels
level, they cannot put 174 pounds of potatoes
la it. The 174 pounds is six pounds short of
three bushels in weight, which would re-
Present the interstices which would not be
filled up even after pressing. Then my
hon. friend points out, following the old
practice of heaped measure, that one of these
barrels would hold just two and a half
bushels of potatoes. It would hold 150
Pounds, when not subjected to pressure.
That, I think, is the correct statement. I
Suggest that clause 3 should be struck out
altogether, and I propose that the word
Potatoes' shall be struck out of clause 4.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before
doing that, I think if you look at the ob-
Ject of the Bill you must come to the con-
ClUsion that potatoes should be left in it.
The first clause provides what the size of
this barrel shall be.

Hon. Mr. POWER-For apples.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It pro-
Vides what the size of a barrel shall be.
Then the second clause defines exclusively

what the size of the barrel shall be for
potatoes, quinces and apples. It applies
to one just as much as the other. Then
you strike out the third clause and make the
4th clause the 3rd, and it refers then to the
preceding sections. What are the preceding
sections ? They relate to the size of the
barrel, and provide that when the articles
mentioned in the other subsection are sold,
they shall be sold in a barrel of those
dimensions. If the object of this law is to
provide for uniformity in the size of the
barrel for the export trade alone-you may
say that the word potatoes not being men-
tioned in that section, therefore it does not
apply; but the next section provides that
when they are sold for export by the barrel,
then the barrel shall be of that size. It
does not seem to me to be contradictory at
aIL

Hon. Mr. POWER-I would call the hon.
gentleman's attention to the latter part of
the first subclause 'representing as nearly
as possible ninety-six quarts or three
bushels.' It has been shown that the or-
dinary barrel holds only two and a half
bushels of potatoes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
never saw potatoes sold by the barrel in the
anarket where I live. Apple barrels are sup-
posed to hold three bushels.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If apples are pressed. of
course you will get three bushels, or ninety-
six quarts, but potatoes, according to the old
measurement, and sixty pounas to tne
bushel, will certainly not go into a barrel
containing ninety-six quarts. I propose in
the second clause to strike out the word
'potatoes.' leav!ng this Bill silent on this
subject of potatoes, and silent for the reason
that we are not undertaking to define what
a barrel of potatoes would be. My hon.
friend says that in New Brunswick the
practice has grown up of sending them to
the market in the open barrel.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
Is for home consumption.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He says also to the
United States. Then in the West Indies,
174 pounds aie packed and pressed into a
barrel, which is a larger quantity than can
be put into the open barrel. If we leave
potatoes out altogether, we are leaving the
trade free for the time being.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstand that. I do not object to it.

Hon.
better
fixing

Mr. MILLS-I thought potatoes had
be left out so long as we are not
the weight.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-But we
are making a barrel a measure by this Bill.
Every measure, whether a bushel measure
or any other measure, is fixed by the quan-
tity of water it would hold. In a bushel
of oats there may be, say, 5,000 grains, and
in another bushel of oats here they are
not very fine. there may be only 4.000. It
is the water which the vessel will hold which
forms a measure. Would it not be better
to say a barrel shall hold so much ? A man
might put large apples in a barrel and it
would not hold so much as if he put small
apples in.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is no trouble. We
quite agree and the Bill provides that the
capacity of a barrel shall be 96 quarts.
That is three bushels. That Is applied to
apples, pears and quinces. They are not
sold by weight or measure, but the barrel
must be pressed in order that it may be
put upon the market. You cannot send
away a barrel, without ruining them, un-
less they are pressed. That rule does not
apply to potatoes, and unless potatoes are
pressed you cannot put the quantity here
mentioned in the barrel. I propose to leave
out ail reference to potatoes.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (Prince Edward
Island)-I do not see that it is necessary to
strike out the word 'potatoes' In those two
sections, because it really does not affect
the measure of the potatoes to any extent
whatever. In the first part of the eighteenth
section we described the size a barrel must
be. It must not be less than certain dimen-
sions, which are given here. If you were
to fill a barrel of potatoes you would only
require, in order to have a legal barrel, to
have one which is not less than those dimen-
sions. It may be as much larger as you
please. You are not subject to any penalty
if you put as much in that barrel as it will
reasonably hold, even if It does not hold the
96 quarts, because you are only required
te get as near as possible to that quantity
lu filling the barrel, and these 96 quarts re-
present water measure. They are not 96
quarts of heaped measure. The Bill as it

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

stands now, with the third subsection of
this clause relating to the weight of pota-
toes struck oit, and ail that part relating to
the weight of sait eliminated from the Bill
as it has been already, I think will meet
all the requirements of the case without
striking out the word 'potatoes' in the sub-
sections in which the word occurs.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I entirely agree
with the hon. gentleman who has just spok-
en, I think it would be a pity to strike out
the word 'potatoes ' in subsections 2 and
4. because we would be reailly losing a
great part of whatever good there is in the
Bill. We are alming at getting a uniform
barrel, and it is hoped that fixing this for
apples and potatoes and all similar products,
and I think there will be considerable dis-
appointments among the apple growers and
potato grower of Nova Scotia if potatoes
are not included as well as apples. After
all, we are not establishing a measure of
capacity. We are only fixing a minimum
barrel, in point of size, that shal1 be used
for exportation, and why should we not
make the same barrel for apples, potatoes
and the other articles mentioned here ? I
think we will miss whatever good there Is
in the Bill if we diop the word 'potatoes,'
or it will be minimized If the application
is not made general. In fact. were it not
for the error in the measure last year we
would not have this Bill at all. But we must
pass some measure in order that the erron-
eous barrel of last year may not become a
legal barrel, and I hope that my hon. friend
will consent to allow the word ' potatoes ' to
remain in. We have struck out the words
' three bushels' in the first section, and the
other three sections will entirely harmonize,
and it will apply to apples, pears, potatoeS
and quinces, which should be dealt with in
precisely the same way with regard to the
size of the barrel.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think my hon.
friend rightly apprehends my statement. I
pointed out before that so far as the pears,
quinces and apples are concerned, when
you take a barrel of these they must be
pressed. They must ail be put in the barrel
in the same condition in order to deal with
them. There is no difficulty, so far as these
things are concerned. But what does a bar-
rel of potatoes mean ? Does it mean a
pressed barrel, or a barrel that is not pressed?
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It is not simply the capacity of the barrel
we have to consider. It is the quantity of
potatoes we are putting into that barrel.
In King's County they put 174 pounds into
the barrel by pressing the potatoes. In the
county of Sunbury they put 150 pounds, be-
cause they are not subject to compression,
into the same barrel. There Is 24 pounds
difference between the barrel of apples
pressed and unpressed.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Supposing this Bill be-
comes law, you provide for selling potatoes
by the barrel. People may voluntarily make
such arrangements as they think proper,
but supposing a man puts up a barrel of
potatoes in the open way, as they do now
ln the county in which my hon. f riend re-
sides, and their right is contested ? Sup-
posing the party buying says : 'I have not
a barrel of potatoes. You have -given me 150
pounds and in the county of King's, in the
province of Nova Scotia, they give 174.
pounds. I say that the only way you can
deal with this matter Is to leave out the
word 'potatoes,' leaving the people of Nova
Scotia to do as they are doing now, and the
people ln New Brunswick to do as they are
doing. until we can ascertain by actual ex-
periment what weight of potatoes can be
put Into this barrel containing 96 quarts.
It is perfectly plain that unless you make
provision for packing potatoes In the same
way as you pack apples, pears and quinces,
It has no applicability to potatoes. It Is not
a simple question of measurement, because
there is no difficulty about it. If this Is the
only kind of barrel manufactured, It Is the
kind of barrel the people will use for put-
ting potatoes in, as they use It for every
other purpose, but It does seem to me that
We ought not to include potatoes until we
are prepared to decide what weight of po-
tatoes constitutes a barrel-not simply a
measurement, because my hon. friend will
see there is all the difference In the world,
where you are putting up large objects such
as potatoes and apples, whether tbey are
subject to pressure. In the case of apples,
quinces and pears. you must subject them
to pressure In order to properly pack them
but in the case of potatoes yoù do not do
so. I move that the word 'potatoes' be
Struck out of clauses 2 and 4.

The motion was agreed to.

On clause 4,

Hon. Mr. WOOD--A point has been raised
in conversation here with regard to the
penalty which Is imposed in the fourth
clause. I am not clear that, taking sections
4 and 2 together, the penalty of twenty-
five cents could not be imposed on any
one who was exposing of offering for
sale a barrel of apples which were not for
exportation-a barrel not headed up in the
local market. Clause 2 speaks of apples,
pears or quinces sold by the barrel, but it
does not say for exportation. Then the
fourth clause reads :

Every person who offers or exposes for sale,
or who packs for exportation, apples, pears,
quinces or potatoes by the barrel otherwise than
in accordance with the foregoing provisions of
this section, shall be liable to a penalty of 25
cents for each barrel of apples, pears, quinces
or potatoes so offered or exposed for sale or
packed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Does the hon. gentle-
man thInk a Canadian has a right to have
his barrels inspected as well as others ?

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Well If that ls the In-
tention ail rIght. I understood It was ovily
to apply to exportation.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I cannot see why
we could not make these sectiors apply to
home trade as well as to the export trade.
I want to know why a consumer in our own
country, who buys apples should not be
protected as well as the consumers in foreIgn
countries, and I do not see why ln the
world this clause should not apply ail
round.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-So It does.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Then the wor;ds 'for ex-
port' should come out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is all right as It Is.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think the word
'export' will have to come out to make It
apply to the whole trade. We are fixing a
minimum barrel and It protects consumers,
when they buy a barrel, from havIng a
smaller barrel than what Is a reasonable and
equitable one Imposed upon them, and I do
not see why our own people should not be
protected as well as others. In the lower
province, we know that ln some parts of the
valley of Annapolis they have been putting
up apples in very small barrels, which would
not contain more than two bushels and a
peck, and these barrels mlght still be used
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in the home trade of Canada. I think, in
order to put the business there and every
where else on a wholesome basis, that it
would be well to make this apply to apples
for sale in our own country as well as for
exDort.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-The hon.
minister says it does apply.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Surely the fourth clause
is in the alternative. It applies to parties
offering apples for sale here, or packing
them for exportation.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is the fourth
section.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
is it necessary In the eighteenth section to
insert the words 'for export' ? The fourth
section gives us the alternative. It compels
every person who offers for sale apples in
Canada to have them packed in a certain
barrel. If we strike out the word 'for
export' the clause will read harmoniously.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think my hon. friend
will see that the clauses are all right. It
reads :

All apples packed in Canada for export for
sale by the barrel in closed barrels shall be
packed, &c.

That is for exportation. Subsection 2
reads :

When apples, pears, quinces or potatoes are
sold by the barrel as a measure of capacity,
such barrel shall not be of less dimensions than
those specified in this section.

That Is not confined simply to export. Then
subclause 3 reads :

Every person who offers or exposes for sale,
or who packs for exportation, apples, pears,
quinces or potatoes by the barrel otherwise than
in accordance with the foregoing provisions of
this section, shall be liable to a penalty of 25
cents for each barrel of apples, pears, quinces or
potatoes so offered or exposed for sale or packed.

So that the whole ground Is covered and
the local cases are met by the provision of
section 3.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-These
people will be back next session for another
Bill.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-When will that be?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Oh, January or Feb-
uary.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Hon. Mr. McKAY, from the committee,
reported the Bill with amendments, which
were concurred in.

SCHOMBERG AND AURORA RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY, in absence of Hon. Mr.

Kirchhoffer, moved the second reading of
Bil (94) ' An Act respecting the Schomberg
and Aurora Railway Company.'

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I do not propose to
oppose the second reading of this Bill, but
we were to have an explanation of it, and
we have not received that explanation.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I have the explanation
if the hon. gentleman desires it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Let us have it.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-This explanation was
placed in my hands to be read to the
Senate. This company was Incorporated by
the parliament of Canada in 4896, chapter
34, with power to build a railway from some
point on the northern division of the Grand
Trunk Railway, between King and New
Market, to a point near the village of
Schomberg, in the county of York, passing
through or near the village of Kettleby, In
the said county. This Bill asks for an ex-
tension in a westerly direction to the town
of Durham In the county of Grey, and an
extension eastward from the present eastern
terminus of the company's present railway
to the town of Oshawa, making the whole
road a distance of miles. The com-
pany asks power to enter into an agreement
with the Metropolitan Railway for the con-
veying, leasing or amalgamating with the
Metropolitan Company, subject to two-thirds
vote of the shareholders and the approval
of the Governor in Council. The Metro-
politan Railway has power, under the Act
of the Ontario legislature, chapter, 92, 1897,
to build from Toronto to New Market and to
certain villages in the county of York, and
to the towns of Barrie, and Orillia, and an
extension from Barrie to Collingwood. The
company may use steam as a motive power,
with the consent of the municipalities
through which It passes. That is the ex-
planation which has been furnished, and I
trust that it will be a satisfactory to the hon-
gentleman from Monck.
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The explanation
is flot in accordance with the BiN. Why has
this Bill come here at all ? Why have they
not gone to the local legislature ? They ob-
tained an Act of parliament, in 1896, by
dEscribing it as a work for the general ad-
vantage of Canada. That is the only ex-
cuse they can have for coming here ; it is
a local matter altogether. This parliament
passed that Act without fixing a limit of
time to build the railway. The company
have for ever to build it. If you look at
chapter 34 of the Statutes of 1896, you will
find no time limit for doing this work. In
the Bill now before us we must see that
there is a time limit.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is a limit in
the fourth clause.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I have read the
Act and cannot find it. It Is a matter we
can consider if the Bill goes to committee.
The company is going to do ail this work
with a capital stock of $250,000. It Is true
they have a bonding power of $20,000 a
i;le. This legislation should be looked Into,

but it is not my business to look into it.

Hon. Mr. MoMILLAN-What are they here
for ?

Hon. Mr. MeCALLUM-They do not say
Whether they are going to have a steam
Mailway, an electric railway or a horse rail-
way. I suppose If it goes to the Railway
Committee they can settle that point. I
shall be glad, if I am here, to fix a limit to
the time in which the company can do this
Work. It looke to me like a matter of specu-
lation. The explanatlon my hon. friend has
given le not satisfactory to me, but we can
look into the matter when It goes before the
Comamittee. The company have not done
anYthing at alIl, but they take to themeelves
DOWer to build extensions of the railway.
My hon. friend might give us an explanation
Of What these people want to do.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-It will be explained
in the commttee to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The rule is laid
down, as I understand, by the leader of the
Opposition at least, that at the second read-
i1g of a Bill it should be explained, and
if the House support It, they adopt the
Prilciple of the Bil. There le no prin-
eiple of this Bill that I want to adopt, ex-

cept a principle that will not give them, ac-
cording to the charter they have, for ever,
to build the line. My hon. friend from
Halston (Hon. Mr. McKindsey) put that Bill
through in 1896. Every one felt he would
not do anything that was wrong, and I am
sure he had no desire to do wong, but It
shows that the parliament of Canada was
lax in aillowing any number of gentlemen to
lock up a part of the country for ever in
that way, without even telling us whether
the line is to be a steam railway, an electric
railway, or a horse tramway. I am opposed
to any company coming to parliament and
getting hold of a charter which will retard
the prosperity of the country, and I want
to discharge my duty in preventing any-
thing of the kind.

Hon. Mr. PRIIMROSE-I do not profess
to have any knowledge of the district of
country through which these railways pass,
or as to the character of the railways, but
lu looking hurriedly over the Bill, it strikes
me that there Is one provision which is
rather extraordinary. I may not under-
stand It likely, but I wish to be set right If
I do not take the proper interpretation of it.
In line 25, clause 4, we read :

And as to the rest of the lines of railway
authorized to be constructed, the time for the
completion thereof is extended for five years
from the passing of this Act.

Is not that an extraordinary time ? When
we take into consideration the time within
whlch the Canadian Pacific Railway was
built, it seems extraordinary to give these
people five years to complete their work.

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

PENITENTIARY ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-

Ing Of Bill (174) 'An Act to amend the
Penitentiary Act.' He said : The Bill is
simply the schedule Of the Bill of lat year,
with a few names that were accidentally
omitted from amongst the names of the
officers. There Is no change in the salaries
paid. Everything is preciselY a8 it stood
last year. The Inspector of penitentiaries
was away when the Bill was prepared last
session, and the officer who prepared the
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schedule accidentally dropped out some
names. If the hon. gentlemen will look at
the Bill, they will see the name of the
officers who were dropped out are included
in brackets. There l no change in the
salaries paid to the officers.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
salaries that they have been receiving are
the salaries mentioned here?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

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

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the Bill be
referred to a Committee of the Whole to-
morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-It ap-
pears that the second subsection exempts
certain officers from the operation of the
Bill. If I understand, It does not interfere
wlth salaries, which in the past were larger
than provided for in this Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The officer to whom it
applies is the superintendent of the Manl-
toba penitentiary, who was appointed before
1885, and who continues to receive the
salary that was fixed at that time. That
was exempt last year.

The motion was agreed to.

SAVINGS BANKS IN THE PROVINCE
OF QUEBEC BILL.

FIRST READING.
A message was received from the House

of Commons with Bill (177) 'An Act to
amend the Acts respecting certain Savings
Banks ln the province of Quebec.'

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the Bill be
read the second time to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is this
the Bill that particularly applies to the
District Savings Bank of Montreal ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hon. gentlemen who
were here a few years ago will remember
the late Senator Murphy, of Montreal, in-
troduced a Bill allowIng the banks to Invest
in additional securities. A good deal of
discussion arose as to whether it was wise
or prudent, and this Bill is to extend their
power to invest In securities.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI.-They
were restricted under their original charter?

Hon. Mr. MILiLS.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, they were restrict-
ed wlthin very narrow limite, and they
asked to have them enlarged. They were
enlarged, and they now ask for further
enlargement.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, June 27, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PARIS EXPOSITION.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate: 1. Copies of ail letters and telegrams
between the government of Canada, or any mem-
ber or official thereof, and the Premier of Prince
Edward Island or any other person, relative to
the selection, preparation and forwarding of the
products of the said island for the Paris Exhi-
bition; and also relating to the appolIntment of
any person to take charge of the said products
at Paris.

2. A detalled statement of the said products.
3. A statement ln detail of ail moneys ex-

pended in the selection, preparation and forward-
ing of said products, and to whom paid.

He said : It will be ln the recollection of
hon. gentlemen that I made some Inquiries
of the government at an earlier period in
the session with regard to some of these
matters, and it will also be renembered that
very precise information was not then ob-
tained. I have it on excellent authority that
early action was not taken by the govern-
ment in regard to the representation at
Paris of the products of Prince Edward
Island. When I was in Halifax about the
first of October last, I met Mr. Bigelowe, of
Wolfville, N.S., who had been employed bY
the governement to get up an exhibition of
fruits for Nova Scotia, and he showed me a
telegram which he had recelved that day
from the Secretary of the Commission, or
the Department of Agriculture, I forget
which, at all events from the authority en-
gaged in organizing for the Paris Expositi0n
asking hlm to make a preparation of the
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fruits of Prince Edward Island, just the
same as he had made of the products of
Nova Scotia, and he told me that he thought
it was absolutely impossible to do anything
that would be worth doing at that late date,
that he had been at work from the month of
June in the province of Nova Scotia, and it
would be quite impossible to make any ade-
quate representation of the fruits of Prince
Edward Island at that late period. The
early fruits had all passed away and all that
remained were the late apples and some
other late fruits, and therefore he thought
it would be impossible to make any ade-
quate representation. I fully agreed with
that view, and he told me that he sent
a telegram to that effect. However, shortly
afterwards, a young man, Mr. Clark, re-
ceived authority to make a selection of
fruits and grains of the province, and I
saw some of this young man's work. I
know that he made a very determined effort
and did ail that a man could reasonably do
at that late period to get up a representation
Of the grains and fruits of the province, but
it was impossible for him to get an adequate
representation, because he did not get author-
ity in time. This Mr. Clark is the Liberal
organizer for the province, but I must say,
from my knowledge of him and his work,
that he did it as well as it could be done at
that late period. I had, however, yesterday
a letter from a friend in Paris who visited
the exposition, and after making a very
exhaustive inquiry, he failed to find on
exhibition any of the products of Prince
Edward Island. I cannot explain why that
is. He saw some grains In sheaves decora-
ting the walls, but could not see the In-
scriptions, and he failed to find anything
from the province of Prince Edward Island.
I think that this accentuates a point I made
on the last occasion this subject was
discussed, that in the large staff appointed
each province should be represented. If
each province had been represented, let it
be ln ever so inferior a position on the staff
Our representative would take some interest
in having the products of the province dis-
Played, but I fear the remote and less im-
portant parts of the country have been en-
tIrely lost sight of by the officials sent to
Paris. It le to be regretted such le the case,
and I think that owing to the large number
Of officials sent to Paris the representation

should have been given to the whole country,
and In that way secure a proper exhibition
of the products of the different provinces.
I think I will be able to convince this House
that this matter of the Paris Exposition, as
far as relates to Prince Edward Island, at
ail events, has not been promoted by the
government of Canada in the interests of
the province or in the public interest, but
for a low order of political purposes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Order, order.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I will be able to

sustain my statement to the fullest extent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman has
no right to use such language. It is un-
parliamentary. He is attributing dishon-
ourable motives.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am speaking of
the government of this country. I am not
speakIng of members of this House indi-
vidually. It will be a long day, and a strange
day when members of this House will be
prevented from expressing their opinions
freely and fully with regard to the doings
of the government. I intend to use my
position in this House to condemn the
conduct of the administration where I think
they have done something wrong and ser-
lously wrong.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Always, of course, in
accordance with parliamentary practice.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Certainly. In the
province of Prince Edward Island it is
well known the provincial government has
been ln difficulties. They have lost many
by-elections, and they found themselves in
a minority ln that legislature about the mid-
dle of December last. An election was
held in the district of Tignish on the
25th of July, 1899, and the Liberal party
having charge of the government of the
country put a candidate in the field who was
opposed by the candidate of the opposition,
and the resuit was that whereas in the
prevlous election the government candidate
had a majority of 244 in the by-election the
decision of the people was reversed, and the
Conservative candidate was declared elected
by 30 or 40 of a majority. The Iiberal
organ, speaking of the event said :

The result of the vote yesterday will, we
believe, make the Liberals ail the keener in
future contests, and to see that their organisa-
tion la complote ln every poli.
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I have no doubt that resolution was acted

upon, and that they improved their organiza-
tion in every way they could, but the resuit
was two by-elections were beld in the montb
of December, and'notwithstanding this earn-
est determination to improve their organiza-
tion, they lost these two elections, and the
result was that the government were in the
minority. The candidate elected on this
occasion ln the Conservative lnterest for the
Tignish district was Mr. Henry J. Pineau.
It appears, after losing all these seats, and
finding that improved organization was not
all that was needed, they set about with
their friends in Ottawa and on the island
to seduce from his allegiance to his con-
stituents one of the members that had been
elected in the by-election, this Mr. Pineau.
Mr. Pineau attended the convention of the
opposition in Charlottetown on the 23rd of
January of this year, when the following
resolution was passed :

Moved by Wm. MeNeill Simpson, Esq., sec-
onded by Mr. H. J. Pineau, Esq., M.L.A.:

Resolved, that the electoral districts of New
London, Tignish, Belfast and Murray Harbour
are entitled to the thanks of this convention on
behalf of the taxpeyers of this province for
having, at the recent partial elections, so de-
cisively expressed condemnation of the Farqu-
harson government, and the enormous public
debt created by them through their extravagant
and inefficient management of public affairs.

As hon. gentlemen wlll see, there was no
doubt about where Mr. H. J. Pineau, M.P.P.,
stood on the 23rd of January last. On the
9th day of February following, which would
be about sixteen days after he voluntarily
seconded the resolution which I have read
to the House, a conversation took place
between Mr. Pineau and Wm. Callaghan, a
highly respected resident of Tignish district,
and I have a declaration by Mr. Callaghan
which I will read to the House to show
what took place after this meeting on the
23rd January:

1, William Callaghan, of Ebbsfleet, Prince
County, province of Prince Edward Island, do
solemnly declare that on or about February 9
last, Henry J. Pineau, M.L.A., of Ebbsfieet, called
on me and said that he wished to speak to me
on an important matter, and wanted my advice.
He stated to me that he was approached by
Dr. Wickham, of Tignish, and was offered, if
he would accept, that he (Mr. Pineau) could get
the appointment of commissioner to the Paris
Exposition with the pay of $5 per day and all
expenses. He further stated that Dr. Wickham
told him he would have to go to Charlottetown
to see Premier Farquharson, who would direct
him to the Deputy Minister of Publie Works,
Ottawa, for further Instructions. I told him he
was adopting a dangerous course, and better

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

mind what he was about, and go to Tignish and
see his friends, which he promised to do. He
said it would be a great thing for him to see
his own country-France. I afterwards saw
Mr. Pineau. He told me that he had a letter
in his pocket, and his appointment was all right
to date from April 15 to December 1, 1900.

And I make this solemn declaration conscien-
tiously, believing it to be true, and knowing
that it is of the same force and effect as if made
under oath and by virtue of the Canada Evi-
dence Act, 1893.

(Sgd.) WILLIAM CALLAGHAN.

Declared before me at Ebbsfleet, Prince County,
province of Prince Edward Island, this 28th day
of May, A.D. 1900.

CHARLES DALTON,
J. P. for Prince County.

I have another declaration, which is as
follows :-

1, Jerome Perry, of Ebbsfleet, Prince County,
Prince Edward 'Island, fisherman, solemnly de-
clare that on or about February 9 last I went to
the house of Henry J. Pineau, M.L.A., on busi-
ness. When at his place he told me that Dr.
Wickham, of Tignish, was to see him on the
previous day, and offered him that if he would
accept he (Wickham) was authorized to offer
him the appointment of commissioner from this
island to the Paris Exposition at a salary of
$5 per day, and all expenses paid. He asked me
what I thought of this offer, as he said he had
been to see Mr. William Callaghan for his ad-
vice, and would like to have my opinion also.
I told him I did not approve of it, as he was
elected by us to go to tbe House of Assembly
and oppose the government, and not to sell our
rights by taking offers of this kind. He said
nothing further, and I went to my house.

And I make this solemn declaration conscien-
tiously, believing it to be true, and knowing
that it ls of the same force and effect as if made
under oath and by virtue of the Canada Evi-
dence Act, 1893.

his
JEROME x PERRY.

mark.

Declared before me at Tignish, Prince County,
Prince Edward Island, this 23rd day of May,
A.D. 1900.

EDWARD HACKETT,
J. P. for Prince County.

As a matter of history, Mr. Pineau left bis
home at Tignish, on the morning of Feb-
ruary 26, proceeded to Charlottetown, re-
mained in Charlottetown the following day,
presumably carrying out bis own words
that he was to go to town and see Pre-
mier Farquharson. He went to Charlotte-
town at any rate, and it is to be assumed
that *he carried out bis intention of
going to see Premier Farquharson. He
then passed over on the steamer Minto to
the mainland and arrived in Ottawa on the
morning of March 3. It bas been asserted
very strongly that Mr. Pineau had not com1e
to Ottawa at all, and ln order to set that
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matter at rest, I will read the declaration
of Mr. Huckell to the House :

In the Matter of Henry J. Pineau.
I, John Huckell, of the city of Ottawa, in the

county of Carleton, hotel-keeper, do solemnly
declare:

1. I am and have been for eleven years last
past proprietor of the Brunswick Hotel, In said
city of Ottawa.

2. On' the 3rd day of March last Henry J.
Pineau, of Tignish, P.E.I., registered at said
hotel, and signed the hotel register, the entry
nade by him in said register being as follows
that is to say: 'Henry J. Pineau, Tignish, P.E.I.

3. Said Pineau was a guest at said hotel from
the said 3rd day of March to the 13th day of
March last, namely, ten days and a quarter.

And I make this solemn declaration. &c.
JOHN HUCKELL.

Declared before me at the city of Ottawa, in
the county of Carleton, this 12th day of May,
1900.

A. MACFARLANE.
Commissioner, &c.

We now know that Mr. Pineau came to
Ottawa. We know when he lef t the Bruns-
Wick Hotel, which I happen to know was
coincident with bis departure from Ot-
tawa ; another very distinguished gentle-
maan left Ottawa the same day-the same
end of the day for, it appears, they both
lef t on the morning of March 13. I quote
from La Patrie of March 12, 1900, the fol-
lowing words :

The Hon. Mr. Tarte will leave Ottawa to-mor-
row for New York ; from the latter place he shall
tibark for France on board the ' Aquitaine.'

On the following day, March 13, La Patrie
pUblished the following item of informa-
tion :

The Hon. J. Israel Tarte, Minister of Public
Works of Canada, leaves to-night for Paris. HeWill be accompanied by Madame J. E. Robillard,
Miss Anna Tarte, his two daughters; Madame
Joseph Robillard, and his secretary, M. Hains.
At New York Thursday Mr. Tarte will board
the 'Aquitaine ' of the French line.

We have here the evidence that Mr. Pineau
camne to Ottawa, that he remained until the
forenoon of March 13, and that he departed
fron the Hotel Brunswick the same time as
the Hon. Mr. Tarte, departed from Ottawa,
to go to Paris. In connection with this
subject I am also privileged to read a letter
fromu Mr. Pineau himself, In bis own band-
Writing, written from 'The Hotel Bruns-
Wick,' dated March 8, 1900. It is addressed
to Mr. James W. Shea, of Waterford, Tig-
nish, P.E.I.

M4r. James W. Shea. Ottawa, March 8, 1900.

Dear Sir,-I now take the pleasure of writingYou a few Unes to let you know that I am In
51

Ottawa at present, and I must also tell you that
it is a fine place. I have seen a good deal
already. I must also tell you that I have been
well received by the government here, and I
am weighting for orders to go on which I think
will be to-morrow or next day I was all over
and Seen ail the House of Parliament the House
of Commons and the Senate Chamber and I
must say it Is a fine Place to see. It is no won-
der that they are so Keen to get here. you Keep
my C. M. B. A. dewes paid up I will send yoU
money in a 'few days the 10 lb. twine I got
from you you can get It Back you can also get
your men Boarded at our place if you want and
See that they have what they want. You give
them what is Right for Boarding them I Know
you will do that you can tell them at Home if
you See them that you got a letter from me I
Suppose Some people are very mad at me for
doing what I have done I Could not Help My-
self it is what every man is doing looking out
for himself not more at Present I Remain yours
truly

I will write you in a few days and will give
you more in detail

HENRY J. PINO.
Lt Is necessary that hon. gentlemen should

be aware of this fact in order to explain
the expression in this letter. 'I could not
help myself,' that Mr. Pineau had been un-
fortunate In business and was indebted to
some very strong politicians in the province,
and the first thing that was done was
to pounce upon him and seize his ef-
fects and sell them under the hammer,
and the next step was to approach him
through the Instrumentality of Dr. Wlckhanm
to offer him five dollars a day to go to
Paris. This is what the evidence, which
cannot be gainsaid in the slightest particu-
lar, goes to show.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY-Did he go to
Paris ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I daresay my hon.
friend will see by this time that he fully
thought he was going to Paris, and some
people fully intended to send him to Paris.
They must have been the greatest set of
decelvers and. I will say, rascals that ever
I became acquainted with if they did not
really Intend to carry out the promises and
inducements that were held out to this man
to come to Ottawa. My hon. friend asks
did he go to Paris ? I belleve that UP to
the present moment he bas not gone to
Paris, but he was induced to leave Prince
Edward Island by a person who was pur-
porting to act, or claiming to act, with the
authority of the government at Ottawa and
the government of Prince fdwdrd Island.
He was Induced to leave bis home. He had
called three or four meetings for the party
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organizatlon of his constituents before this
,man Wickham approached him. He had
called these meetings for organization, but
before the dates for holding the meetings
had matured lie was spirited away and In-
duced to go to Charlottetown with the full
belief and the confident assurance that he
was to recelve an appointment to go to
Paris to represent Prince Edwa*d Island at
the Paris Exposition, and his own letter and
the declarations I have read all show that
this was the case. For some reason best
known to those who were conducting this
intrigue from beginning to end, Pineau
was not sent to Paris. He was taken across
the line, into the land where a good many
other people with whom political machines
have dealings go. He passed over to the
United States and remained there until the
month of May, when he was brought back to
Prince Edward Island, and lie entered the
provincial legislature and voted in direct op-
position to the principles on which lie
had been elected only a few months
prevlously. The conclusion is inevitable,
that lie was seduced from his aile-
glance to his constituents, from his duty
to the country, by this promise of being sent

get your men boarded at our place and get
what you want, and I know you will do
what is right.' We cannot have a much
better recommendation of Mr. Shea than Mr.
Pineau's own letter that lie would do what
was right. I do not know Mr. Shea person-
ally, but that is the reputation lie bears. He
Is a man who does a very considerable
amount of business, and lie bears the repu-
tation of a very honourable man.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Are there mary like
that in Prince Edward Island ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Many who give up
private letters for political purposes ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The letter was
not marked private. My hon. friend fron
Wolseley should not ask that question. It
is bad enougli for the hon. leader of the gov-
ernment to ask questions of that kind, be-

cause lie never was in the east and lie does
not know anything about the province, but I
cannot excuse thli hon. gentleman from

i Wolseley, because lie knows a good deal
about the Island. The declaration reads:

I, James W. Shea, of Waterford, lot 1, Prince
County, P.E.I., farmer and lobster packer, do
hereby solemnly declare that on or about Mayto Paris. He was brought to Ottawa and 13 inst., I was In conversation with Henry J.

put in a damaging position before his Pineau, M.P.P., and he stated to me that he

former friends and before the country which expected to get from the Liberal party in Char-lottetown, for his support, the sun of $2,000. He
was irreparable, as far as lie was con- also said that he had asked of them that amount
cerned. He found himself In that position. before leaving Charlottetown on the previous

Friday, and they told him they were to meet
and having gone so far, lie was induced to Monday and they would let him know on his
go still further. At first, all that was in-; return back to Charlottetown. I have not heard

since from Mr. Pineau, and cannot now say how
tended by those who were conducting this the matter has been arranged.
Intrigue w-as that lie should be got out of And I make this solemn declaration conscien-

tiously, believing it to be true, and knowing that
the counti'y, so that his vote should not be it is of the same force and effect as if made
recorded durlng the sittlng of the legis- under oath and by virtue of the Canada Evi-

lature, but out of that evolved a still bolder
and stronger proposition, wbiclh was the one
that was carried out, that lie should go
back to Prince Edward Island and vote for
the party that Inveigied him away from the
duty lie owed to his constituents. I would
submit one other declaration on this subject
before I resume my seat. It is a declara-
tion by Mr. James W. Shea, of Waterford.
He is the gentleman to whom Pineau ad-
dressed the letter which I have already read,
and Mr. Pineau's letter will show that lie,
at least, regarded Mr. Shea as a very hon-
ourable nian, whom lie trusted to look
after lIttle affairs of business for him
In his absence. Pineau sald to him: 'You

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

JAMES W. SHEA.
Declared before me at Waterford, in Prince

County, province of Prince Edward Island, this
25th day of May, A.D. 1900.

CHARLES DAI/rON,
J. P. for Prince County.

My hon. frlend who asked me the ques-

tion did lie go to Paris, has, no doubt, in re-
collection a discussion that took place In
this House some weeks ago. I made the
statement on that occasion that I knew lie

had gone to Paris. I made that statement
solemnly believing that I had good evidence
to sustain it. A day or tWo before that I

met an officlal of this government In front
of this building, and I knew that he had
been in contact with Pineau, and I asked
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hlim where Pineau was. I asked him :
'Did you see him while he was here.' He
said: 'Yes.' I asked: 'I he here now' ?
He said : ' No.' I asked : ' Where is he' ?
He replied : 'He left yesterday with Mr.
Tarte.' I asked If It was for Paris and lie
Said ' Yes.' It seems, whatever the Inten-
tion was, he did not go to Paris, as I stated,
but the evidence I have submitted, much
of which was known to me when I made
my former statement to the House, and
the conversation of this gentleman in the
officiai employ of the government of Can-
ada, and who knew Pineau,-that official's
statement in conjunction with all this
Information which was wlthin the scope
of my knowledge, fully justified me in say-
ing that Pineau had gone to Paris. If the
government changed its mind, and dropped
Pineau somewhere near New York or Bos-
ton, af ter he left Ottawa, I could not be
held responsible for that. I have submit-
ted the declaration and evidence to this
Hlouse to show that this man was approach-
ed, and approached by some person about
whom we have very recently had a discus-
sion in this House, as having been given
a monopoly of handling and controlling the
fisheries bounty cheques, and it appears this
man Is recognized by the officers of the de-
partment and was made the custodian and
dispenser of fishing bounty cheques in the
district of Tlgnish. Taking that in connec-
tien with the affidavits which I have read
from two highly responsible men, that Pin-
eau told them this man approached him, in
Pebruary, and offered him this position,
telling him he could go to Paris Exposition,
and Pineau's own letter in which he
said that the government received him well,
and that he was waiting to go on, which he
expected would be the next day, all
shows most conclusively that, as far as
peor Pineau was concerned at least, he
thouglht he was going on to Paris up to a
very aate period In the negotiation, and that
he was dropped out later on, for wha.t rea-
8on can be best known to those who had
eontrol of the negotiations. Anyway Pin-

eau's letter reveals this fact, that he was
received and reeived well by the govern-
Ment at Ottawa. The affidavits reveal the
fact that he was approached by a person,
Who was reeognized by the government, we
know, Ii another matter, as a trustworthy

51j

person. all of which goes to show
that this matter of the employment of
the man to represent the province of
Prince Edward Island, at the Paris Expo-
sition, was made a matter of political con-
cern for a political purpose, and that this
Dr. Wickham was no doubt authorized In
the way he said he was authorized, and that
his instructions were to send this man to the
Premier, at Charlottetown, and the Deputy
Minister of Public Works, at Ottawa. Taken
in conjunctlon with Pineau's own letter, that
he was well received by the government
and was waiting to go on, which he expected
would take place that day or the next day-
on this evidence I think hon. gentlemen will
admit that I have made out a clear and
substantial case, and that this is a very
grave scandai that has occurred in our
country. A member of a provincial legisla-
ture, a man whose politioal faith was
so strong, that he became a candi-
date against his own brother-in-law, ac-
cepted the nomination of a political con-
vention and was elected by the efforts of a
political party, and after that election was
over, the organ of the government admitted
a substantial and decided defeat, and not
only that, but Pineau showed by his action
on the 23rd of January, in seconding the
resolution I have read, that he was a most
uncompromising opponent of the govern-
ment of the day. Then we have the evid-
ence which follows afterwards that he was
approached by this man Wickham to go to
Paris-that he was induced to leave his
home and to adandon meetings of his con-
stituents that he had called for the purpose
of political organization, and was Induced
to go one step after another until, finally, lie
went to the legislature and voted in direct
opposition to the way he was elected to
vote.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I would say with regard
to the only observations which the hon.
gentleman made that were pertinent to his
motion, in respect to the exhibition of fruits
and product§ of Prince Edward Island, at
Paris, that the whole of that matter was
left by the Minister of Agriculture in the
hands of Dr. Saunders, who has charge Of
the experimental farm here, and I have no
doubt that Dr. Saunders has discharged bis
duty properly in the matter. I have every
confidence that he is competent, and that
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he is faithful ln the discharge of any work
entrusted to him. But the hon, gentleman
was not content with these observations In
respect to the motion, deaIt in a series of
calumnies attacking the administration-
attributing to members of the government
unworthy and improper motives, and under-
taking to read in proof of the statement
which he had made a number of papers
which had no relevancy whatever to the
hon. gentleman's charges. The hon. gentle-
man sald that Mr. Pineau was elected as a
member of the Conservative party, and was
returned by that party to the local legisea-
ture for the purpose of supporting it and
opposing the existing administration ln that
province. That may be. I do not know
anything about Mr. Pineau, or about the
purpose for which he was elected. All I
can say, if he is so mean a man-so devold
of all principle as the hon. gentleman has
represented him to be, those characteristics
could not have suddenly developed after he
was chosen as a candidate and elected a
member of the local legislature. It would
go rather to point out the moral character
of those who stood behind him, no less than
to point out the character which he himself
possessed, and which the hon. gentleman
has here ascribed to him. Let me say, in
the first place, that the discussion of the
conduct of Mr. Pineau, and of Dr. Wickham,
and of Mr. Farquharson have nothing what-
ever to do with this House, or with the
House of Commons, or with the present
administration. We are in no way respon-
sIble for what Dr. Wickham, or Mr. Farqu-
harson may have said to either of them.
The truth is this : the hon. gentleman has
undertaken to show that the party of which
he is a member made a very bad cholce of
a candidate for a constituency in the pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island-that that
candidate has undertaken to betray the party
which elected him-.hat no sooner did be
secure his election, knowing the two parties
were evenly balanced in the legislature,
than he undertook to eell himself to the
highest bidder. That Is the statement the
hon. gentleman has practically made here.
But the hon. member has gone further than
that. He intimated that some members of
the government had brought Pineau here for
the purpose of bribing him. Has the hon.
gentleman given one scintilla of evidence
to support such a proposition as that ? Is

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

there a single paper read here, or is there a
statement that has been imade by anybody
-even by so great a liar as Pineau-is there
anything said by him which goes to show
there is any foundation for a charge of that
sort ? I say there is not. He says Mr.
Tarte left the clty the same time Pineau did.
Mr. Tarte lef t by way of New York for
the purpose of going to Paris. Is it an ex-
traordinary fact that two men, out of a
population of 75,000 or 100,000, besides the
transient population coming to the clty,
should leave on the same day ? Is that an
evidence of guilt ? Does the hon. gentleman
suppose there is anybody in this House so
imbecile, so devold of all capacity to rea-
son, as to accept a statement of that sort as
evidence that there was a corrupt under-
standing between Mr. Tarte and Pineau,
because, not that they had met or had any
conversation with each other, but that the
two haippened to leave the city at the same
period of time. Now, I believe I am cor-
rect in saying that Pineau did not meet a
single member of the government while he
was in this city. I have made inquiry of a
number of my colleagues and noue of them
remembers lhaving seen him. I have never
seen him, so far as I know. I have had no
conversation with him. I think my hon.
friend beside me will testify to the same
thing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I know the Minister of
Marine and Fisherles told me he had never
met or seen hlim while lhe was in the city-
that he had had no communication with him
directly or indlrectly, elther personally or
through any other person. I charge the hon.
gentleman with uttering calumnies agalnst
members of the administration ln the state-
ments he has made here to-day, without a
particle of evidence ln support of them.
He has not produced any evidence to show
that any member of the government tried
to sell Plneau's support to Farquharson or
anybody else. What interest could this
government have in the question of whether
Farquîharson's government succeeded or
failed ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman says
'oh, oh.' That has just as much force as
any observation that he has addressed to
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this House. It is just as strong as any
argument he lias uttered. I say we have
no interest whatever in either the success
or the failure of the local government. Why
the government ef Sir John Macdonald exist-
ed for years wlth the local governments
against him, and it is no source of strength
of this government to have governments
of the same party existing in the various
provinces. Every hon. gentleman will ad-
mit that to be so. I know that was the
opinion of Sir John Macdonald himself, and
the results went a long way te sustain the
view which lie expressed. The hon. gentle-
man has referred to the fact that Pineau was
a very needy man. He may have been.
The hon. gentleman first represents Pineau
as a very great rascal-as having been a
traitor to his party-as having been elected
by them to ottice, and then gone about
hawking his vote.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Instead of making
that statement, I distinctly stated ln the
House that I had no evidence on that sub-
ject. An hon. gentleman ln the House sald
that it was possible that these people owed
Dr. Wickham, and that he might be col-
lecting his fees. I said I did not know whe-
ther that was the case or not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If the hon. gentleman
did not mean that Dr. Wickham was using
these cheques for the purpose of paying his
own obligations, I want to know what point
there was in all that lie said on the subject ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Dr. Wickham was
holding them for political purposes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman has
made this speech. He lias alluded to this
matter himself, and I am simply answering
the observation which lie made

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Whichi I did not
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-He is not nearly make.

so bad as those who bribed him.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I apprehend from what
the hon. gentleman says that lie Is worse
than Pineau, for If any person has bribed
Pineau, It lias net been a member on this
side of the House-it has net been a mem-
ber of the administration. The lion. gentle-
man made It a point, in the discussion the
Other day, te bring a series of charges
against the administration which, when
examined, were shown not to have a single
particle of foundation whatever.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-What were they ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman ac-
Csed the government of having undertaken
to pay the bounty cheques of the fishermen
into the hands of Dr. Wickham.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That was proved
up te the handle.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That those cheques
Were handed te Dr. Wickham for his own
Purpose--

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I never
statement that Dr. Wlckham was
moniey for his own purpose.

made the
using this

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman In-
,sinuated it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-None could read the
Statement of the hon. gentleman and come
to any other conclusion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In this debate, and If
the hon. gentleman is correctly reported-
and I have no doubt lie will be-he lias
alluded more than once te Dr. Wlckham
to-da.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
spoke of what lie had done as a friend of the
government in the matter of bounty cheques
to the fishermen.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That was in to-day's
debate. The lion. gentleman has also in-
timated here to-day, In what lie lias said,
that he would be able to prove that the gov-
ernment were corruptly associated with Mr.
Pineau in this transaction. What evidence
lias the hon. gentleman adduced in support
of that ? He says first that Pineau is a cor-
rupt man-that lie is an untruthful man.
The hon. gentleman then undertakes to call
this rascal, this corrupt man, this untruth-
fil man as a witness against the admin-
istration. Now, what does this man say ?
He sa7ys that the government treated
him well when he came to Ottawa.
Does lie say that lie met a single
member of the government ? Net a
word of the sort, and the probability is,
when lie speaks of the government, lie re-
fers te members of the two Houses that
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he met, for a great many people from the
hon. gentleman's province speak loosely in
that kind of way, not being able to disting-
uish between the government and the repre-
sentatives of the people or the appointees
of the two Houses. That is in all probability
what he did. He may have met the hon.
gentleman. He may have had a conversa-
tion wlth the hon. gentleman. As a former
partner In the province, why should he not
have a conversation wlth the hon. gentle-
man ? Why bas the bon. gentleman shown
such a sneaking regard for this man in ad-
dressing the House to-day ? Poor fellow, he
was driven to the wall by people in Prince
Edward Island, to whom he was Indebted,
and who took from him the little property
he had. That was the representation the
hon. gentleman made. For what purpose ?
To win a certain amount of sympathy for
this man, to show, like the apothecary in
Roméo and Juliet, it was bis need that led
to bis corruption, and not any natural wick-
edness of heart. The hon. gentleman has
read a series of statutory declarations. He
bas read a letter fi-om Pineau, not a word of
which substantiates anything against the
government, or against any member of the
government, for Pineau does not say that
he met a single member of the administra-
tion, and now the hon. gentleman asks this
House, on vague statements whIch have no
relevancy to any charge brought against
the administration, to accept the statements
he has made, as statements that have been
proved. The bon. gentleman said that we
were mean and that we were corrupt, and
he would show how mean and how corrupt
we were before he had done bis speech, and
what evidence bas he given ? He bas got
the testimony of bis man Frlday, Pineau,
but he does not say any'thing against the
administration. He reads an affidavit from
Shea, who says nothlng against the ad-
ministration. Shea simply knows what Pi-
neau told him. He knows nothing more,
and that had reference to the government
In Prince Edward Island, and not to the
government in the city of Ottawa. That is
the condition of things, and the bon. gentle-
man may think that by calumnlating the
government-by bringing false charges
against the adminIstration-if they Indeed
had spoken against the administration-that
he Is goin-g to blacken the characters of men

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

who are at least as reputable as any hon.
gentlemen who sat in the government of
Canada heretofore.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I think it Is a pity
that the hon. Minister of Justice has not
treated this question in a little milder tone,
and looked upon it as rather a grave ques-
tion where the honour and respectability and
decency of the lives and conduct of public
men are brought so promInently forward.
As a lawyer, and as Minister of Justice, the
hon. gentleman knows very well that the

.greater the crime committed by an individual
the greater the secrecy shown in the per-
petration of that crime. It is very seldom,
when a person commits a heinous crime
against an individual or a country, that
he does it in open day and In the face of
everybody. The plans are carefully laid and
concealed, and the only way you can bring
them to light to the satisfaction of the
country or the jury Is by circumstantial
evidence. In this case we have produced
evidence enough to convict Pineau and the
local government, and to leave a very grave
suspicion upon certain gentlemen occupying
high positions In the Dominion of Canada
lu this city. Now, what do we find ? We
find that Pineau was to all Intents and pur-
poses a Conservative. He was selected by
the Conservative convention to represent
that district in opposition to a supporter of
the government. He accepted the nomina-
tioîn and ran bis election, and the Con-
servative party from one end of the district
to the other supported him and were suc-
cessful In electing him to the legislature.
After that a conference of the whole Con-
servative party in the province was held lu
Charlottetown, and Pineau took bis place
there as a Conservative. He undertook to
second one of the strongest resolutions
passed at that meeting. sbowing that up to
that date he was a declded Conservative.
What took place afterwards ? He was poun-
ced upon by people to whom he was In debt,
an unfortunate circumstance to any public
man. Hils little property was disposed of
at the hammer, and he was left In that
position till lie was approached. He was aP-
proached by whom ? Parties Interested 1in
the raintenance of the local governmellt lu
Prince Edward Island. What Is doue with
him ? He Is sent to Ottawa. What business
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had he in Ottawa-a poor man who had just
been sold out-a man dependent on his earn-
Ings ? The declaration read here shows why
he came. He was induced to come here in
the hope that lie would be taken hold of by
the members of the government here and
sent to Paris. There was such a pressure
brought against the Liberal party in oppo-
sition to such an outrage, that they had to
back down. They could not send hlim to
Paris, but they provided for him in some
other way, or promised to do so. He went
to Lynn in the United States, and worked
there for a time. He came back and had a
conversation with Mr. Shea and Mr. Shea
iliakes a solemn declaration that Pineau
told bhin lie expected to get $2,000 for his
support of the Farquharson government.
Up to that time, what inducernent was there
for Pineau to support the Farquharson gov-
ernment ? Absolutely noue. We must come
eto the conclusion that this man was not
only approaclied, but bought, and the Prince
Edward Island government has been kept
ln office up to the present day by this pur-
chased support. I say it is a circumstance
humiliating, disgraceful and degrading to
this Dominion of Canada, and to My own
little province especially. It would become
the Minister of Justice to deprecate and
condemn such a course and such conduct in
Public men rather than to palliate and make
excuses for it, and to say that the case is
lot proven. Tliat is all the bon. gentleman
las said on this occasion. I do not wish to
sa1y anything further on this question. I
thilnk it is a matter to be ýery much re-
gretted, nan] public men, whatever their
Positions may be, whether at Ottawa or in
the local legislature, should use their ut-
RIost endeavours to deprecate conduct of
tis kind, so that public men may fear to
follow the same course in future, and that
WVe May have pure government and the lives
anl conduct of our public men may be con-
sistent with the professions they make
'When they represent the public.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Is it known who
instituted the proceedings which resulted in
the sale under the hammer of Pineau's
effects ?

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Does the bon. gen-
tleman ·mean who were the creditors ?

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Who Instituted the
Droceedinga ?

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I take it for granted
the creditors did. I do not wish to name
the parties. They were not politicians, so
far as I know-at least not public men oc-
cupying public positions, but they were
strong political parties.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think this
debate has been very edifyIng to the menm-
bers of the Senate, or that it contributes to
the high standing to which the Senate ought
to aspire. A local scandal takes place ln
Prince Edward Island, and because the prin-
cipal actor comes to Ottawa, It is conjured
up that the government, from corrupt
motives, have broughti him here for the pur-
pose of helping the Liberal party in Prince
Edward Island. The whole thing is abso-
lutely untrue and nothing whatever has
been advanced, except bare Insinuations to
support the charge. The hon. gentleman
who has spoken las used this as a mediun
of attack upon the administration without
a tittle of evidence. While the hon. gen-
tleman was speaking I called Mr. Fisher out
and asked him: 'Had you any communi-
cation with Pineau ?' He said: 'No.' I
asked: 'Was any letter of recommendation
sent to you ?' and lie said: 'No.' I asked:
'Were you ever approached by anybody ask-
ing to give Pineau a position ?' He said:
' His name vas never mentioned ln this de-
partment.' Under such circumstances, to
absolutely forge a case against the admin-
istration and to throw innuendos and in-
sinuations at the government because this
man went on the same car a certain dis-
tance with Mr. Tarte is, I think, not very
edifying, I daresay the administration have
made mistakes, but attack thiem on some-
thing they have done, and not on something
they have not done.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Does the bon. gen-
tleman know tliat Mr. Tarte did not ap-
Droach him ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know. I might
have asked Mr. Tarte before lie went away
but it Is a matter that did not weigh on my
mind. I asked any of my colleagues I came
ln contact with about the matter.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-'From the drift of
the debate, there was no member of the
government spoken to except Mr. Tarte, and
I should like to bear from him.
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Hou. Mr. SCOTT-He is absent and can
be attacked. So far as, any member of the
government whom I have catechised on the
subject is concerned, there is a distinct re-
pudiation of any knowledge of Pineau. They
know nothing about him. They look upon
this matter as an absolute forgery, and It
is a feeble method of attacking the govern-
ment where you have no facts whatever.
If the government had appointed Pineau to
some position, it would be a different matter.
We have had plenty of occasions to do it,
but nothing was done, and Pineau goes off
to Prince Edward Island. It appears he
makes some statement to Shea that he was
offered two thousand dollars, not by any one
in Ottawa, but by some one In Prince Ed-
ward Island. The whole thing was in
Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstood the hon. Secretary of State to say
that he spoke to Mr. Tarte about it and that
Mr. Tarte denied it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, I do not recollect
that I ever spoke to Mr. Tarte. I have no
recollection whatever.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstood the lion. gentleman, In reply to
the hon. gentleman from Glengarry, to say
that lie had.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I may have, but I have
no recollection of speaking to Mr. Tarte.
I did speak to other members of the gov-
ernment, and they all repudiated any knowl-
edge of Pineau.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
the hon. Secretary of State say that my hon.
friend from Marshfield forged the charge ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Tiere is no evidence
that the charge is true, and I can only re-
gard it as a forgery.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I sup-
pose that is strictly parliamentary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is a good deal more
parliamentary than what bas taken place
before. We are sitting here and we are be-
ing called corrupt.

flon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Al-
though this debate has a serious aspect,
It is somewhat amusing to me. When I
cast my mind back to the past, when the
hon. MinIster of Justice ised to fulminate

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN.

lis anathemas against the late administra-
tion, his virtuous indignation to-day, in com-
parison with those charges lie used to niake,
certainly is somewhat refreshing. I have
heard the hon. gentleman standing on the
other side of the House say much harsher
tiings against the administration of Sir
John Macdonald than the lion. gentleman
from Marshfield, said to-day, and it was ac-
cepted by the party with which lie is con-
nected with calmness, and evident deliglit.
However, to my mind many a man has been
lianged upon mucih less evidence than the
circumstances connected -with this transac-
tion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-He must have been
an Irishman who was hanged on less evi-
dence that this.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
would depend on whether the jury was com-
posed of such men as the hon. gentleman
who interrupted me. If it were, I would
pity the poor Irishman particularly if lie
held opinions different from the opinions en-
tertained by the hon. gentleman. The de-
clamation of the Minister of Justice was, to
the older members of parliament, very in-
teresting indeed, and his plea for the govern-
ment on the ground of desiring the local gov-
ernment to be in opposition to tliem, is pro-
bably the most amusing of the whole speech.
He said that during Sir John Macdonald's
time most of the local governments were op-
posed to him, that it was to the advantage
of the administration that that should be the
case. Yet Ishave rather an indistinct re-
collection of the present Premier of the
Dominion declaring that the late MInister
of Jusitice in this House. the lon. Sir Oliver
Mowat, was the right arm of bis adminis-
tration. Why ? Because le was Premier
of the most important province in this coun-
try. We know that at the last election all
the ilinefluce that the provincial Premiers
and provincial governments could bring to
bear in the way of patronage and everything
else was thrown into the scale in order to
defeat the Conservative party ; and they de-
feated the Conservative party, and as a re-
ward the Premiers of no less than three or
four of these governments were taken into
the administration, setting aside just such
gentlemen as the hon. gentleman who sits
opposite to me now, a man who lad been
fighting for his party for the last thirty years
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to my knowledge, because we have been in
friendly combat ail that time. He was of no
use when there w-as a Sir Oliver Mowat to
take bis place, and it was just so with all
the provinces except Prince Edward Island.
The most powerful men were taken from
New Brunswick, and from other provinces,
and the most faithful of the party, my hon.
friend opposite, was set aside and treated
with contempt, and these provincial Pre-
iniers, whom the Minister of Justice would
like to have in opposition to him, constitute
a most important part of the present admin-
istration. It Is true there was some little
friction in the party; to use a familiar expres-
sion, some began to kick and express dis-
satisfaction, and in order to satlsfy parties
who had been ill-treated in the manner I
have just suggested, some were taken and
given governorships, and other gentlemen
were taken into the government. f hope
they are satistied. I do not intend to waste
much time in connection with this transac-
tion. I did say the other day-and I say
this with a knowledge of what the rule of
the House is in reference to former debates,
-in reply to a remark made by the hon.
Minister of Justice, that I thought this
Prince Edward Island transaction was one
of the foulest blots upon the political escut-
cheon of this country, and I think so still.
Whoever are the parties who approached
this man Pineau and lured him from his
allegiance to bis party and placed him In a
position to do that which he was elected not
to do, I say they are much more gulity than
the man himself. In a case where a man's
loss of property drives him to do that wbich,
under other circumstances, he would not do,
the man who approaches him ana
bribes hlm Is infinitely worse than the
man who yields to the temptation be-
cause his famliy is dependent upon him.
I hesitate not to give that as my opinion.
The hon. Minister of Justice and the bon.
Secretary of State declared In the most
Positive manner that no case. even of a cir-
cumstantial character, had been made out
In this instance. Is that correct ? Al1 we
have to deal with is the fact as presented
before us. Can any one conceive it possible
that Mr. Pineau came to Ottawa without
the knowledge of any one connected with
the government in Ottawa ? Are we to sup-
pose that Mr. Farquharson, tbrough Mr.
Wickham, sent that man here with the

promise of an appointment to the Paris
Exposition at a certain sum per day and
expenses, without the knowledge and with-
out the consent, or without the connivance
of any une connected with the government ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is no evidence
that he was employed to go to Paris.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not know what the bon. gentleman calls
evidence. If he would tell me here that he
was employed to go to Montreal, or was to
be employed to go to Paris, and was to
receive a certain salary, I would accept
that as true, I have no reason. under the
circuinstances. to doubt Pineau's declaration
in the inatter, and I think there is no man
in this House who would resent an insinua-
tion that you could not believe hlm if he
made a solemn declaration, more than the
hon. senator from Halifax. He says there
is no evidence. We have this documentary
evidence, the affidavits of statements made
by Pineau to his friends, that le had been
offered a certain position for which he was
to receive a certain consideration.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Is that any evidence
whatever-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman can do his talking after-
wards. That is evidence. A man's con-
fession is evidence. I stand in great awe
when I contemplate for a moment that I
am to be attacked and replied to by the
Demosthenes, from Cobourg. In the other
House he took me to task because I had
attacked the Speaker for violating the in-
dependence of parliament Act and he said
it was an outrage that a man should attack
the Speaker when he had sat with bis legs
under the table and drank his wine at din-
ner. Fortunately for me it did not apply, be-
cause I had never had my legs under bis
table at any time, nor drank of bis wines,
nor partook of any other of bis beverages.
But we had that logical and legal argument
advanced by the hon. gentleman why I
should not make an attack on a member of
the House. After lie replies I expect to
have just as conclusive an argument as on
the occasion in the House of Commons to
which I have referred. He bas undertaken
to read me a lecture as to what I should do
when addressing the present administration.
I accept that with due humility, and will
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accept It whenever lie thinks proper to
hurl bis bludgeons at me, or even his logic
of the character be used in the other House.
We bave bef ore us, in the way of circum-
stantial evidence, the tact that this man,
Pineau, was elected by a party. The hon.
Minister of Justice bas called hlm a great
liar.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I thought lie
said a Grit Ilar.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh. no,
that is too comnion. I was only using bis
expression. We have this unfortunate man
Pineau in a state of inpecuniosity. We have
him approached. it may be, and probably
was. by members of the local legislature.
and the bon. gentleman opposite bas said
very truly that they are not responsible'for
what Mr. Farquharson or the members of
that administration or any one else in Prince
Edward Island might do in bribing this
man. but we have Dr. Wickham telling him
to go to see Farquharson. We bave the
documentary evidence to that effect and
then we have him sent to Ottawa. He de-
nied baving some here, but it was proved
that he was here, and that lie went away
at the same time as the Minister of Public
Works. That might be a mere coîncidence.
Instead of going to Paris lie went to the
United States and remained there until he
was brought back by the party. Then we
have bis own statement that he came here
and was well received by the government.
I have not so poor an opinion of the intel-
ligence of the people of Prince Edward
Island, as my bon. friend, the Minister of
Justice, who said that the people from Prince
Edward Island were in the habit of con-
founding the, members of the two Hoa's
of parliament with the goverument. They
constitute a part of the ruling powers, I
admit, but I question very much whether
a gentleman who had been selected as a
member of parliament would confound the
members of the Senate and the members of
the House of Commons with the goverument
,of the day. He 'was we received by the
governient of the day, he said. Well, that
might be. I do not see anything Improper
in that. Any man who goes to the govern-
ment for anything proper and legitimaîte
should be courteou6ly treated. But he came
here for a purpose. Whether Mr. Pineau
Is of the character described by the bon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Minister of Justice or not, I am not pre-
pared to say. I never saw him and never
knew anything of him till I heard the mat-
ter discussed in this Chamber. I am just
as ignorant of the parties he saw here as the
Minister of Justice, but that he was bere,
and that he said lie was well received by
the government, and was to receive $5 a
day and expenses to go to Paris, Is beyond
a doubt, unless he deliberately sat down
and concocted this story for the purpose of
throwing the responsibility upon this gov-
ernment. Is that at all likely ? Is there
any probability that a man of that character
would deliberately concoct a story and put
It on paper in a letter to a friend, asking
what he should do, when there was no foun-
dation for it ? I am not credulous enough to
believe that anything of the kind occurred.
I (o not believe that he was so bad or so
elever as to concoct a story of that kind.
What object could he have in doing it ?
That is the question I ask the members of
the Senate to consider. What object could
lie have in tbrowing the responsibillty upon
the Dominion government of inducing hlm
to change his polities and to go Into the
House of Assembly of the province of Prince
Edward Island and, by bis vote alone, main-
tain the existence of that government ?
Because if Mr. Pineau's vote had been given
as it should have been given. In accordance
with the wishes of bis constituency, that
government must have gone out. There
must have been some consdderatiou for
it, and the only thing we have to consider
in this matter, so far as the Dominion gov-
ernment is concerned. is whetlher the gov-
ernment, or any member of the government,
through any of its officiais approached Mr.
Pineau on behalf of the governmenit of
Prince Edward Island to desert his party
and to vote for them, instead of against
them, as be was elected to do. Really that
is the only point in the whole case, and I
think tbait anybody who will read that
evidence cahnly and coolly must come to
the conclusion that Mr. Farquharson was
aided and abetted by some one in Ottawa
in order to seduce that man from his political
allegiance and send him out of the country.
It may be argued by the lawyers that that
is not technical, legal evidence, but we
know that parliamentary authorities lay
down this rule, that in the investigation of
any matter affecting the honour of parlia-
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ment, or the honour and integrity of any of the bargain was made with somebody that
its members, before a commIttee, that that Pineau was to be sent to Paris for no other
committee is not bound to adhere strictly reason than to get rid of him in order that
to the legal rules or practice in court that the government of Prince Edward Island
govern evidence. I know that was the could continue to govern that province,
principle laid down In the investigation because without him they would have been
that took place in 1874 or 1875 before defeated on the very first vote. These
a committee moved for by the then Mr. are the circumstances as they struck me,
Donald Smith, now Lord Strathcona, in and I believe at the same time it will be the
the House of Commons to inquire into conclusion that 19-20ths of the people will -
the causes that led to the North-west Rebel- come to. The fact that Pineau did not go
lion. The committee then appointed was to Paris is quite evident. He was here
composed of the late John Hillyard Camer- expecting to go to Paris. He was here at
on, Mr. Blake, Mr. Jones, of Halifax, Mr. the instance of those who sent him, but
Masson, one of our colleagues, myself, and when the question was broached and became
Sir Donald A. Smith, then Mr. Smith, a subject of public denunclation through the
Mr. Blake went this far : he asked a question press,-when my hon. friend from Marsh-
of the servant of Sir George E. Cartier as field brought the subject before this House,
to what took place between himself and it was not at ail likely they were going to
Father Ritchot In his own bedroom, while send Pineau to Paris with these charges
Sir George E. Cartier was lying in bed ill. pending. Pineau did not go to Paris, but
I remember distinctly objecting to prying he did go to the legIslature of Prince Edward
into the private affairs of a gentleman, even Island-was introduced to that legislature
of a minister, while he was in his own bed- by the Premier and another political friend
room, in any conversation that he might of the government, and has given his vote
have wlth a clergyman of his own Church, since for them. Whether there was any-
whether It was a question of religion or thing In the $2,000 to compensate hlm for
one which affected the North-west Terri- tiot getting the appoIntment to Paris is a
tories ; but the principle was laid down there quattion that must be left altogether to
by no less an authority than Mr. Blake hIm- conjecture. There Is no evidence that he
self, that you could ask any question, and got it. but there is this evidence-a gentle-
that you were not bound by the rules of a man swears Pineau told him he was to get
court. The servant repeated the conversa- it. Whether that is legal evidence or not I
tion which took place between Father Rit- a:m not going to discuss, but there is the
chot and Sir George E. Cartier, I merely statement. A circumstance of this kind
refer to that to show that the strict rules Of affecting our public men Is lamentable and
a court are not applied to a case like this, v'ey much to be regretted, and I should
and therefore my hon. friend from Cobourg, hope, for the honour of all public men, and
when making a point as to what constitutels for the honour particularly of those who
legal evidence, made no point at ail when have been elected to represent constituencies,
applying it to parliamentary practice. The we shall never have another Instance of the
doetitine laid down by Mr. Blake on 'the kind put on the records of parliament or in
occasion I have referred to seemed to me the history of Canada. It is lamentable and
so monstrous that I objected, but I was disgraceful, and whether Pineau was in-
overruled. In this case we have circum- duced to take the position through poVertY
stancial evidence that I believe will con- or anything else, I say those connected with
vince 19-20ths of the people who will read It are disgraced.
It calmly that Pineau was approached by
and through members of the local legisla- Hon.. Mr. CASGRÂIN (de Lanaudière)-
ture, and that they had some inducement 1 may be allowed to recaîl a remilsCence
froni somebody, I do not say whom-I should of a lamentable incident In our province,
be very sorry to accuse my hon. friend op- when we were more unfortunate than the
Posite of having anything to do with a trans- Conservative party have been In Prince Ed-
action of that kind-but they had an induce- ward Island. Instead o? one Pineau we had
neint from Ottawa to send hlm here and five. I wll name them. If Pneau's name
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is passed down to posterity, it is ouly right
that the naines of these others sliould also
be recorded. We all remember when an lion.
gentleman, who has just been appointed
Lieutenant-Governor of British Columbia,
was at one time prime mlinuister of the pro-
vince of Quebec. He had a majority of three
in the House of Assembly in our local legis-
lature. I remember one occasion, an occa-
sion I am sure well within the recollection
of the leader of the opposition, and also of
the lon. senator from Prince Edward Island
who has made this motion, and, belonging
td the party to which they beolng, they
should never have brought up this Pineau
matter in the Senate, because I do not re-
member their friends bringing up this other
question here or elsewhere. There were
tive supporters of the Joly government who
went to bed one niglit good Liberals, and the
next morning they were the greatest Tories
in the country, and they voted against
the goverunent of Sir Henri Joly, the
best governimnit we had had since confed-
eration. We had not a Dr. Wickham, but we
had a Mr. Senécal, and lie commenced by
a member of the government, afterwards a
judge. He also spirited away Mr. Fortin,
then member for Montmagny; also Mr. Raci-
cot, of Mississquoi ; also Mr. Paquet, and
made him a member of the government, and
last, but not least, le spirited away the
leader of the present Conservative party in
Quebec. Mr. Flynn. These gentlemen were
returned to the fold, but they have remained
Pineaus to this day.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
the hon. gentleman mean to say that these
gentlemen received fees or money for
changing their opinions ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Senécal was the agent
of the Conservative party.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
the lion. gentleman mean to leave the im-
pression upon members of this House that
either Mr. Flynn, or any of those gentlemen
whose nanes lie has mentloned, received
money for changing their votes ? I know
Mr. Chauveau was appointed to office.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-I am glad I have
been asked this question. It gives me an
opportunity to explain. Mr. Flynn was
offered better, and so was Mr. .Chauveau.

Hon. Mr CASGRAIN.

There was no talk about giving $2,000 ;
they were given $4,000 a year. They got
their money there and then.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman would not say that of the
hon. Secretary of State who went over to the
Grit party ? I gave him the credit of acting
upon his convictions.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-This is the first
time I have addressed this House. The lion.
leader of the opposition gave me good advice
at the beginning of the session-that I was
not to speak too often, and I have not.
This is the first time I have spoken since
I had the honour of proposing the adoption
of the address in response to the speech
from the Throne. The hon. gentleman
from Prince Edward Island, in bring-
ing up this question, should have re-
membered that his party in the province of
Quebec has been five times as guilty as the
Farquharson government. As far as Pi-
neau's change of allegiance is concerned,
lie must have read the Scriptures, because,
according to the hon. gentleman froin Marsh-
field, when lie came here, and failed to get
hiis appointment to go to Paris, lie must
have been very much disappointed, and yet,
notwithstanding that disappointment, lie
went back to Prince Edward Island and
actually voted for the party that had dis-
appointed him. He was returning good for
evil, and cannot be such a very bad man.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-I had not intended to
take part in this discussion, but I cannot let
the remarks of the hon. gentleman from de
Lanaudière (Hon. Mr. Casgrain) pass with-
out reply. The hon. gentleman is completely
mistaken, when lie institutes a parallel be-
tween the -case of Pineau and that of the
five gentlemen in the province of Quebec to
whom lie has referred. Pineau, was elected
to oppose the administration in Prince Ed-
ward Island. He had been elected only a
few days before the opening of the legis-
lature, and without any reason, decided to
abandon the party in whose favour lie was
elected and support his adversary ; whilst
in the province of Quebec it Is true five
gentlemen abandoned Mr. Joly's administra-
tion, to join the other party, but it was not
immediately after the elections were over-
if was after they lad occasion to study the
administration of Mr. Joly-but only when
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they had become dissatisfied with the way
Mr. Joly was conducting publie affairs.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They were all converted
in one night.

Hon. Mr. RIOLDUC-It took about eighteen
ionths to convert them, and they were well
converted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In
connection with ancient history, I should
like very much to ask the hon. gentleman
from de Lanaudière why he did not ex-
plain to us the purchase of a man named
Turcotte, who had been elected a Conserva-
tive for Three Rivers, and whose vote it
was necessary to secure ln order that Mr.
Joly, the present Sir Henri, should have a
mnajority in the legislative assembly ? They
made Mr. Turcotte Speaker, and afterwards
appointed him to an office ln Montreal.
Why not tell the whole story ?

Hon. Mr. OASGRAIN-I shall be delight-
ed to tell the whole story. Mr. Turcotte ran
in Three Rivers as an independent. le
came to the House and was elected Speaker,
by his own casting vote, I am quite willing
to admit, but he had been returned as an
Independent, and was a member of the legis-
lature before that and had voted several
times against the former government on the
very ground on which they were afterwards
defeated.

Hon. Me. FERGUSON-I feel almost dis-
Posed to forego my right to say a few words
at the close of this discussion, because, not-
'Withstanding the declamation of the Minister
of Justice and the rather piteous appeal of
the hon. Secretary of State, I think that
110 introducer of any resolution in this House
cOuld be much more pleased than I am at
the position it occupies at the close of this
debate. My hon. friend, the Minister of
Justice, in closing his remarks, was pleased
tO refer as he very often does, ln terms of
disparagement to the province of Prince
Edward Island in some way or other-
Probably not because he hates the province
Particularly, but because he wants to have
a ;bit at your humble servant. He spoke of
the looseness of expression which he al-
leges prevailed ln that province-that the
People there do not know the difference
between the government and the parliament
Of the country. That ls the assertion he
inakes. and he tries to weave that sug-

gestion in as an explanation of Pineau's
declaration that he was well recelved
by the government when he was in Ottawa.
The utter improbability of the excuse that
is insinuated there I shall leave with hon.
gentlemen to deal with. But I have to deal
witb an instance of looseness of expression,
that my hon. friend the Secretary of State
has Indulged in. I must come to the con-
clusion that It Is mere looseness of language
rather than an intention to Impute a cri-
minal charge when he says I had based
my case on a forgery. Does the bon. min-
ister mean to say that I have forged, or
that any person bas forged the names to
those affidavits ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, I did not say any-
thing of the kind.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am sure the hon.
gentleman was only innocently furnishIng
a.n instance of the looseness of language
ln use by members of the government.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I said it was a forged
accusation against the government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I will take my seat
for a moment if the bon. gentleman will ex-
pla.in how an accusation can be a forged
one in any way unless you forge the name
of a party to a document on which you sus-
tain it. Is there any other way ln which
a charge can be forged except by the act
of forging the names to the documents on
which you sustain your case ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I said there was not a
tittle of evidence to justify the statements
made. Not only were they denied by the
government but the gentleman did not get
anything at Ottawa.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It does not prove
that there was no evidence because the hon.
gentleman says so, nor does It sustain bis
accusation that the charge is a forged one.
The statement is so utterly Irrelevant, It is
impossible to conceive what was passing in
the hon gentleman's mind. As for the speech
of the -hon. 'Minister of Justice, if I had ever
been given to understand that he conducted
a case ln court and addressed a jury, I would
Say he was a worthy successor to the famous
Sergeant Buzz-Fuzz. The mutton-Chops and
tornato-sauce argument can only be com-
pared with the argument he used in this
case. We have the affdavit of Mr. Callaghan
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who, I know, Is a most rellable and respon- be edified and instructed by bis observations,
sble man, that Pineau told hlm he was but e lias been sitting too near the mem-
approached by Dr. Wickham. We were told bers of the government all this time, and
yesterday, and we know that Dr. Wickham lias learned their mode of defence when
is a man trusted by this government. We they are attacked, ' oh, somebody else did
have a letter fromPIneau bimself in which wrong.' That is the kind of plea my lon.
he says 'I came to Ottawa and was well friend has offered to the House.
received by the government.' There Is no The motion was agreed to.
use for any hon. gentleman to say that he
meant members of parliament and not of QL
the cabinet. If so, it must be gentlemen in OILS FOR THE INTERCOLONIAL
this House or the other House who support RAILWAY.
the goveriment were meant. He did not INQUIRY.
mean that he was going to the Conservative Hon. Mr. PERGUSON iuquired
members of parliament in order to get au- For a statement showing what proportion of
thority to go to Paris. the payments for oua for the Intercolonial Rail

way made to the Galena 011 Company a.nd the
Hon. Mr. MILLS-He could come to them Imperial 011 Company respectlvely, for the year

for the purpose of helping him out of his ending October 31, 1899, as sbown by a return
finncil dffiultes.presented to the Senate on the lOth day of MayHn.Hon. r FEERGUSON-H sniudr'ed

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Payments to the Imper-
well reeved by the government,' and was, lai Ou Company for ols for the Intercolonial

pwaeing for the orders tn go the next day.'

finncil dffiultes lawr for lubricating purposesdrn h

That must be taken in connection with the Railway for lubricating purposes during the
affidavits I bave read from highly responsible year ended the 31st of October, 1899, amount-

men, stating that he told them he was going ed to $436.13. Payments to the Galena 0il
to Ottawa in order to get an appointment Company for oils for the Intercolonial Rail-

to the Paris Exposition. It was a matter way for lubricating purposes during the

of notoriety in the province that he had gone year ended the 31st of October, 1899, amount-
for the d to $82,100.01.to Ottawa for the purpose of being sent toe

Paris. The letter was well understood to Mr. CORNDUFF'S DISMISSAL.be in connection with lis negotiations with
the government about going to Paris. He INQUIRY.
was first pounced upon and crushed, and Hon. Mr. PERLEY Inquired:
then approached, and he came to Ottawa, If Mr. Cornduff has been dismissed from the
expecting to be sent to Paris. These facts postmastership of the Cornduft post office, in

East Assinibola? If so, on whose recommenda-are also to be found In documents I have tion was he dismIssed, and was such recom-
submitted to the House. The puerile way mendation accompanied with a petition? Also,

l was there a petition received by the Postmasterin which those documents have been met Is General or government protesting against Mr.
calculated to leave the strongest impression Cornduff's dismissal?
on every member in this House that the gov- Hon. Mr. MILLS-In reply to the first parternment themselves feel that it is a very of the hon. gentleman's question I beg to saybad case Indeed. My hon. friend who rose that Mr. J. P. Cornduff lias been dismissedfor the first time since the opening debate from the postmastership of Cornduff. Toof the session, and I was very pleased to the second part of the question, Mr. Cornduff
thear him, havIng a lively recollection of the wasen dsse on an reoMmendto

wry raCfUIspeeh h mae onthead-was flot dismissed on any recommendation
very graceful speech le made on the ad- or petitlon, but because certain mail matterdress comnes to the rescue of the adminIstra- muailed at Cornduff, which was liable for
tion and of Mr. Pineau in this matter by pae, as Contrary to law ale to
alleging tbat some other people about twenty postage, was, contrary te law, allowed ·to
yearsbe transmitted through the mails free of

brIbers are to-day. I had realy hoped, after postage. In reply to the latter part of the

hearing my hon. frlend on the occasion of question, a petitlon las been received.
bis speech on the address li answer to the Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I may say Mr. Corn-
speech from the Throne, that when we duff was a pioneer In that country sixteen
would hear bim next time, the House would years ago, and bas been postmaster ever

Hon. Mr. FRIRGUSON.
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since. He is a most trustworthy manln BILL NTRODUOED.
every particular, and if he made a mistake
without any wrong intention, and after all
the people in the district petitioning the Tarif, 1897.-(Hon. Mr. Milis.)
government, regardless of politics, to allo"
him to remain in office, I think under the THE DISMISSAL 0F LIEUTENANT-
circumstances there was a very small basis GOVERNOR MeINNES.
for turning him out of office after he had
accommodated the public for years whileaccomodaeil he ubli foryear hl the following statement of the cause as-
there was no money in it. Now that there signed for the removal of the Honourable
is something In It, lie has been turned out Thomas Robert Mclnnes from bis office of
on a very slight pretext, and the office bas Lieutenant-Governor of the Province of Bn-
been given to a man who came on the pull- tis Columbia
man car into the country, while Mr. Corn-

aPrivy Council,
uu came in when there were no ralways Canada. (1588)

or roads. Extract from a Report of the Committee or the
Honourable the Privy Counoil, approved by

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know anything His Exceilency on the 2lst June, 1900.
about the offence except what bas been here On a memorandum dated 20th June, 1900, from
stated. How serious it is, and what action the Right Honourabie Sir Wilfrid Laurier, stat-

ing that the action of the Lieutenant-Governor
lias been taken on the petition, I cannot say. of British Columbia In dismissing bis ministers

b las not been approved by the people o! that
province, and further, that ln view of recent

CHINESE IMMIGRATION BILL. events in the said province of British Columbia,
it la evident t-hat the government of that pro-

FIRST READING. vince cannot be successfully carrled on in the
manner contemplated by the constitution, under

A mesag wa recive frm th flusethe administration o! the present Lieutenant-A message was receved -from the HouseMnne,
of Commons with Bill (180) 'An Act respect- whose officiai conduct has been subversive o! the
ing and restricting Chinese Immigration.' principies of responsibie government.

The Right Honourable the Premier submits
The Bill was read the first time. that therefore Mr. McInnes'e usefuiness as

Lieu tena nt- Governor of British Columbia la gone,BOWEL-ISand he recommends that Mr. McLnnes be re-Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Ismoved from the said office, and that the cause
there anything in this Bill other than the to be assigned for such removal under the pro-
increase of the capitation tax ? It does not Aisiona !ct 59 of the rst orth

AEriaAct oma ieto the Cmaitteee fofthe

apply to Japanese as well ? this minute.
The committee submit the foregoing for Your

Excexleney's approval.
Hlon. Mir. SCOTT-I think some amend-

ments were made after the Bill was Intro-
duced in the House of Commons. No vessel
carrying Chinese immigrants to any port In
Canada shall carry more than one such Im-
migrant for every fifty tons.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is old.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think there is a clause
limiting the number. There Is nothIng
affecting the Japs in the Bill.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Is there any tax on the
Doukhobors and Galicians coming into the
country ?

Hon. IMr. SCOTT-There Is no restriction
On bringing in either Doukhobors or Gall-
clans into the country.

The Bill was read the frst time.

JOHN J. McGEE,
Clerk of the Privy Council.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I con-
gratulate the government on the fact that
they are Imitators in form as well as in
substance.

MISCELLANEOUS PRIVATE
COMMITTEE.

BILLS

RULES SUSIPENDED.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that from now
till the end of the session rule 60 be dis-
pensed with, so far as it may relate to Bills
received from the House of Commons for
the concurrence of this House. He said :
If the required notice under rule 60 is ob-
served, It will be impossible to take up these
BUls In time to pass them this session.
There are very few of them.
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Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-What Bills are there
tha.t require the suspension of the rules ?
I hope we mýill not have to pass Bills before
they are printed and before we know any-
thing about them. I certainly shal object.
If there are any Bills of importance brought
up they should be printed and placed in our
hapds before we are called upon to pass
them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I fully
concur in the remarks of the hon. gentle-
man from Rideau. The 60th rule reads as
follows :

No committee on any private Bill originating
in the Senate, of which notice is required to be
given, is to consider the same until after one
week's notice of the sitting of auch committee
has been posted up in the lobby-

That applies to the Senate alone. The
rule proceeds :
-nor in the case of any such Bill originating in
the House of Commons, until atter twenty-four
hours' like notice.

f I d - A 4-i t t- ae ini

men who are 'here be appointed to the com-
mittee, during the present session, ln order
to facilitate the passage of private Bills
whicl are now before them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think the hon. chair-
man of the committee intends doing that.
Both steps are necessary to do anything.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
for the Senate to say whether they will
take advantage of their own rules and
block the legislation which is coming to
them from the other House, from the fact
'of their having kept it back until the last
few hours of the session. We have had
Bills of the most important character
brought to this House that should receive
the calm and cool consideration of the mem-
bers of the Senate and of the committees
and they are rushed through without our
really knowing what they are. The sooner
the lower Hlouse understauds the facts the
hetter it will be.

I UI1u il : Lu" l Hon. Mr. CLMOW-We have been la
position to-day : there are some Bills which -session five months, and have had ample
have come from the House of Commons time to dispose of ail the Bis If we had
and which have been read the second time
in this House and referred to the Private resodution by which tbey will have an ad-
Bills Committee, and there is no quorum of vantage given them to pass these Bis at
that committee and consequently no further the eleventh boar. I have seen this occur-
legislation which bas to be referred to that
very important committtee can proceed one ring for many years and 1 intend to oppose
step under the circumstances. That is an 1t. It bas been universal with both ad-
evidence of laxity on the part of members some can aid tae pace Whatis the
of the House of 'Commons who have Bills sm hnewl aepae hti h

of te Huse ! Cmnios wo hae Bisàbject of the delay ? Tbey ,want to delny
in their charge and do not present them at the Bille in order that tbey may not re-
a sufficiently early period, or it results from ceive the consideratIon their Importance
the fact that parties having private Bills un-
der their control and management in the
fHouse of 'Commons cannot proceed with Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We have had this re-
them owing to the manner in which the hearsai every session for the last forty
business is carried on, and it is another of years. 0f course we cannot aiways foresee
the beneficial effect that would arise if par- wbat will arise. I do fot remember a session
ties who have private Bills in hand would whee there were s0 few prIvate Bis left
send them to the Senate, where they could fto the end o! It. I have been iooking up
be calmly considered while the political dis- the list. I only find one Bi1 on our paper,
cussions are going on ln the other House. the Bil respecting the Canadian Mlning
If parties will not take advantage of the fact and Metallurgicai Company, and In the
of there being a Senate where these Bills ouse of Commons I find only two Bills,
could be (advanced early lu the session, I the Central Vermont Raiiway Company Bill
would serve them right not to have their and the South Shore Une Railway Com-
Bills passed at all. There is only one way of pany Bull, on the list. There may be some
meeting the cases to which I have referred, before the comiltee.
and that is to suspend the rule which limits Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
the number of each committee to enable the are some before the committee and they
ehairman to ask that three or four gentie- cannot proceed without a quorum.

Hon. Mr. MILn-.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There are fewer Bills
left this session than ever before.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I should be ivery sorry
to agree to any motion that will enable
measures to be rushed through the House
without consideration. When the House
was thin. the members of the government
Voted several thousand dollars to three mem-
bers of the body. That passed with the
vpte of the Speaker, and how do I know
that the same thing is not to be done again ?
I am opposed to anything being done unless
the members of the government will assure
1 as to the measures they intend to in-
troduce. Last year it was a shameful waste
of public money. I do fnot think we should
allow the government to hurry through mea-
sures in the dying day of the session.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I quite agree with
my colleague from Halifax.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I am sorry, but It is
too late for me to withdraw what I have
said.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This notice does not
refer to public measures. It simply refers
to private Bills and it does not do anything
te limit the fullest discussion of private
Bills. It provides that it shall not be neces-
sary to have the Bills posted up in the
lobby of the House for a certain number
Of hours, and as long the committee has
an opportunity of discussing the Bill, it
makes no substantial difference whether the
Bills are posted up or not, and I trust the
House will let the motion pass.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The hon. gentleman
1is not consistent. When a Bill is reported
from committee with amendments, he al-
ways asks to have the consideration of it
Postponed till the next day. We want suffi-
cient time to discuss the Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We will have suffi-
Ment time.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I know that we will
have to rush them through, and I think it
Is wrong. I want to have the f uli opport-
Unity of considering the Bills and acting on
MY own judgment on every measure sub-
mnitted to us.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There will be every oP-
Portunity given. In fact, the notice re-
quiring Bills to be posted up in the lobby
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is a rule made, not for the benefit of the
House, but for the benefit of parties who
may be interested in those private measures,
to give them an opportunity of making their
objections. All parties, no doubt, have
been heard with reference to these measures
so far, and the parties will have an oppor-
tunity to appear before the committee of
this House, as they appeared before the
other House, if they are disposed to oppose
these Bills. I never remember a session
since I have been In parliament where there
will be so few innocents to sacrifice as there
will be this session. Any hon. gentleman
who will look at the Orders of the Day and
the Votes and Proceedings of the House of
Commons, will see that almost every Bill
that has been put upon the Order paper of
the two Houses has been considered, and
that a very large percentage of 'these-far
larger than usual-has gone through both
Houses, so that there never was a session
when there was less ground for the objection
than this.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-I wish to move that
a few names be added to the Private Bills
Committee. I agree with the statement
that the Bills have been delayed too long.
All private legislation should have been
passed by this time, but we have now a few
Bills to dispose of. This morning the Pri-
vate Bills Committee met, and we could not
proceed because we had not a quorum. I
have been informed that several members
are away and will not be back for a few
days. With the permission of the House,
I beg to move

That the Hon. Messrs. Casgrain (Windsor),
Young, Bernier and Shehyn be added to the
Committee on Miscellaneous Private Bills.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Can we do that?
Is there not a standing order that so many
shall constitute a committee ? Have we
the power of increasing that committee in
defiance of the law in reference to the ap-
pointment in the first instance ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1 am
not sure whether it has been made the rule
of the House, but I know it was a report
of the committee, affirmed by the House,
that the committee should consist of a cer-

tain number, and it would be necessary to
rescind that temporarily ln order to keep
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our minutes correct. Referring to the
rules, I observe that it is provided that the
Miscellaneous Private Bills Committee shall
consist of twenty-five members. Therefore,
paragraph 6, of rule 80, will have to be sus-
pended.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC moved that paragraph
6, of rule 80, be suspended as far as relates
to this motion.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC moved that Senators
Shebyn, Young, Bernier, and Casgrain
(Windsor) be appointed to serve on the Com-
mittee of Miscellaneous Private -Bills.

The motion was agreed to.

INCOMPLETE RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It seems to me
rather ludicrous, but I want to lnform the
hon. Secretary of State that the third supple-
mentary return which he brought down of
railway petitions from Prince Edward Is-
land Is not yet complete. The hon. Secre-
tary of State brought down a return and
three supplementary returns and still we
have not all the petitions.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-And the hon. gentle-
man will not get them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I hope my hon.
frlend will make further inquiries, and to
assist him out, I will say that a petition has
been sent to bis department praying for the
construction of a railway branch from
O'Leary Station to Westcape, and that bas
not been brought down.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I brought down ail that
was in the Department of the Secretary of
State, and all in the Privy Council. The
hon. gentleman sald lie knew of one that was
sent to the Department of Marine and
Fisheries, and I spoke to Sir Louis Daviee
about it, and he said there was one there
and he sent it over and I laid it on the Table.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (141) ' An Act respecting the Grain
Trade In the Inspection District of Mani-
toba.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Bill (110) 'An Act to amend the Weights
and Measures Act, as amended.'-(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

SECOND READING.

Bill (172) 'An Act respecting the Canada
Mining and Metallurgical Company, iÀmit-
ed.'-(Hon. Mr. McMillan.)

PENITENTIARY ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (174) 'An Act to amend
the Penitentlary Act.'

(In the CommIttee.)

On the firet clause,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
are some Increases. The schedule to be re-
pealed In the Revised Statutes provides that
the warden shall recelve a salary not exceed-
Ing three thousand dollars.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend is look-
ing at the old Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
looking at the schedule of the Penitentiary
Act, chap. 182, Revised Statutes mentioned
in the Bill before us, which is to be repealed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is a mistake In
the Bill. It is the Act of 1899, the schedule
of which is being amended. I move that
the Bill be amended In that regard.

The clause was amended and adopted.

On clause 2,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
clause applies to the Consolidated Statutes,
because in some cases the salaries are not
more than three thousand dollars and not
less than one thousand.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
not Intended to Interfere with any officer
who ls recelving a larger salary than the
salary mentioned here ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
the reference in clause No. 2 Is quite cor-
rect.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

The clause was adopted.
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Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudière),

from the committee, reported the Bill with
an amendment, which was concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed under a suspension of the rules.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thur8day, June 28, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY INDEBTED-
NESS.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired:
If the Grand Trunk Raiiway Oompany owes

the government of Canada for any sum of money,
borrowed or otherwlse, obtained years ago ? And
if so, what is the amount and when do they ex-
Peot it to be paid, if ever ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In the eaxly fifties when
the Grand Trunk Railway was being con-
etructed the date province of Canada ad-
vanced in aid of the work from time to time
moneys to the extent of £3,111,500 sterling.
In 1658, the legislature passed an Act post-
poning the interest on the loan to the fol-
lowing charges due by the company : 1. The
payment of interest on preference bonds ;
2. After payment of interest upon the loan
capital of the company ; 3. After the pay-
ment of a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent
per annum on the stock and shares of the
Company. As the payment of interest on
the provincial loan ls postponed to so remote
a contingency It ean scarcely be called a
debt at the present day ; though in the pub-
lic accounts Interest is regularly added to
the amount of the debenture account due
by the Grand Trunk Railway, which now
totals $25,607,000. It is impossible to say
whether the amount will ever be pald. I
may add for the information of the hon.
gentleman that I entirely approved of this
settlement and voted for 4t In the session of
1858.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Have
there net been many Bille passed, since the
dates mentioned In that statement, giving
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power to the Grand Trunk to issue prefer-
ential bonds to take precedence of any calm
the government might have? If my re-
collection serves me, there were several
cases of that kind.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There was one in par-
ticular that I know of, the postal bond. The
postal bond was issued in that way, but the
account as it stands in the Public Accounte
is as I have stated.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Is the account out-
lawed ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is 42 years old.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-A gov-
ernment account cannot be outlawed.

TIMAGAMI RAILWAY WOMPANYS BILL.

Hon. Mr. BAKER moved concurrence la
the amendments made by the Standing Com-
mittee on Rallways, Telegraphs and Har-
bours to Bibl (118) 'An Act respecting the
Timagami Railway Company.'

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the third read-
ing of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I am requested to ask
this House to allow this Bil to be sent back
to the committee for further consideration.
I therefore move :

That the report be not now concurred In, but
that it be referred back to the Standing Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphu and Harbours
for further consideration.

In moving this resolution, the Senate will
perhaps permit me to make a few observa-
tions. The Bill was fully and at length con-
sidered by the other House, and there was
strenuous opposition offered there, but the
promoters of the Bili supposed that that
opposition had been abandoned, and the
measure passed the other House without
any amendment, and unanimously. When
the same Bill came up before the committee
off the Senate, the promoters were taken
entirely by surprise. They supposed they
had good reason to believe, and did believe
that the opposition that had been made in
the other Chamirber to the passage of the
Bill was withdrawn and abandoned, and
fo* that reason they were lulled, as it ap-
pears, into false security.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-What was the oppo-
sition to the Bill ?
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Hon. Mr. KERR-I will take that up a

little later on. Neither tibe solilcitor, who
was acting for the promoters, nor any
of tihe pronoters dreamed of opposition
in the RaIlway Committee of the Senate,
and therefore they were not present
to advocate it. The Bill, I am in-
structed, Is of a practical character,
and one that the promoters of It are very
desirous to have passed into law, as they
have made arrangements to put it into opera-
tion, and make use of it almost immediately.
¡I may be allowed, for the information of
those who are not so familiar with it as the
members of the Committee on Railways, to
dtate that two years ago certain persons
associated themselves together and were in-
corporated by an Act of this parliament, to
construct a railway from a place called
Verner Station on the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Une west and north of Lindsay to the
southern shores of Timagami Lake, a
distance of some 82 miles. That was passed
without any opposition, and the promoters
have been since that endeavouring to get the
scheme into operation. I might say that the
Une does not parallel any existing rallway,
and so far as I can understand from Inquiry
from those who know, it would probably
be-in fact I think it is admitted by all part-
les-if It were in operation a useful feeder
to the Canadian Pacifie Railway. It rune
north almost at right angles to their line.
That charter provided that the railway
should begin at a place called Verner Station,
a point on the Canadian Pacifie Railway
line some eleven miles west of Sturgeon
Falls, and go north. It was found, when
they began to survey the line with that
starting point, that the formation of the
land through which it had to go was not
only rocky but almost a mountain of rock.
The engineering diffieculties were so great
that they found It would cost 80 much to
build the railway that they had to get a
new line surveyed before financial people
would be willing to advance money to put
the scheme into operation. The result was
tbat a new line was surveyed which would
bring the starting point some seven or eight
miles further east, but still on the Une of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway and going
north. The promoters of this Bill asked for
three things : First, to revive their charter,
which the committee reported in favour of

Hon. Mr. KERR.

yesterday, and, second, to extend the time
for the beginning and the completion
of the road. That also was consented
to, and the committee reported in
favour of the promoters upon that
question. But the third clause, which dealt
with the question of location, bas been so
amended, in the wisdom of the committee,
that the promoters of the scheme consider
it practically destroys the Bill. In fact,
they say the Bill will be of no use to them
if that is insisted upon. The amendment,
as I understand it, not only fixes the old
starting point, but goes, perhaps, a little
further west from Sturgeon Falls. But
even assuming it starts where they
may start. if this amendment is car-
ried, Lt will be impossible to avoid
this rocky formation, and I am in-
structed, as representing the promoters
for the time being, that if the Bill before
the House passes into law with that amend-
ment, it will be useless, and they can do
nothing with it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What is the object of
the amendment ?

Hon. Mr. KERR-The object of the amend-
ment was to keep the starting point where
it was, but it has been found that the ori-
ginal route Is impracticable and they will
not undertake to build the railway If It
starts there. They cannot build it there. In
other words, as some of them put it, ' We
have come to parliament and asked for
bread and they have given us a stone-
not only a stone, but a rock, and we
cannot get through It.' We might just
as weil give the Bill the six months'
hoist, or kill it in some other way, as to
attempt to put it through with this amend-
ment. I hope that, in what I am saying,
I shall not be considered as lecturing any-
body or giving advice to any one, because
I am simply stating the case as the pro-
moters have laid it before me. That is the
substance of the matter. They say posit-
ively and candidly that the Bill is no use to
them if it passes in its present shape. It
[s true the committee have reported in favour
of reviving the original charter and ex-
tending the time. So far It Is all right,
but that is rendered useless by the
amendment which confines the company
to the old starting point and that is
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the reason they did not build the road
long ago. All parties are in favour of
it. I understand the hon. senator from Lind-
say (Hon. Mr. Dobson) who bas made
this motion, bas a personal knowledge of the
locality and knows the requirements of the
country and the facilities for development
likely to be afforded by this road. He Is
Most anxious that this Bill should pass Into
law without any amendment, simply in the
shape in which It left the Commons. In
other words, if It passes the Senate, as It
left the Commons, they will have a road,
but If it passes as it is, there will
not be any road built by these, pro-
moters, because they cannot get the
money to float the scheme. As I said
before, they have had a survey by a com-
petent engineer and he bas reported a line
which I believe is thirty-two miles in length.
In opposition to passing the Bill in the
Senate, it was urged that the original Une
did not contemplate a mileage of more than
24 miles. I suppose that is very true, but
these 24 miles, according to my Instructions,
would cost more to build than the 32 miles
and, besides, would not develop anything
like the extent of country which would be
tapped, so to speak, by the new route, which
la only seven or eight miles further east.
As I said in the committee, they very wisely
devised an ingenious scheme of going
through the rock cutting by going around
the rock, exercising their common sense,
I should say. There was opposition to the
Bill yesterday. I do not wish to say any-
thing with regard to that opposition. I sup-
Pose it was conscientious. It did transpire,
however, as some bon. gentlemen know, that
the gentleman who was there in opposition
to the Bill had disposed of his own interest
In the original charter for a sum of money
Which, he says, he bas received. I would
not argue upon that, because I do not think
It would be sound argument to say that,
because he personally disposes of his in-
terest, that therefore the public, or those
Whom he represented, should be deprived of
the opportunity of being heard in opposition
to the measure. I would not take that
ground ; still, one could not belp thinking It
Strange that he, having such confidence and
faith in the original Une, should be willing
to dispose of his interest in it for a sum of
money when It was supposed that this new

line would be surveyed and that Is was In-
tended to build the road upon that, although
I think it only fair to him to state that he
always opposed it-and I think he went
further and said that they should not
depart from the original starting point. I
think that It would be better not only for
these promoters, but for those who are op-
posing this Bill, that they sbould both be
heard in committee. There Is time for It.
The Bill is short. Two clauses are already
passed, so that all that would remain would
be sImply the reconsideration of this amend-
ment, and I am sure that those who oppose
the Bill, as well as those who promote it,
desire that the road should go on at once.
That is what the people are waiting for,
and I am sure that money cannot be got to
put the concern upon its feet If the original
line, as proposed, is followed, but bearing
.a, little from that a fairly good !route, ,
passable route, can be got,-one that 1s
practicable. For the sake of all concerned,
without the slightest Imputation upon any
bon. member of that committee or any one
else, I would ask that the Senate should be
unanimous In sending the report back to
permit the promoters, who are men very
much interested, to be present before that
committee, having been taken by surprise
on the former occasion. If, after having
heard the promoters and those in opposition
to the Bill, fully and fairly represented, the
committee stIll remain of the same view, I
for one shall be content to say that we must
abide by the action of that committee.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Is there any existing
charter, or are there any rights interfered
with ?

Hon. Mr. KERR-None. I am aubject to
correction If I am In error, but I did not get
the Impression that there was any company
or number of gentlemen prepared to take
up this project except the gentlemen who
are promoting this Bill, and the probabllities
are that they will be for the next twenty
years without this railway If this amendment
is carried, and It is a pity for both parties
that theyshould be without the railway. I
hope the Senate, In its wisdom, will permit
the Bill to go back to committee and allow
both sides to be heard. It was necessarily
a one-sided affair at the last meeting of the
committee, although my hon. frieni from
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Lindsay and Mr. McHugh from Victoria
were both present and set forth very ably
and clearly their views, having a knowl-
edge of the locus in quo. They could not
speak of their financial prospects, or their
intentions or capabilities, but simply that
the country wanted a railway and that that
was the best place for it.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN--What is the question
before the House ?

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I understood that the
recommendation of the committee had al-
ready been concurred in, and that the motion
was made for the third reading of the Bill
as amended.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yesterday, when the
chairman of the committee moved that the
amendment be concurred in, I asked that
the matter stand over till to-day, because the
amendments were important and I under-
stand that was done.

The SPE AKER-It has been moved in
amendment to the motion for the third read-
ing by the hon. Mr. Dobson, seconded by the
hon. Mr. Kerr, that the said Bill be not now
read the third time, but that it be referred
back to the Committee on Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbours for further considera-
ton.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-The motion distinctly
sald that the recommendation should not be
concurred in. The hon. gentleman from
Cobourg did not put the motion that the Bill
be not now read the third time. How-
ever, while I am on my feet I will make
a few remarks in reply to what the hon.
gentleman bas said. In the first place, I
think it is a very unwise and objectionable
thing to do, as he has done now for the
second time, to appeal from the judgment
of the committee to ·the House. As a
-matter of fact everythlng that he has said
here, and a great deal more than that,
was said by himself and by the advocates
of this Bill in the presence of the committee.
The committee took a long time hearing
both sides of the question, and after hearing
everything that could be sald, they came to
a decision by a very good majority, to make
the alteration which bas been proposed and
submitted In their report to the Senate.
What the hon. gentleman bas stated can
scarcely be said to be in strict harmony with
the facs as to the amount of discussion in

Hon. Mr. KERR.

the committee or information which was
brought before them. I contend that they
heard everything that could be advanced by
the advocates on both sides. Everything was
fairly and fully set forth. What does the
hon. gentleman himself say ? He talks
about this wonderful mountain which
he says presents an insuperable ob-
stacle to the construction of the road
on the line described in the original charter,
but he says 'we can go eight miles further
east and get round the mountain.' What
do the advocates of the amended Bill say ?
We propose to begin the road about a mile
and a half further west and get
past this mountain. We had before the
committee a petition signed, If my recol-
lection Is right, by a thousand inhabitants
of that part of Canada. It is not a very
thickly settled section, and we may call it
a unanimous expression of opinion on the
part of the residents of that district. They
petitioned that we should not allow this
variation of site in the original Bill. I think
that these men have a great claim to be at-
tended to. They have gone there undar the
guidance of a priest, who has been very
energetic in bringing them there to settle,
and they all understood, when they ·took
their locations, that the railway would be
on this identical line, and although a devia-
tion is necessary to get round this mountain,
it is a very sllght one, and the only change
made l the BIll, te avoid cutting through
this mountain, by allowing a deviation for a
mile or two miles west te make the start. We
had the matter very fully discussed before
us, and the maps whereby we could be more
easily guided to form a judgment as to the
different routes which cannot be seen
here, and the very reason why these
Bills are sent to the committee is, that the
committee has an advantage which the
House cannot enjoy, and when the House
las remitted a question to a committee in
which it bas confidence, there should be
strong reasons advanced here before setting
aside a report deliberately adopted, be-
cause it seems to interfere wlth the interests
of some private individuals. The public in-
terests are entirely the other way, and they
are promoted by the decision of the com-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not subscribe to
the doctrine laid down by my hon. friend.
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This Bill has been before the House of
Commons, and was considered there very
fully, and the amendments desired by the
promoter were made there. What the hon.
gentleman supports ls a proposition by the
Railway Committee of the Senate to undo
what was agreed to by the House of Com-
mons and substitute the view of a majority
of the committee of this House for the de-
cision of the majority of the House of Com-
mons. These matters go before the com-
mittee for the purpose of being considered
by the commitee, and the committee judges
of the merits and the confiicting interests
which may be submitted to it for its con-
sideration; but it seems to me that a com-
mittee, either of this House dealing with a
Bill from the House of Commons, or a com-
mittee of the House of Commons dealing
with a Bill from this House, assumes a very
grave responsibility when It undertakes to
override the wishes of the promoters of the
charter and the judgment of the House
which has first had an opportunity of con-
Sidering the matter. My hon. friend has
referred to a number of people who, he says,
have petitioned that the Une of the road
should be located ais hown in the original
charter, and which the committee proposes
very nearly to restore, greatly against the
wishes of the promoter of the enterprise.
I should like to know how many Inhabitants
of the village of Verner are parties to the
Petition. Of course all those people who re-
side in the village would be anxious that the
railroad shou.ld start at that partieular point,
and would not desire it to be taken any
great distance from that, but what Is here
to be considered in the first place is, whether
such a route is desirable or not. I assume
there is no question about that. There is
no disputes as between rival Unes. What
are the wishes of those who are promoting
the enterprise ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-What are the in-
terests of the country ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Of course It ls the in-
terests of the country, and the majority of
the House has au opportunity of considering
that as a majority of the House of Com-
Mons had. The promoters of this enter-
prise tell you, through my hon. friend, from
Cobourg (Hon. Mr. Kerr), who has had an OP-
portunity of comIng In contact with them,

that it is equivalent to voting against the
proposition which they have brought before
the attention of the House for a charter to
eonstruct a road from some point on the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, at or near Verner,
to a point on Lake Timagami. If the com-
pany did not feel that It was to their ad,
vantage to locate the road at some other
point than that mentioned, they would not
ask for permission to locate it elsewhere. It
cannot be to their advantage to make the
change unless they are going to save a con-
siderable sum in the construction of the
road, and unless the road is going to be
located in a district where they would re-
ceive a larger amount of travel and traffle
than they would if it was located elsewhere.
Now, upon that point, the judgment of the
company ls a matter of very great impor-
tance. It ls a matter of the first importance,
because the company's interests are para-
mount, to locate the road where it will be
most profitable to them, both on account of
the diminished cost of construction, and on
account of the additional amount of travel
and traffie they are likely to secure. They
have asked for a different location at a
certain point. What reason bas been given
for locating it elsewhere than as the com-
pany has wlshed It ? Who has given any
other reason why the committee should
arbitrarily, and against the wishes of those
seeking the legislation, locate the road else-
where than where the parties desire It? No
reason has been given. The committee by
what they have done, have undertaken to
substitute their own judgment for the judg-
ment of the House of Commons and for the
judgment of the promoters of the enter-
prise, who say, through my hon. friend here,
that If you Insist upon these amendments
you are defeating the project altogether. If
the project has value, and I apprehend It
has, to the public, then the interest of the
public Is to meet the wishes of the pro-
moters-and that has :mot been done by the
course which has been adopted. It seems
to me that the Bill ought to have been re-
ported as it came from the House of Com-
mons-that there is no adequate reason
given for undertaking to override the con-
clusion that was come to in the other House
and prevent the wishes of those who are
promoting the enterprise from being carried
into effect.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
doctrine laid down by the hon. gentleman,
I do not think any member of this House,
whether he be in favour of the Bill as
amended, or in its original state, will ac-
cept. If the theory which he has laid
down be correct, all we have to do is simply
to take a Bill as it comes from the House
of Commons, after having passed through a
committee of that House, and accept It bolus
bolus. That is the doctrine laid down by the
leader of this House.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No It is not.

rHon. Sir ,MACKENZIE BOWELL-If
that were the case, you had better abolish
this Chamber at once, because its functions
would be nil. I do not desire to say any-
thing offensively, but I do not think in all
my experience I have heard a speech which
was more decldedly special pleading in this
House in favour of a Bill of which the hon.
gentleman evidently knows nothing. I do
not think he has given it that study and
ceonsideration which a measure of this kind
deserves. He may be correct in the theory
laid down. that the promoters want to
change the terminus of this road. -On that
point I have no discussion with hlm, but
when lie lays down that extraordinary doc-
trine that this House is a mere nullity and
should have no power or authority to inter-
fere with the will of the other brancb in
dealing with a practical matter of this kind,
to that I totally dissent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I laid down no such
doctrine.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman says he laid 'Iown no sreh
doctrine. I leave that to the judgment of
the House who heard his remarks. The hon.
gentleman laid down this doctrine In as plain
language as he possibly could put it : that
this Bill having been carefully considered
in the Railway Committee of the House of
Commons and reported to, and adopted by
that House, that they ought to know better
than we could know, and consequently we
should have accepted it as they sent it up
to us.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I d!d not say that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
hon. friend to my left (Hon. Mr. Allan) says
if the hon. gentleman did not say that, he

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

does not know what lie did say. Those who
listened to the speech of the hon. gentleman
who seconded this motion will be somewhat
surprised-that is, any one who was at the
committee meeting. He first told the House
that not supposing the:e would be any op-
position to the provisions of this Bill, no one
was there to explain or to oppose the amend-
ment. The hon. gentleannn who represcbts
South Victoria in the lower House was
present and gave a full explanation of the
reasons and causes which led the company
to change their point of beginning from
Verner to a point eleven miles east of that
place. Those who opposed the Bill stated
distinctly and positively that the road was
eight or ten miles longer.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-A great deal more
than that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-A
great deal longer than the road that would
begin at Verner on the south, and go north-
ward to the lake through the settlement.
I put the question straight myself-I know I
am somewihat out of order in referring to
a proceeding in committee. but it Is neces-
sary after what has been stated by some
membem of the committee-I put the ques-
tion straight to the member from South
Victoria If he knew what the character of
the route was. He frankly admitted that
he did no&t. We then asked one of the
gentlemen present, from Sturgeon Falls, who
told the committee that he had been over
the whole route and knew exactly what the
character of the country was, and that the
new route wihich they had laid down on that
map, running northward from its terminus,
at Sturgeon Falls, was almost impracticable
-that It was all bills and rocks, just of the
character which the hon. gentleman from
Cobourg called the attention of the House
to when spegking of the other route. The
question was put by myself as to the char-
acter of the country through which the road
would run, having its terminus at Verner,
and it was said it was a much more practi-
cable route-that the difficulties which were
pointed out by the hon. gentleman from Co-
bourg did not exist, but that there was some
little difficulty ln. getting into Verner proper,
and they asked permission to make the ter-
minus not more than two miles to the west.
I asked W'hy that was done ? The answer
was, because It would come down a valey
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and make a connection wlth the Canadian
Pacifie Railway without any difflculty as to
rocks or other impediments in the road, and
that the road might be built much cheaper
and find a terminus at much less cost than
at Sturgeon Falls. Those were the facts pre-
sented to the committee. The gentleman pro-
moting the Bill was there. one would sup-
pose he would know what he was talking
about. He was very frank in answering
the questions put to him. What is the his-
tory of this Bill. I agree with the hon.
Minister of Justice when he says that we
should look to the interest of the country
itself. Before the construction of the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway that whole country
was a wilderness. No one lived there. The
hon. gentleman says if this road Is not built
at once the country will be the same twenty
years hence as lt was twenty years ago. No
one was there twenty years ago. It was found
out by a missionary that there was land
enough there to form a nucleus for a large
settlement. He devoted his time-I think
I amn correct in saying his whole time-in
visiting the French settlement in Michigan
and illinois, and induced some thousand
people, as he told us in the committee, prin-
cipally Canadians and their descendants, ln
Michigan and Illinois, to return to Canada
and settle in that country. When I was a
member of the government this gentleman
visited me repeatedly in the lnterests of
these people. He has established that settle-
ment, and it is increasing. He says there il
a good locality in the west up the valley
of the Sturgeon River for a great many more
settlers, and it may become a populous part
of the country, and in following the route
laid down in the charter originally granted,
the settlers would be some ten or twelve
miles nearer the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
and that the line would pass through a much
better country than if the route started from
Sturgeon Falls. That was his contention.
It was not combated. There was no evi-
dence to show that any of his statements
were incorrect. My sympathy was alto-
gether-without any knowledge at all of that
country-with the reverend gentleman and
those who were acting with him in effect-
ing the settlement to which I have alluded.
No doubt, as the hon. gentleman said, every
man ln Verner would sign a petition to make
that place the terminus, but it Is merely a
station-there are very few people there.

The village that Is growing rapidly Is Stur-
geon Falls. We have no petition from there,
but we had a gentleman from there who de-
elared to us that he knew the country well,
and that the new route was the least prac-
ticable, and would cost double the amount
to construct it, and at the same time would
not give the same facilities for the settlers
to bring the produets of their farms to the
Canadian Pacific Railway. There Is the
whole story. It is true, the hon. gentleman
from Cobourg said that the reverend gentle-
man who was opposlng the change of ter-
minus of this road had sold his interest to
another man who was interested in Stur-
geon Falls district, but he said further, and
he said it with a good deal of solemni'ty and
a good deal of vim, that when he sold that
he did so because he thought the man would
enter into a scheme to construct the road,
but not to change the terminus. That was
his contention. Any man might sell his In-
dividual right, if he had any, ln the charter,
and at the same time he might do It with
the understanding that the road was to be
constructed upon the line originally laid
down, and for which they had a charter,
but just as soon as this man got control, as
he supposed, of it, he thon brought to his
aid some of those whose names were in the
original charter and others to change the
route entirely, eleven miles to the east, and
to lengthen it about ten or fifteen miles, to
the disadvantage of the settlers, In aid of
whom the charter was originally secured.
If the statement made by the Sturgeon
Falls man be correct, the new route passes
through a country the greater part of whieh
is not habitable, and the only inference I
could draw from that is that that is a
pulp wood country. Those who have tra-
velled over the Canadian Pacifie Railway
know that a very large proportion of that
country is rocky and uninhabitable, but It
abounds in spruce and pulpwood, and as
there is plenty of water power, and I be-
lieve mills erected at Sturgeon Falls, the
interest of the settler Is set aside in order
that a speculator may be enabled to brifng
his pulpwood down to Sturgeon Falls. That
is the only inference I can draw from the
information received ln the committee, and
It is for the House to say whether, having
considered alil these points, they will send
this report back to the committee for amend-
ment, and wlth Instructions to report it back

825



826 [SENATE]
as it came from the House of Commons. I
do not take the strong 'view that many do
with reference te the report of a committee.
A Bill is sent to a committee for the pur-
pose of being considered and reported upon.
I do not consider it a reflection upon the
committee If the majority of the Senate
think differently and say no, you should
not have made that amendment and refer
it back to you to consider the amendment
and report as the majority think they ought
to report. That is the function of the
House, the privilege and power of the
House, and when I heard that argument
made, that because a committee reports in
a certain way it is a reflection to object to
their report. I did not concur. I do think,
however, that no more evidence could be
procured than was submitted to the com-
mittee, or that would justify that committee
in changing the report which they have
made. It is true, if these amendments are
not concurred in, and the BilR is not passed,
they have all the powers under the charter
now upon the statute-book, which powers
will still have effect until the middle of this
month, and then they wilU have no charter
at all. Then it wilî be for the parties inter-
ested in thait part of the country to apply
next session for another charter. But the
whole point is in a nutshell. Shall these
original settlers be deprived of the easiest,
best and cheapest mode of making connec-
tion with the Canadian Pacific Railway to
take their products to market for the pur-
pose of helping speculators who, have no
interest in the country. The man who Is
the prime mover in this diversion of the
route is now in New York on his way to
England. The people of Sturgeon Falls,
that is those who own the mills, have re-
pudiated him by the letters which were sent
to the chairman of the committee, and also
read by the reverend gentleman who op-
posed the change of terminus. If this House
adopts the motion instructing the com-
mittee to make a different report, I hesitate
net to say it will be in the interest of ape-
cudators and charter-mongers rather than in
the interest of the settlers.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I am quite aware that
there are certain conventional, if not ac-
tually written rules, as te allusions in this
House to what bas taken place in a commit.
tee of the House, and I do not wish to trans-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

gress them. However, I wish very strong-
ly to protest against the remarks made by
the hon. Minister of Justice. I may have
quite misunderstood him, but it is for the
rest of the House to judge whether the im-
pression made upon me by what he said,
is correct-that the commititee had arrived
at a conclusion without having had proper
evidence before them-without, ln fact, pay-
ing any attention to the promoters of the
Bill, but rather on their own mere motion,
and without any proper grounds, had taken
upon themselves to materially alter the
whole charaoter of the Bill. I may also
have misunderstood my hon. friend, but I
certainly thought he said, as plainly as
words could state it, that there was some-
thing very improper in a committee of this
House throwing ont or materially altering
a Bill which had been passed ln a committee
of the flouse of Commons and by the House
of Commons itself. I have had a pretty
long erperience in the committees of this
House, and all I cau say is that If Bills
passing through committees of the House
of Commons and coming up to this flouse
-I am speaking of private BillIs-had not
been time and again altered, we should have
some very strange legislation on our sta-
tute-books. I can say most honestly that
I came to the consideration of this question
on the committee with a very open mind-so
much se, that I was willing to defer the con-
sideration of this Bill te another day if fur-
ther light could be thrown upon it. I was
quite willing that that should be done, but
as the committee declined to do that, and
went fully and thoroughly into the dis-
cussion of the Bill and listened to what
those who were opposed to it and desired
certain amendments to be made had te say,
I candidly confess, so far as I could judge, it
seemed to me there was fair and reasonable
ground for the proposed alterations l the
Bill, whieh have been reported by the com-
mittee. But I would strongly protest against
the idea that the committee have taken up
a Bill of this kind without proper evidence
before them. or without taking the trouble
te weigh the different objections to the Bill
and reported it to the House without giv-
ing it due consideration. As far as I can
judge, I think the Bill received a most
thorough canvass, and the whole thing was
most thoroughly investi'gated.
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Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I wish to enter my

protest against the doctrine propounded by
the hon. Minister of Justice in regard to the
treatnent by this House of Bills which come
up from the House of Commons. If the
course which he suggests were adopted It is
quite clear that, so far as this Chamber is
concerned, in regard to these Bills, Othello's
occupation would be gone and there might
as well be no Senate. Then, again, let us
look at the matter in this light : how do the
House of Commons regard the action of the
Senate in regard to many of these Bills that
come before them when they are returned
from this House with amendments ? Do
they not time and again accept without
question the amendments made by this
House ? And is not that opposed to the
position taken by the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not at all. I took no
such position as the hon. gentleman is at-
tributing to me.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I think the House
understood it so. With regard to the matter
of reference back to the committee of Bills
which have been passed upon by the com-
mittee, all the members of this House know
perfectly well that the members of the com-
mittee stand upon vantage ground in regard
to knowledge as to the merits of the Bills
brought before them, because they have both
the parties interested in the Bill and the
parties opposed to it before them, and they
hear both sides, and without hearing both
tides I should like to know how It is possible
for any hon. gentleman to come to a proper
conclusion in the matter ? I decidedly en-
dorse the remarks made by the hon. gentle-
man from Sarnia (Hon. Mr. Vidal) when he
says this is a course which should be very
reluctantly adopted by this Chamber. I also
agree thoroughly with the remark which
has fallen from the hon. leader of the
OPposition that it does not necessarily follow
that because there is a reference of that
character made there is a reflection Up-
on the committee. Still, I think, under the
circumstances, this House should be very
chary ln referring these Bills back to com-
mittee. •

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have no right, and no
intention, to make a speech, but I desire to
correct a misapprehension. The hon. gen-

tieman -who bas just spoken, the leader of
»he opposition and my hon. friend from
York. have confounded the Senate wlth the
committee. I said nothing with regard to
the functions of the Senate. I said that the
Senate were not entitled to give full con-
sideration and to exercise their judgment.
The hon. gentleman from Lambton (Hon.
Mr. Vidal) bas spoken throughout as If the
report of the committee was the judgment
of the House.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-No.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And the hon. gentleman
w;ho has just spoken bas done the same
thing.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-No, not unless
endorsed by the House.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I protest against a com-
mittee of this House undertaking to assume
thp functions of the House and to act on
their behalf. The hon. gentlemen have
throughout spoken as If this House 'had
nothing in the world to do but to approve
of the conclusions and the reports of the
committees.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-No, no.

Hon.
en by

Hon.

Hon.

Mr. MILLS-That Is the position tak-
hon. gentlemen.

Mr. ALLAN-I have not said so.

Mr. VIDAL-I did not say so.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think the hon.
Minister of Justice has a right to accept the
word of these hon. gentlemen. They say
that they have not said o.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am repeating my un-
derstanding, just as the bon. gentleman
sitting opposite me repeated his understand-
Ing, and insisted that I have spoken against
this House exercising any independent judg-
ment on these matters. I did nothing of the
sort. I spoke against the commlttee's con-
clusions and report being taken as the judg-
ment of the Senate, and as depriving this
House of any right to express an opinion
upon the question. And, further, I say that
the committee ought to carefully consider
the conclusion to which the House of Com-
moUs came and the conclusion of the com-
mittee of the House of Commons when the
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measure was there before them in the first
instance.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The point at issue seems
t.o be whether parliament is disposed to
allow the promoters of the Bill to build their
railway where they desire, or whether par-
liament shall divert the road from the Une
which the promoters consider as the only
line on which they would be justified in
spending any money ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Just
the contrary exactly.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Not if I am correctly
informed. The hon. gentleman from Co-
bourg stated that the promoters were unan-
imous in asking for the Bill in the shape in
which it came from the House of Commons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--The
only object of the Bill is to change the south-
ern terminus from Verner to Sturgeon Falls.
That is the whole thing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Both Houses make very
serious amendments In Bills, but I think it
is a new feature to say to the promoters of
a measure 'we will not grant you a charter
where you want to locate your Une, but if
you will take our Une we will give you a
charter.' That is really a new proposition,
and if hon. gentlemen will look at the past
history of legislation they will find the oc-
casions rare on which a committee of the
House bas disturbed the location as sought
by the promoters of the Bill. It may be that
the other location is more in the interest of
à. laege settlement of country, but If the
promoters say ' we are not prepared to build
a railway there. There are reasons why we
do not think it is to our advantage. It may
be very proper for other parties to build a
Une from Domremy ' which was mentioned
In the amendment proposed by the com-
mittee. but the promoters say ' we do not
want a road from there. After we have
made our survey and examined the country
we think it would be a good investment to
build a road from a certain point and we ask
to be allowed to do that.' It Is an unusual
thing for parliament to refuse the promoters
and say 'we will not give you a Une where
you desire, but if you will locate in another
point we will give you a charter.'

Hon. Mr. MWB.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not to
chainge the line as it was originally laid
down.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In the original charter
It is broadly laid down. It says ' from a point
at or near Verner's Station, on the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, to a point on the southern
boundary of the lake.' They had a pretty
wide margin. They could go east or west.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Is not that the
expression generally used ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, but we do not bind
them to an exact point. We allow them
latitude. They say 'We have made a survey
there and we ftnd it is not in our interest to
build a line west of Verner and we ask to
be allowed to build east of Verner,' and the
House says 'You must move the Une further
west.' I understand Domremy Is two miles
further west. They say 'we do not want
that permission.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It ls
the new men who say that, but the older
men say they do want it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Of course parliament
can do as it likes, but I think it is 'rather
unusual for parliament to say to parties who
have put money into an enterprise, and
who are prepared to put a larger amount
of money in it, ' No, we will not give you
the line where you desire it. We will give
you it somewhere else.' I do not know the
facts sufficiently to say whether parliament
is justified in doing that, but parliament le
all powerful. It can refuse the Bill In the
shape the promoters have asked for I. It
is a matter which should be threshed out in
the committee if it bas not been fully thresh-
ed out already.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
committee spent two or three hours at it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If it appears that
all the promoters were In favour of a
line to Verner, would It not be unusual
for parliament to say 'It 1e quite true you
could locate your Une a little east of Verner
under your original charter, but now you
must build you ine at a point two miles
west of Verner.' In my experience it le an
unusual action for parliament to take, to
locate a line for a company in a section of
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country which they are not prepared to ac-
cept.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
was not a single particle of evidence that
the parties who desired this diversion had a
dollar to go on with it.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I think there is some
information that might be given this House
which has not been communicated to us,
and I have no hesitation in saying that from
information I received from the gentlemen
promoting the Bill, the report should be re-
ferred back and these people should have
their line in the location asked for. I wili
give the House some of the reasons. I
understand that from Verner to the lake is
some twenty-four miles by the proposed ine,
which I understand up to the present time
has not been surveyed. The line from
Sturgeon's Falls to the same terminal on the
lake is thirty-two miles, which bas been sur-
veyed and is a practical route. In the case
of Verner, they have to go east to what is
known as Cache Bay Valley, the only way
of reaching the lake from Sturgeon's Falls.'
They have to go west. Verner Is a small
village of not over sixty or seventy Inhabi-
tants and that Is the point at which the ori-
ginal charter fixed the terminus of the road.
I am informed that Sturgeon Falls is an In-
corporated town of 2,000 inhabitants, and
no doubt what has been stated by the hon.
leader of the opposition is perfectly correct,
that the object of getting the road in;o
Sturgeon's Falls is to carry pulp-wood there.
I understand there Is a large pulp-mill and
a paper-mill is being erected and Mr. Ed-
ward Lloyds, of the London Chronicle, pur-
chased the pulp-mills from the original
owners for some several hundred thousand
dollars and is spending about half a millon
dollars in erecting a paper-mill there. That
Point must grow, and it seems to me ti1e
Most natural thing in the world thzt thie
People who are farming that section cf the
country should prefer to have the railway go
to a town of two thousand inhabitauts rather
than to a little village of sixty or seventy. A
reference was made to the original promoters
of the Bill. I understand that eight out of
nine of the original promoters are asking for
a change at the present time. Eight out of
the nine a:e i) favour of the change to
Sturgeon's Falls. Only one of them is op-
Posed to the change and in favour of Verner.

It appears to me that everything Is in favour
of allowing these people to have the change.
It is ail very well for us to say that petitions
have been signed. We know how easily
petitions can be obtained for almost any
purpose. I think that Is the experience of
nearly every hon. gentleman in this House.
Sturgeon Falls is a town of two thousand
inhabitants, and a large amount of money
has been invested in a pulp-mill there, and
of course these people want to start the
road at that point rather than to take the
trade away from it, because, I understand,
from either Verner or Sturgeon's Falls the
road has to almost parallel the Canadian
Pacific Railway to get into Cache Bay
Valley, and it is simply a question of six
miles longer, but it brings the products in.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Whlch
lake Is that ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Lake Timagami.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It Is
twenty-four miles from the Canadian Pacifie
Rallway. How could it parallel it ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-No. From Verner
they have to run, not parallel, but easterly
alotg the lne of the Canadian Pacifle Rail-
way for a distance to get Into the valley.
Tuey have to go up the same valley to get
into the lake. It Is a little longer from
Sturgeon Fali.. ibar from Verner.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
asked to be enabled to go east of Verner
instead of west.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I am taking Verner
as one starting point. I suppose from Verner
they would have to go further west and
wowd xict go to that valley at all. Both
Hlouses have a dutt to perform, and it does
stý-eem to me that, outside the criticism with
reference to the duties of the Senate and the
House of Commons, there should be . the
strongest evidence possible to warrant us ln
chtanging a inensure coming to us with the
approval of the House of Oommons, and the
same way with Bills that go from the Senate
to the House of Commons, because the
House In which these Bills originate muSt
naturally get the best information, and we
must know that, because we ftnd complaints
by the hon. gentlemen that members of the
House of Commons do not pay sufficient at-
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tention to these matters after the Bills have
passed there and been sent to the upper
House. I suppose it Is about the same in
the Senate. Each body supposes that the
matter is looked into by the House in which
the Bills originate. My Idea is that if
the House insists that this road shall not be
bulit from Sturgeon Falls, it will not be built
at all, because I understand that the people
who control the charter have investments
at Sturgeon Falls. The) have property
there, and want the road to terminate there,
no doubt for the purpose of facilitating the
bringing in of pulp-wood. The people
through the country are best served by
having the products of their farms taken to
a town of two thousand inhabitants rather
than to a station of sixty or seventy peo-
Die.

Hon. Mr. MoMILLAN-Will the hon.
gentleman kindly tell me why Sturgeon
Faills was not represented at the committee
-why they did not protest against this ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Represented on what
committee ?

Hon. Mr. MoMILLAN-The only party
presenit at the 'committee was a gentleman
from Sturgeon Falls, and he was In favour
of the railway starting from Verner. I ask-
ed why were the people of Sturgeon Falls
so negligent that they did not send some
representative to the committee to ask that
the road should be started from there ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I do not know any-
thlng about that particular Individual, but
I would suppose ithe people of Sturgeon
Falls would come to the conclusion that if
the promoters of the company want to start
from Sturgeon Falls, the Railway Committee
of the House of Commons or the Railway
Committee of the Senate would not refuse
their request. It seems a reasonable propo-
sition that the people of Sturgeon Fails
would not for a moment think their request
would be refused.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-There is a further
reason which has not been mentioned here,
and which should not be forgotton. In send-
Ing this Bill back to the Committee on Rail-
ways, you are very likely not to get as many
gentlemen present as there were at the last
meeting, perhaps not a quorum. It is get-
ting very late in the session, and I know a

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

great many members are leaving for home.
That fact, and the knowledge that we have
spent two hours in hearing arguments for
and against this Bill, ought to be a suffleient
guaran:tee to the Senate that everything was
done by the committee that could possIbly
have been done, and that is likely be done
in future. There is another little secret In
connection with this matter, that struck me
in the committee, and which has not been
mentioned. It appears to me that this Bil
is promoted for the purpose of ousting the
gentleman who secured this charter two
years ago. It Is true that he made an effort
to sell, but he retained 30 per cent of the
stock ibelonging to the railway as an inter-
est. He sold his interest for a hundred dol-
lars, but retained 30 per cent. If this
charter is given to the parties asking for it
to-day, they will deprive him of all his Inter-
est, and of all chance of being recouped for
the trouble he has taken with this scheme,
and of having the line built the -way he
wanted it. All these things are clear to me,
and for that reason I supported the amend-
ment. It would be unjust and unfair to
those who hold the charter, if their interests
should be by any means of that kind jeopar-
dized. Furthermore, for the reason that we
are not likely to get a sufficlently strong
meeting of the committee this session I shall
support the report of the committee.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was rejected by the following vote :

Baird,
Burpee,
Casgrain (de L

dière),
Dever,
Dobson,
Fiset,
Gillmor,
Kerr,
Lovitt,

Aikins,
Almon,
Baker,
Bernier,
Bolduc,
Bovwell (Sir Mac
Carling (Sir Jo
Casgrain (Wind
Clemow,
Cochrane,
Ferguson,

The Bill wa
amended and

Contents :
The Hon. Messrs.

Mills,
O'Donohoe,

anau- Paquet,
Power,
Scott,
Shehyn,
Watson,
Yeo,
Young.-18.

Non-Contents :
The Hon. Messrs.

Macdonald (P.E.I.),
McCallum,
McKindsey,
MoMillan,
Merner,

kenzie), Montiplaisir,
hn), Primroee,
sor), Prowse,

Vidal,
Wood.-21.

bs then r
passed.

ead the third time as
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SAVINGS BANKS IN THE PROVINCE
OF QUEBEC BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
Ing of Bill (177) 'An Act to amend the Acts
respecting certain savings banks in the pro-
vince of Quebec.' Hle said: This Bill does
not differ very widely from the measure
now on the statute-book. There are cer-
tain additional powers given in respect to
investments, and the name of one of the
chartered companies, inStead of being the
City and District Savings Bank of Mont-
real, is to be called the Montrea1 City and
District Savings Bank. The bank shall al-
ways hold at least 20 per cent of the money
deposited with it, securities which can be
readily converted into cash. They are al-
lowed to hold a certain class of securities
which they could not hold formerly. If
hon. gentlemen look at the 18th, 19th and
20th clauses of this Bill, they will see that
there are certain securities in which moneys
may be invested under the Bill as It now
stands. In clause 20 there is the power of
purchasing certain securities at their market
value, which was not possessed before.
They formerly could only be purchased as
investments at par value. Then there is a
provision that certain loans can be made
without collateral security. The liabilities
are precisely the same as under the law as
it now stands. The power as to assets is
enlarged.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I suppose one reason
for extending this class of invesîtments la
the great difficulty of getting money invest-
ed at all.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-To a certain extent
subsection d, of clause 20 la going pretty far
for a savings bank.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The securities required
under the Act are high class securities, and
flecessarily the interest on these la small,
and It was found desirable to widen the
basis of investment so as to permit these
banks, as far as possible, without in any
way imparing their security, to make their
investments.

Hon. Mr. POWER-When the BIll goes
Into committee, I think the attention of

the minister might be specially directed to
paragraph d of the new section 20:

(d) Upon a resolution of their respective boards
of directors, to incorporated companies, or In-
corporated institutions, within the .imits of their
borrowng powers, and not exceeding in any case
their paid-up capital, provided such company oz
Institution has a paid-up capitall of net Ieoe than
five hundred thoisand dollars, and has paid
contlnuously for the previous five years a divi-
dend at the rate of at leist flve per cent per
annum.

Now, I think it will be prudent to put
some limitation on that very wide power.
It is perfectly true, as the hon. Minister of
Justice says, and the hon. gentleman from
York bas intimated, that It la rather hard
now to get good securities which will bring
in a reasonable rate of interest, but after
all, in dealing with a savings bank, the
great object is security, and the particular
paragraph whidh I have read does not, to
my mind, give full security and It should
be amended in committee.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second tIme.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the Bill be
referred to a Committee of the Whole House
to-morrow.

Hon Sir WM. HINGSTON-Some business
corporations in the country cannot borrow
from the two banks. Gas companies and
street railways, for Instance, cannot, and
it la contended that a resolution of the direc-
tors is equivalent to any bond that you eau
get. A resolution and a deed signed by the
secretary-treasurer and president is to all
Intenta and purposes a bond, and should
be considered as such. It is in order to
enable these Institutions to lend to such
companies, especially that the amendment la
made. There are so few companies in Can-
ada with a paid-up capital of $500,000, which
have paid a 5 per cent dividend for five
years, that there will not be many oppor-
tunities of making such investments. This
Bill, it may be added, bas met the approval
of the Bankers' Association, and they have
pronounced in favour of It. I see no reason
why the hon. minister should not proceed
with the Bill as it is.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Whiat the hon. gentle-
man says may be perfectly correct, but I
simply suggest that there should be some
change in the ,wordIng of the paragraph,
which I read. The language Of that para-
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graph is not confined to any of the corpora-grap isnotconlne teanyof he 0rpi'1 Chamber lias had to consider the question
tions which have already been mentioned or restricting Chinese immigration. The flrst
in the earlier part of the Bill, and three or w placed on our statute-book restrlct-
four words which would confine it to tie Ant Cs
corporations allready mentioned, would meet 18M. Under the provision of that Act, a fee
the difficulty whieh occurs to me. I do 1f flfty dollars was exacted from every
not wish the hon. gentleman to understand Chinaman coming into the Dominion. There
that I am opposing the provisions of para- were other provisions, many of whlch are
graph d, but I want to have it worded s0 contained in the Bil before the House, whlch
that it wiil not be made wider than the tended In the direction of llmiting immigra-
promoters of the Bill probably intended. tion from China. Hon. gentlemen are very

Hon. Sir WM. HINGSTON-When the se- well aware that a strong feeling on this sub-
curities are mentioned in clause 19, It has re- Ject ei8ts in British Columbia, and for
ference to investments. Now, this 20th many years they have been agitating for a
clause has reference to loans. That Is the very higl tax. The high figure has been
diffCerence. abJected to by the people rf the eastern

isAnpocts.pae norsauebo etit

Hon. Mr. POWER-After all a loan is an as.that asB
investment in a way. into Chin

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Unless provisions
there is some good reason for delay, as we did not s(
are now near the end of the session, this civilizatio
Bill should be referred to the committee penalties o
without delay. If it is necessary to add the euce to
words the hon. gentleman suggests, we can Columbia,
do it now. of the Do

Hon. Mr. POWER-The object of having $10. Pro
the Bill before the House is that it may be that the t
considered. If It is not desirable to conalder ern provil
it, why let it go, but I thought we were here icRllY-$5
to consider the Bill, and I did not expect lel Cebii
we would go into committee on it immedi- laws excl
ately after it was read the second time. of workin

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I Xegislatu»
should not like the Impression to be made on years the
the mind of any hon. gentleman that because theerabeie
I suggested going in to committee on a Bill
now, that I wished to pass the measure with- a, and
out consideration. If it Is a matter that a a t
requires consideration the hon. gentleman is e beet
quite right to ask for a delay. It occurred hava is
to me that as the difference between the two there ar
sections that is, the difference between in- pree
vestment and loains-had been explained an eg
that might be considered now. aps fron

The motion was agreed to. self las s

CHINESE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION Jas
BILL. asei

BILL.States, ex
SECOND READING. month ar

Hon. Mr. SOOTT moved the second read- five per
Ing of Bill (180) ' An Act respecting and re- United St
stricting Chinese immigration.' He said: ada stand
For the last fifteen or twenty years this ln the esti

Hon. Mr. POWER.

They have usually considered
WrItish merchants are penetratIng
a and we are exacting certain
for British residents in China, It

eem in accordance with Christian
n that we should impose those
n the Chinese. However, ln defer-
the opinion expressed in British
and perhaps in some other parts

minion, the fee has been ralsed to
bably hon. gentlemen are aware
ax that public opinion ln the west-
nce demands is prohibitory, pract-
0. For many years past the Brit-
bia legislature has been passing
uding Chinese from the privilege
g for companies chartered by that
a, and ln the last three or four
y have included Japs. Of course
opinion of this country would not
e Japs being excluded in the same
to the same extent as the Chinese
onsequently very many Bills pass-
e legislature of British Columbia
n disallowed on that account.
a warm ally of Great Britain and

Imperial interests which would
e Dominion of Canada from taking
lative action that would bar the

coming to Canada. Japan ber-
olved that problem very recently.
adopted an ordinance prohibiting
rating to Canada and the United
cept in limited numbers. Ten per
e allowed to come to Canada ;
nonth are allowed to go to the
ates, evidently showing that Can-
s in a very much better position
mation of the Japs than our neigh-
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bours to the south of us. It struck me as
peculiar how they arrived at that decision,
allowing ten Japs to come to Canada for
each month of the twelve, and only five to
go to the United States. However, this Bill
does not touch the Japanese question. It is
limited entirely to the Chinese. There are
not many new clauses In It. Some are re-
modelled probably ln better form than they
were.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-What are the new
clauses ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There la a new clause
thaît paupers who are likely to become a
public charge, or those suffering from certain
diseases are not aJlowed to come ln. Pro-
bably the latter would be included In our
health laws.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Of
cowrs4. we wil discuss the merits of the
changes ln committee, but I should like to
ask the Secretary of State whether this Bill
tis in compliance with the telegram sent
during the elections of 1896 to Mr. McLagan,
the editor and proprietor and publisher of
the Vancouver World, when he asked what
the pollcy of the party was on this question?
The reply made by the then Mr. Laurier,
was, that the Chinese question was not one
which was agitating the people ln the east,
but whatever were the wishes and desires
of the western people, they should be car-
ried out. What I want to know Ils whether
this Bill is In compliance with the wishes of
the western people, and which the present
Premier, when in opposition, pledged himself
to carry out ; and, secondly, whether this le
in accord with the declaration of Sir Henri
Joly, when acting as the chaperon of Li
Hung Chang, who, when parting with him lin
the west, Sir Henri affectionately shook
hands with the Chinese ambassador, and
Was asked by Li Hung Chang not to desert
his friends ; Sir Henri's reply was 'Depend
Upon me, I will not desert your friends.' Io
It in accordance with that declaration, or are
we to understand that as we are approach-
ng very rapIdly, the time when we are to

ask the electors for support, that this BUll
bas been introduced though in abeyance
for nearly five years, to secure votes? I notice
by the newspapers that the provisions of
another law which has been placed on the
statu-te-book, that la the Allen Labour law,
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for the firet time have been put ln force in
the west ln connection with some Italians
brought from the United States to work ln
this country. I remember when that Act
was under discussion, I pointed out to the
then Minister of Justice, Sir Oliver Mowat,
who occupied the position my hon. friend
does now, that I believed the wording of the
Bill which he was about making law was of
such a character that it would never be en-
forced, and that prediction was verified until
the other day. Applications had been made
repeatedly to put it in force, but had never
been acted on by the government. Those
who have paid attention to its provisions
know that no prosecution could be com-
menced under the law without fIrst having
received the sanction of the Minister of
Justice, and in no case has it been put ln
force until the other day. It comes late,
perhaps the government thinks not too late
In the day to catch votes, just as we are
approaching the elections. When hon. gen-
tlemen want to ask the workingmen for
their support, they can put the law in force.
The pledge made by the present Premier
to the anti-Chinese people in Victoria
has remained a dead-letter for five
years, and now, if I understand it,
they have only acquiesced in the re-
quest made by the British Columbia people
to the extent of increasing the tax by $50,
and have not carired out the demands of that
province, as I draw from the remarks made
by the Secretary of State, which have been
made on the government to make the law
stil} more restrictive. These are two ques-
tions which perhaps the hon. gentleman may
think irrelevant at the present time, but they
are interesting to those who follow these
matters, and who have some little regard
for pledges which may be made by publie
men.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am

glad my hon. friend appreciates that remark.
I know no one who should take it to heart
more seriously than himself, partlcularly
when we consider that before the last elec-
tion the hon. gentleman told the electors at
London and Bothwell, as did the Premier,
that if they got into power, they would
reduce the expenditure of this country from
3é to 4 millions of dollars -a year. It has
only gone up elght or ten millions. This
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Increase may be thouglit by a Liberal gov- Any woman of Chinese origin who ln the wlfe
ernment to be only a snall item in a grow- of a person who is fot oi Chinese origin, shah,

Ing ounry ike his lince ea uner-for the purposes of thîs Act, be deemed to be
lng country like this, hence I can under- o h aentoaîya irhsad
stand how he appreciates the remark I made T e the iaer he apto
with reference to pledges. However, that ta t what t te childte Wat
is not the point we have to discuss now. b about the faildrTe a b hl
What I would like to call the attention of abut th y were I the ase have
the hon. minister to is this : I have gone eferred to. A rebnte clergyan
through the Bill sonewhat carefully. There refrrn Chn i a Chin cleyan
are some changes which I think are in the bom t a Ca wth hi n e this
right direction. The old Act provided that clause, a il wife woul be exmt
any one of Chinese origin could only come cousd the d fe sube e tx
into the country by paying a capitation wudtecide o b ujc otetx

tax. I find in this Bill, I cal attention That is a point for the Minister of ustice to

it now, in order that the Minister of Jus- the ieto b ons the arne
tice and the Secretary of State can think of ti ty a e husband o te core
it before we go into committee-the sixth n
section reads. u htith hoyIhvher.msection reds on. friend expound before in this Hou6e.

Every person of Chinese origin, irrespective t
of allegiance, shall pay ino the Consolidated
Revenue Fund of Canada, on entering Canada, and insert sometling like this
at the port or place of entry, a tax of one hund-
red doliars, except the following persons who And the chidren of such wlte when bora ia
shaw be exempt fCrom such paymeht. oedrock.

They have added the words 'irrespective Or would it not be better to Change the
off alleglance.' The dIffloulty that arose In 1 th clause and say a
enfércing the Taw as it stood upon the statute- Every person oft Chnese origi tot being a
book before, happened la this waya: An British subject.
Englishman who had been for a great num- 1 arn not arguing l opposition to the pria-
ber off years la China, married a Chinese ciple ofd the Bie, although I have my adi-

camen from China wit aaad Chies wifean

wornn. e crne o Cnad andsetledvidual opinions about It. Take Hiong KCong,
la Victoria, and brought five children wath as an illustration. It is a BrUtish poes-

hicluse while the wife woul be exemptewe

Ssion. The inhabitants are principally Chin-
obniged to impose a capitation tax upon the ese anad it does seem hard, however objec-
w-ife and also -a-pou the fiv-e chldren, whih tionale the Mongolian race may be to oui
amounted in all to two hundred and fifty or
three hundred dollars. That was looked
upon as a very great hardship, and I may
say that by the powers vested in the
Treasury Board, they remitted the capita-
tion tax which had been imposed upon the
Englishman's wife and his five children.
This amendment makes the restriction still
stronger. It reads :

Every person of Chinese origin, irrespective
of alleglance.

So that If a British subject, a Canadian
for instance, goes to Ohina and marries a
Chinese woman and ias a family, they
would be subject, under that clause, 'ex-
cept as hereinafter provided,' to the capita-
tion tax.

HIon. Mr. POWER-Look at paragraph

race, that we should pass a law prohibiting
a British subject, with all the rights and
privileges we have, from coming into the
country. That is another point to which I
wish to call the attention of the government.
I should like to see inserted In this clause
the words: 'Not being a British subject.'
There are one or two other matters In con-
nection with this measure which we may
discuss when going into committee, and I
mention these points so that hon. gentle-
men may consider them.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Every convert
made in China is supposed to cost $445, and
should he not be landed In Canada without
this embargo ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
would be a good idea if the conversion was

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was sure. I know a case in British Columbia
just going to refer to paragraph 4. Para- connected with my own family, so that It
graph 4 says: is a pretty straight story, where the em-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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ployer said to his Chinese servant, 'Sam, I
thought you had become a Christian'?
What would hon. gentlemen suppose his
answer was ? ' Me learn to rend and write:
me no want Jesus Christ any more.'

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I may say that I
think it is coutrary to British toleration and
British freedom to put an embargo on any
class of people.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-And I, for one, will
vote against this Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-With respect to the
point made by the hon. leader of the oppo-
sition, in addition to what he says I should
like to direct the attention of the hon. Sec-
retary of State to paragraph d, of clause 4,
which reads as follows :

The expression 'Chinese immigrant' means
any person of Chinese origin, including any per-
Son eithar of whose parents was of Chinese
origin, entering Canada.

I think that the language of that para-
graph Is inconsistent with the language of
subelause 4 of clause 6, which reads :

Any woman of Chinese origin who is the wife
of a person who is not of Chinese origin shall,
for the purpose of this Act, be deemed to be
Of the same nationality as her husband.

So that If an Englishman marries a
Chinese woman she is, for the purposes of
the Act, to be deemed English. Consequent-
ly, paragraph d is Incorrect in saying that
the Chinese immigrant shall Include any
person either of whose parents was of
Ohinese origin. It will only include the im-
migrant whose father was of Chinese origin
I think that these two descriptions should
be reconciled.

Hon. M'r. CLEMOW-I never could see the
Justice of imposing this embargo upon
Chinese coming into this country. I have
had the opportunity, lately, of reading the
vlews of a Presbyterian clergyman respect-
Ing the conduct of Chinese in British Column-
bla, and I have come to the conclusion that
they make good settlers and that they are
a benefit to the country rather than other-
Wise, and, therefore, I cannot understand
U'pon what principle this government insists
Upon putting a poll tax of even fifty dollars
Per head upon the Chinese who came to this
country for the purpose of assisting to carry
Out our public works, and in a variety of

53j

ways benefiting the general prosperity of
the country. I do not belleve it is consist-
ent with our principles as British subjects
to impose any such tax, or to put any such
restriction upon people *deslring to settle
among us. If the government wish to ex-
clude them, then exclude them altogether.
It appears to me that with all their imper-
fections, as long as they pay fifty or a hun-
dred dollars a head, you condone ail their
evil deeds, past and future, and are willing
to give them all the rights and privileges of
British subjects. We profess to have our
country open to men of all classes, of all
nationalities, colours and creeds, and I ne-
ver could understand on what ground this
tax was imposed. Could the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway have been constructed in the
short time it took to build it without the
assistance afforded by foreign labourers ?
These people have been here a great many
years. I do not know much about them
myself. We have had a few in this city. I
have found them highly honourable and
industrious, conducting themselves In a
becoming manner in every way, and
I believe they have become Christian-
ized. I believe they are now members
of the Presbyterlan Church of this city,
and I am told they conduct themselves
ln every way in a becomIng manner. I have
heard nothing against them except the gen-
eral supposition that they interfere with
the labouring men of this country. In Bri-
tish Columbia the number of Chinese is
very large, variously estimated at from ten
to fifteen thousand. I have conversed with
a good many men from British Columbia,
and have always understood from them
that they were perfectly satisfied with the
course pursued by this class of people In
that part of Canada, and as far· as they
were concerned they could see no reason
for disturbing them or preventing them
coming in free of charge. If the govern-
ment thInk it is for the benefit of the coun-
try and its revenue to impose a poll tax,
that alters the question altogether, and
upon that ground they may be justIfied ln
exacting this amount of money. But the evi-
dence Is altogether against the Idea that they
are not people deserving of every protection
we can give them for the purpose of carrying
on their business vocation. It is said they
a mass a little money and then go away. Do
not others do the same thing ? Men come
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from the British Isles, remain a short while
and return to their native land after they
make a little money. Men come from the
United States and do the same thing. I do
not know why there should be a discrimina-
tion against the Chinese. It is said they
are not Christiafls, We ought to try to
Christianize them for the purpose of mak-
ing then Christians in fact as well as
name. Under all these circumstances, I
cannot understand why this measure should
be introduced for our consideration. The
government might have allowed the law to
remain as it was, but I presume they expect
by this Act to increase the revenue of the
country.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-They expect to gain
at the polls.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The action of the
government on this question is certaInly a
move in the right direction. I do not think
the Chinese should be admitted Into this
country in large numberm. A few of them
may be ail right and may be very useful,
but we know that at the present time there
is an upheaval ln China the end of which
It is impossible to foresee, and we know, too,
of late years an excellent steamship service
has been established between that country
and British Columbia, and the probability is
that unless some restriction is imposed
upon the Immigration of that class of people,
the country will be over run with them,
and tihey will become a perfect nuisance.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-A few of them may
be very useful and profitable to have, and
if they are not encouraged to settle down In
colonies by themselves they may become
better citizens than they were In their own
country, but If the Chinese are admitted
by the thousand, as seems likely to occur,
it would be a great injury and a menace to
the peace and prosperity of the country
generally. The government ls taking a
rIght step in imposing a tax of one hundred
dollars, and if that Is not sufficient to pre-
Vent a large influx of Mongolians into our
country, they would be justIfied ln going
still further, so that a very limited Immigra-
tion of that class would take place. I think
the government is taking the proper course
in introducing a Bill of this kind at the
present time.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It will be remembered
by many hon. gentlemen that when this sub-
ject was first introduced ln the Senate to im-
pose a tax on the Chinese, I resisted it for
the same reason that I oppose the measure
to-day. All the observations which I have
been enabled to make on the effect of the
BJih bave not changed my opinion with
reference to It. I think It ls entirely Incon-
sistent with everything that Is truly Brit-
ish.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Such a law should not

be on our statute-book, and it is a matter
of surprise to me that the Imperial govern-
ment did not veto the first Act. It seems to
me to be utterly inconsistent with every
thing which we, as a Christian -nation, pro-
fesýs to carry out with reference to other
people. I do not know on what ground any
objection should be taken to the Chinese.
There are many who are diametrically op-
posed to their coming into the country, and
consider them an evil to be resisted. I do
not hold that view. I have sufficient faith
ln the Anglo-Saxon sta>bility and strength
to believe that they can maintain their as-
cendency anywhere, and I am not afraid of
a million Chinamen coming and trying to
take our country from us. The few who have
come here, as far as my knowledge goes,
have behaved themselves with as much pro-
priety as any of the other races of men. Hon.
gentlemen will find a larger proportion of
objectionable people among those who are
British subjects than will be found among
Chinese Immigrants and surely some of the
actions which they perform would justlfy
them in receiving consideration at our hands.
In fact, I think that we should blush-lf
parliament could blush-when we think of
the treatment we are according them. What
did we find the Chinamen doing when the
great calamity happened to Ottawa and
Hull ? We find the Chinese of Victoria cou-
trlbuting $500 to the relief fund. Surely
people who are able to perform an act of
that kind are entitled to more consideration
at our hands than they are generally re-
celving. I am not venturing to suppose
that I could defeat the passage of this
Bill, but I cannot allow It to paso the second
reading without at all events recording my
disapproval of It ; if I thought It were pos-
sible I should certainly move for the Te-
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jection of the measure. But the Bill before
Us contains many clauses with reference to
mfatters which I think are right and proper
to be dealt with, and therefore while there
is a good deal which is objectionable to me,
there are many things which it is desirable
to pass in to law for the regulation of mat- 1
ters connected with the Chinese. But I do
'lot think that the Chinese should be dealt
With differently from immigrants who come
from any other nation in the world. Here
we are spending thousands of dollars to
bring in the Doukhobors and Galicians.
Are they any better than the Chinese ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Oh, yes.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-The Chinese that have
come in among us have behaved themselves
With the greatest propriety. There are a
great many in the city of Ottawa, and we
do not find them violating the law. They are
a well behaved. useful people, and my be-
lief is that the opposition to them does not
arise from anything particularly objection-
able lu themselves. It has been boldly ad-
vanced that it is because they come In and
Work for a low rate of wages and deprive
Our own working people of proper payment
for their services that they are, looked upon
as an evil. They come in and displace
Our own workmen. That 1s really the es-
Sential principle at the bottom of this legis-
lation against them, and what an absurd
thing it Is. If we carry out that principle
We might just as well say there should be a
heavy tax imposed upon every sewing ma-
chine, because the sewing machine enables
one girl to do the work which would other-
Wlse keep ten or twelve girls employed, and
therefore any machinery by which manual
labour is saved w.ould be subject to the ob-
deiction. If because they come In and do
Work more cheapfly they should be kept out,
then the same principle would apply to the
imaking of machinery by whlch workmen
would be deprived of their ordinary work.
I think It Is an Incorrect principle and so
far from raising any objection to their
coming In, I think they should be well
treated. There may be among them, as
there are in any race of men. hypocrites and
pretenders, although a great many of them
have become true and devoted Christians,
and they have shown themselves to be such
by leading lives in keeping with the com-
tiands given In the word of God, and we

have every reason to treat them as we treat
any other race, as fellow children of the
pne great and glorious Father. I do not
belleve that we are acting In harmony with
His will when we would thus, as it were,
shut the door of our country against the
Incoming Chinese people. What do we find
England doing now ? She is makin-g a great
parade, golng to keep an open door In China,
and while they are opening the door there,
we are shutting the door against the Chinese
here. What would we say If China saw fit,
iIn its wisdom, to Impose a tax on every

Canadian that went In there ? What would
happen ? There would be almost a war to
compel them to revoke such a law. How
is it that no tax is imposed on the Japanese?
I am told they are just as objectionable as
the Chinese.

Several hon. MEMBERS-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Why is Japan not to
be treated the same as China ? Japan Is
treated as a friend of England because ahe
may be useful if trouble comes in a certain
quarter. Is that the kind of principle which
should guide a nation like Great Britain ?
I think It is entirely beneath our dignity and
inconsistent with our professions, and as
long as I live, I hope to stand up for the
rights of the poor ill-used and persecuted
citizens of China.

Hon. Mr. GILLMOR-When this legisla.
tion was introduced in the House of Com-
mons I was very much opposed to the re-
striction. I have given the matter a gopd
deal of consideration since and I regret
exceedingly that the government have
thought It necessary to double the poli tax
on the Chinese. I have read very carefully
the report of the commission on Chinese
immigration, and I fail to see any argument
or any evidence, taking It upon the whole,
that they were not a useful set of Immi-
grants In this country. I am not fami-
Ilar with their customs, for there are none
to speak of In the province from which I
Mome, but in Montreal and In Ottawa I have
observed them, and I cannot see any objec-
tion to having them come to this country.
I do not suppose they are the most desirable
immigrants that we could have. Of course,
there Is the difference in colour. I dio not
suppose they will ever amalgamate with the
white race ; at the same time, Canada la a
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broad. country and has vast resources to enough money tbey go back to China, but
become developed, and they are not a bad they leave the resuits of their labour lu this
class of Immigrants to develop our re- country, and there is no objection to their
ources. I do feel that this legislatipn going home. They go there becafuse they

is a blot on our Christian civilization. want to lay their bones in the dust with
While the nations are fighting for an open their ancecstors. It is part of thelr religion
door. in China, we close the door against to worship their ancestors. With regard to
the Chinese li Canada. I would not be their living cheaply, 18 It any crime to live
afraid of their overrunning Canada. Their on thre cents a day. Is it any crime to
regard for their fatherland and for their sleep a dozen ln a room ? Is it any crime
ancestors will prevent their coming here in to lie on a board ? Tbey are admitted to
very large numbers, and if they are so po- be men wbo are faithful to their obliga-
pulous there that they are overcrowded, we tions. There is no trouble collecting their
must not forget the brotherhood of man- debts, but they come in competition with
we must not forget that the earth is made white men 1 know that the labouriug
for all God's creatures. I know there are classes of this or any other country are the
difficulties surrounding this question, yet most important clais. At the same time,
I have very strong feelings in reference to there are others wbo have rights, and if the
this matter, and I think this legislation is white man is superior, he eau utilize the
behind the Christian civilization of the age. labour and the energies of these yellow men.
It is the result of pressure from the labour- Tbey are williug to do meul labour that
ing classes. I think that white men w-ite men will flot do. And with regard to
are superior to Chinamen. I do not be- tbe public wo-ks of British Columbia, I dare-
lieve that they want to be protected be- say tbey could bave been accomplished by the
cause we are an Inferior race, I believe that labour of white men alone, but it would
the white race is destined to rule the world bave taken years and years longer to con-
and lead in civilization and everything that struct tiose publie works were it fot for
is great and good ; therefore, I do not be- the employment of the Chinese. I have not
lieve they require to be protected against cb&nged my views. I have not made It a
Chinamen any more than against Japanese. subject of close study, but I have looked
I am inclined to think It is because tbe through til long report. Tbe commis-
Japanese can fIght that they are allowed to sioners fot only investigated the question
come in. They have a navy and know how lu British Columbia, but they feitthey had
to use it. The Chinese civilization has been to go down to Cbinatown in Califorula to
a civilization of peace, and therefore, they get an account of ail the evils connected
are not a formidable nation in war. Christian with the Cbinese there, wbere they were
nations may converit them into fighting peo- iualtreated and abused, where their houses
ple, and make their influence felt throughout xere burut over their heads; where there
the world yet. I do not want to see that. You was no regard for the rights of Chinamen
may read the report of the commission on at ail. Tbe commissioners weut there for
Chinese immigration, and while some evi- evidce, aud SOMe witnesses gave one
dence may be found against their morals, kind of testimony, and otier witnesses gave
and as to the leprosy they may bring in, testimony of another kind, but on the
on the whole they are unobjectionable. A whole the commissioners were satlsfled that
clergyman in British Columbia gave evi- the Chinese were a desirable class of peo-
dence that he never saw but one Chinese ple to come to Canada to develop the re-
leper, and the only other leper he knew of sources of the country, and tbat Canada was
was an Indian who had it before the lefefited by them. Apart from that, and
Chinese came to British Columbia, and there- above that I believe lu the brotherhood of
fore, that objection is without grounds. I man. I believe lu the fatherhood of God,
must admit that races who wil not amal- and I tink it Is our duty to let men who
gamate are not so desirable as those who eau benefit us, come into the country with-
will, but Canada is a broad country and the out regard to their race or religion. The
Chinese are industrious and sober. They hon. gentleman from Glengarry says It
use opium, It is true, but so do white costs over four huudred dollars b make
people. When they earn and save one couvert. Would it fot be better to let

Hon. Mr. GILLMOR.
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them come In here and get the benefit of
our Christian civilization, and be Christian-
ized while doing our work, and we would
then have the four hundred dollars to spend
in the country for their conversion, rather
than send the money to convert them in
China ? I do not propose to argue the
question, but I have strong feelings upon it.
The longer the Chinese are here, the more
inclined they are to adopt our dress, to get
rid of their queues, and to be an advantage
rather than an injury to Canada. While
some localities might feel the inconvenience
of their presence, we have a broad land, and
instead of five or six millions of a popu-
lation that we now have, we have room '
for a hundred millions, for a great nation.
In the meantime, I think Chinese labour
would be of great advantage to Canada.
They do not labour any cheaper than the
market will pay. If they did l do not sup-
pose any individual here would be sorry to
have them work cheap. That is no crime.
With regard to their mode of living, they
spend as mucli and pay as much to the
revenue as workingmen who get the same
wages.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. GILLMOR-The commissioners
so report. They say a Chinaian who gets
iliree hundred dollam a year for his labour
lays by about forty or fifty dollars out of
that. If lie eats rice, it costs about five
cents a pound. while flour sefls at two or
three cents. Therefore, he eats dearer food
than the man who lives on flour. They like
to lIve as well as other people, and when
they are able to live that way they do so.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I should be sorry in-
deed that this discussion should end without
raising my voice against this Bill. I think
it is a dis-grace, at the beginning of the
twentieth century. Perhaps two hundred
years ago it would not have excited the
same indignation that It wlll to-day. Civiliz-
ation Is advancing. Everybody knows that
this Bill is brought forward because an
election is coming on, and in British Co-
lumbia the province is cursed wlth universal
suffrage. The Chinese Interfere with some
classes there. That feeling Is entirely con-
fined to the labouring classes. When I was
in Victoria a gentleman called to see me
and said : ' Dr. Almon, I do not know any-

thing about you, but I have cahled to thank
you for your vote against the tax on Chi-
nese.' I said : ' How does iit happen, if those
are your sentiments, that all the members
from British Columbia, except Senator Mac-
donald, were in favour of the tax ?' He
said : 'They vote that way, but if you go
to their houses, you will find that they em-
ploy Chinese.' The reasons given for this Bill
are, that the Chinese come to this country
and work hard. They are generally honest;
they are certainly sober. There appears to
be no inmorality among them which would
bring them into the divorce court. What
is the argument against them ? They come
here to work and save noney, and when
they have enough saved they go back to
their own country. Why do they do that ?
Is it not our own fault ? Suppose a man
were allowed to bring his wife and family
with hlim ? We may say that his wife
would be a bad woman. I do not know that
she would be any worse than the wife of
an immigrant from Europe, and for whom
we pay a large sum to get then to emi-
grate to Canada. If the Chinese had their
wives with them they could keep their own
bouses, and then when a man made money
enough, his affection would be divided be-
tween his dead ancestors and bis living
children, and I am not certain, as human
nature is the same whether our skins are
white or yellow, but the love of the child-
ren would overcome the love of ances-
tors. Certainly, the children would not
have the same affection for the land of
their origin as their fathers had. When
the Chinese go to China, they cannot take the
results of their labour away with them.
It was said that the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way could not have been completed in the
time it was, if the contractors had not been
able to employ Chinese labour. Those men
who work on that railway are gone. Is not
the result of their labour with us still, In
the shape of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
of which we are so proud, and which has
raised Canada from the position of an un-
known country to one that a man feels
proud to call hinself a citizen of? The
hon. gentleman from Sarnia (Hon. Mr.
Vidal) certainly takes rather a pessimistic
view when lie says he believes this Bil
will pass. I should be sorry to tiink It
woud pass. We have not made as many
converts in China as we ought to have made.
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Wby ? A Chinaman hears a missionary
speak, perhaps of the Sermon on the Mount.
He asks: 'Is that the religion of Christians?'
The missIonary says: 'Yes,' it is. ' Did not
God make the M,,ongolian as well as the
Caucasian ? Have you any right to shut
out the Mongolian ?' The Bill is anti-Bri-
tish and unchristian, and I should be
ashamed to sit in this House if I did not
raise my voice ln protest against it.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I regret
that I was not able to hear fully the remarks
of the hon. gentleman from Halifax, for I
quite concur in his views on the subject.
I must say that I think this species of legis-
lation, imposing a tax of a hundred dollars
on Immigrants coming Into the country from
China is not very desirable legislation. It
appears to me it Is retrograde legislation.
Previous to confederation, there was a tax
imposed on immigrants coming Into the
dIfferent provinces. I remember myself
when immigrants coming into Prince Ed-
ward Island, who, landed ln Nova Scotia,
had to pay some four dollars per head there.
If they had to pass t'hrough New Brunswick
th-ey had to pay a second bead tax, and

when they came to our povince they had
to pay a third. That is done away wlth,
and we now afford facilities to bring people
li free of any charge of that kind. While
we are bringing in certain foreign immi-
grants at a high cost to the country, we are
imposing a tax on other foreigners. We are
discriminating between different races. From
any little knowledge I have of the Chinese
who come into the lower provinces, my be-
lie! Is that they are a desirable class to
admit into the country. We know that it is
very difficult indeed for people In the lower
:ptrovinces to obtain servants to do thelr
housework, and these Chinese, wihen they
corne there in sufficlent numbers and find
that wasbing and sucI work as they usually
embark ln, is overdone, they will engage as
house servants, and they have proved them-
selves to be a very good class of servants
Indeed-a class that householders are very
anxious to get hold of when they
cannot obtain natives Of the country
to do housework. In this way it is
an advantage to the people of the lower
provinces to have the Chinese come In. It
may be different lu British Columbia, where
there is a very large number of Chinese

ean. Mr. ALMON.

coming in, and it is possible that there are
objections to them there. Perhaps these
people work for less wages than white people
do. Perhaps they do not accomplish as
mucl in the same time as a white person
wouLd,, but they are ready to go at any
work. They are industrious, saving and
economical. They are law-abiding people.
You do not find that the Chinese coming in
here transgress the law. You do not find
them brought up in the police court for
drunkenness, or thieving, or any petty crimes
for which white people are summoned to
court. They obserive the law and in that
respect they are not at all objectionable,
and I am rather sorry that legislation of
this kind, imposing such a heavy tax upon
an industrious people, is eonsidered neces-
sary. It is restricting immigration of a
certain class, whereas we are endeavouring
to encourage immigration into the country.
It is discriminating against one particular
race, and lu that way I do not think it is
desirable legislation.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-I did not have
the good fortune to hear the opening
speeches, or the remarks of the hon. minister
who moved the second reading of this Bill,
or of the hon. gentleman who followed him,
having been called out of the Chamber for
an hour or so, and I was unfortunate, owing
I 'have no doubt to the bad acoustic proper-
ties of this room, in not hearing the remarks
which fell from my hon. friend the junior
member for Halifax (Hon. Mr. Almon), but
'I did hear very well the extraordinary
speech made by my hon. friend from New
Brunswick (Hon. Mr. Gilmor). Now, as a
representative-the only one I am sorry to
say at present In this Chamber-from BrIt-
ish Columbia, it will be expected that I wilL
say a word or two on the Chinese question,
and in opposition to the speeches that have
'thus far been heard. I may premise by
sayidg that I am not an extreme anti-
Chinese man. In going to British Columbia
I brought with me those broad human-
Itarian vlews which I heard my hon. friend
from New Brunswick speak so eloquently
about, but very quickly come to think
that the cause of the agitation which has
existed i British Columbia for so many
years to reduce the number of Chinese and
the laws which have been passed to restrIct
i1he operations of the Chinese In British
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Columb", are right and proper and con-
sistent wlth our ideas, and with broad and
humanitarlan ideas also. I am afraid nelth-
er the hon. gentleman from New Brunswick
Charlotte (Hon. Mr. Gillmor) say that lie had
from Prince Edward Island (Hou. Mr. Mac-
donald) has been in British Columbia. I
doubt if they have read up the question. I was
astonished to hear the hon. gentleman from
Charlotte (Hon. Mr. Gilmor) say that lie had
read that voluminous report the Chinese
commission made in 1885. I was astonished
to hear that the finding of that commission
was in favour of Chinese immigration, as he
led this House to believe. My opinion was
that, as the result of the evidence taken be-
fore that commission in British Columbia, the
preeent law imposing a fifty dollars poli tax
was passed by this parliamenit. Whatever
may be the views of our eastern friends,
there is no question at all about the unan-
imity of public sentiment in the west with
respect to tfhe Chinese. There is no doubt
whatever of -the unity of the people in favour
of restrictive measures so that the Chinese
may not flock to our shores in large numbers.
We have a population of possibly ten or fit-
teen thousand Chinese, and I have seen it
estimated at twenty thousand to twenty-flve
thousand, but I am within the mark if I
claim that there are ten or fifteen thousand
Chinese in that province out of a total popu-
lation of possibly one hundred and fifty thou-
sand, of which a considerable percentage are
Izidians. Ist must be apparent that that is
a very large number of Chinese in propor-
tion to the whole. We have in the city of
Victoria, with a population of 25,000 estimat-
ed, certainly 3,000 Chinese, and while I am
prepared to admit, as claimed by the hon.
gentleman from Prince EdWvard Island a
moment ago, that an .isolated Chinaman here
and gthere, one, two or three in a small town
like Charlottetown, P.E.I., may be deemed
a convenience-may be consldered useful
in the laundry because I think that probablY
1s all they do down ln that country.
-still I must say that he Is not in a posi-
tion to judge of the effect of the presence of
a large number. The few Chinamen in the
city of Ottawa may be useful. They do not
compete with the white labour of the coun-
try to an extent worth mentioning. I
Might as well admit nowç, as at any time
the fundamental objection to the Chinese is

the great labour trouble. They are under-
mining and driving white labour out of Bri-
tish Columbia. In many lines of trade they
are driving the white people out of British
Columbia, and, ln view of these facts, It is
only right and proper that Canada should
legislate in the interests of ber own citizens.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-If that Is the case, is
it not the fault of the better class of Inhabi-
tants In British Columbia for employing
this eheap labour when they could get the
expensive labour from the Anglo-Saxons ?
One law is passed to make you do your
duty.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-I am not quite
sure that I apprehend the question. The
hon. gentleman asks me if It is not the fault
of the employers of labour?

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Yes.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-I am not pre-
pared to exculpate the employers cf labour,
although I think It is human nature, if we
want a thousand men to do work we wIll
take the cheapest labour, and while there
are many men In British Columbia who are
small employers of labour, who consistently
during ail these years, have refused to em-
ploy Chinese and have employed white men
at a higher rate of wages, still I think that
possibly ln some of the larger trades, in
some of the larger Industries, it ls true that
the responsibility for the employment or
the Chinese rests upon the manufacturer.
But, I no not know that, because
employers of labour obtain the cheapest
men they can get, and take Chinanen,
that that is any reason why we should
not legislate in the interests of white
labour If we can do so. Some hon. gen-
tlemen who have spoken have stated that
the Chinese are a useful class of people, and
not a bad class of people to import into
Canada for the purpose of developing the
country. Perhaps it is quite unnecessary
for me to enter Into a lengthy argument to
prove that the Chinese are not a
desirable class of people. I do not know
that any amount of speaking would con-
vince the members of this House who think
otherwise. On the contrary, I have found
that there is nothing like practical experi-
ence ln these matters to convince men that
the Chinese are not a desirable class of peo-
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ple. I am not prepared to say that the
Chinese population bas increased lu British
Columbia very rapidly. I think It has in-
creased some, but not as fast as some speak-
ers in the west claim. The Japanese popula-
tion, on the other hand, has been increasing

- very rapidly during the last year.

It being six o'clock, I move that
be adjourned.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

the debate

would render every one of these parties who
may have invested money and may have
undertaken to produ'ce this patent article
liable for the violation of that patent. The
rights of these parties in every Bill of this
kind that has ever gone through parliament
have been protected by words of this sort.
I arm simply calling the attention of the
House to the matter that they will see
what will be before them when the Bill
comes up for consideration.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-It appears to me
doubtful whether it is wise to pass the
amendment recommended by the com-
mittee. I was a member of that

THE SENATE. committee and heard the case pretty
w-ell explained. and I may say that

Ottawa, Friday, June 29, 1900. it was on the suggestion of the sollicitor

The Speaker took the Chair at Three for the applicant that that amendment was

o'clock. carried. The facts of the case are that
Anderson obtained his patent some years ago

Prayers and routine proceedings. for a pump. After having obtained his
patent he entered into a written agree-

THE J. W. ANDERSON RELIEF BILL. ment with certain manufacturers to
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. manufacture this pump and he was

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC, from the Committee to get a dollar and a haif as a
on Miscellaneous Private Bills, reported Bill royalty for every punp they manufactured.
(108) 'An Act to confer on the Commissioner This went on until tle first ten years for
of Patents certain powers for the relief of which le had the privilege of this patent
J. W. Anderson,' with an amendment, and expired, ani Anderson neglected to pay for
moved that this amendment be taken into the renewai of the patent for the balance
consideration on Monday next. of tle term, tle last five years. Tle manu-

,facturers of the pump took advantage of
Hon. Mr. MILLS-Of course we can con- Mr. Anderson's neglect and forgetfulnes,

sider this matter on Monday, but I wlsh to and notified hl tat tley were fot hable
call the attention of the House to the effect to hlm for any more royalties, that they had
of the amendment. This Bill is for the the privilege now of manufacturing the
renval of a patent which has lapsed. It is pump on their own account, lis patent
rather a doubtful kind of legislation at ail having expird. 1 ray say that in
times, where a party lias letters patent forte freantime tp t manufacturers of tlis
an invention, and when the turne expires 1pump lad obt*ined other patents for tlie
for whii the patent las been granted, that hipump, some thirteen in fiumber, so it was
we sould renew it again. I Say it Is a icstated by the pro oters of the Bihi and tle
doubtful proceeding. However, it is fre-royalty w-as reduced to Anderson from, I
quently done, and I arn not calling into ýtllnk, a dollar and a haîf a pump down to
question tie propriety of the Bil If the seventy five cents. This went on till, through
House thinks it proper, but in ahl these cases this nerlect, the patent lapsed. Then Ander-
the practice is to take care to preserve tlie sn fnnocenty appied to the pariament of
riglits of those wlio have mhade arrang-e-~ Canada to bave lis patent renewed. This
ments for the use of the patent after the' suited the manufacturers first rate, it was
period for which it lad been granted iad jnst what thiey wanted, and the effet of the
explred. As I understand, tn this case a renewal of that patent w-as that It was de-
number f persons are engaged In the prot priving Anderson of ail privileges n co-
duction of this patent. and the strlklng out Of nection withe is patent and granting to the
the words tuser. manufacture or otherwmse manufacturers of the pump ail the privileges

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN.
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that Anderson should have. Tbat is very
unfair. The striking out of the words 'user,
manufacture and otherwise does not meet
the case exactly. It goes a little further
than the committee intended to go. The ob-
ject was to preserve to Anderson his rights
in the patent, and allow them to carry out
the agreement which they had corne to till
the end of the term, the next five years, but
if any other parties outside of these men
bad acquired any right, of course the Bill
was not to apply to them. Therefore, I
think the amendment which the commrittee
adopted does not really attain the object the
committee had in view, and I move in amend-
ment :

That the report of the committee be referred
back to the Committee on Miscellaneous Private
Bills for further consideration.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I am also a member
of this committee. The whole question was
fully considered before that committee, and
I think the great majority of the committee
understood the question in the same way.
There was an agreement existing be-
tween Mr. Anderson and this company
who adopted his patent at one time,
under which they promised to give hlm a
royalty on each pump produced In their
factory. The lion. gentleman from Prince
Edward Island has stated pretty distinctly
the whole history of the thing, with one or
two exceptions. He said that Anderson had
got out this patent for fifteen years, but that
it was only necessary to pay the first five
years lu cash, and each succeeding five years
to pay a certain amount. thereby renewing
the patent for the whole term of fifteen
years. He paid the amounts that entitled
him to a patent for ten years, and through
thoughtlessness or neglect lie permitted the
patent to lapse at the expiration of ten
years. and the consequence was that this
company, who had a certain Interest In the
patent. instead of notifying Mr. Anderson
that his patent was about to lapse, and that
he should have his right renewed, they be-
hind his back made application, and had
the patent renewed in their own name,
thereby excluding Anderson from any rights
which lie possessed in the Invention. It is
true, legally speaking, when he neglected to
renew his patent at the expiration of the
ten years for the balance of the period, he
lost his legal right, but he certainly did not
lose his equitable right. Justice entitled hlm

to consideration for the fact that he gave
to these men in the first place the idea of
manufacturing the pump that lie invented,
and for which they got the benefit and
profits for ten years. Not only that, but
they got the whole price of the pump, for
it was arranged between Anderson and
them that lie was to receive a royalty of
$1.50 for each pump, but instead of giving
Anderson the $1.50 on the original price of
the pump, Anderson was compelled to add
$1.50 to the price of the pump and thereby
get his royalty over and above and outside
of the regular price. The consequence was
that this firm got the whole profit on the
nanufacturing of the pump, according even
to their contract, without giving Anderson
a single dollar. The royalty that lie got,
according to the evidence we heard to-day,
was obtained outside of the price charged
by the manufacturers. We wanted. in the
committee, to place this thing back precisely
where it had been before the patent lapsed,
and in that way to give Anderson his former
right. It also gives the manufacturers a
right, because they also had made improve-
ments in the pump that they got patented.
In fact, neither Anderson nor the manu-
facturers could, In my opinion, manufacture
the pump fairly without the co-operation of
both parties in this case. The pump has
the benefit of Anderson's patent, and it
also has at present the benefit of the
manufacturers' improvements. The con-
mittee did not contemplate doing any
injustice to either side by placing the
two parties in the same position they had
been in previous to the lapse of the patent.
It has been held in this House on former oc-
casions that to refer back a report to a
committee is treating the committee with a
certain amount of injustice. In this case
the parties to the patent on both sides and
the solicitors have gone away, after sub-
mitting the case, and It would be a very
difficult matter, in my opinion, to place it
before the committee again In the same
manner that it was submitted to-day. On
tlhese grounds, I hope lion. gentlemen will
not interfere with the judgment of the com-
mittee to-day, because I think It Is a just
one. It places this poor man in a position
to get the benefit of his patent for five years
longer. After inventing this pump, which
lie points out was a most beneficial thing
for the manufacturers, an Invention by
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whIch a large amount of money was nade
by the manufacturers, and a very small
amount came to the original Inveutor of the
patent, It would be unjust to deprive him of
his rights.

The amendment was agreed to.

BRANCH RAILWAYS IN MANITOBA
AND NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency th? Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate a statement, including the names, of the
several branch lines of railway in Manitoba and
the Nortb-west Territories, and the number of
miles of each branch line built and in operation.
Also, a statement showing the amount of sub-
sidy, if any, given each of said railways; and
if in a land grant, has said land grant, in part
or in full, been granted such railway companies,
and wha-t was the computed value per acre of
said land.

APPOINTMENT OF WAREHOUSE COM-
MISSIONERS IN MANITOBA.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired:

If any one of the three farmers who served on
the Royal Commission inquiring into the grain
trade as carried on through the elevator and fiat
warehouse system of the inspection district of
Manitoba. has himself, or by any one else on
bis behalf, made application for the position of
warehouse commissioner, as provided In the
Grain Trade Bill, and recommended by said
Royal Commission?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have made Inquiry

of the Department of Inland Revenue, where
there would be a èommunication of this sort,
If anywhere, and no such application has
been reeelved by the department.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (172) 'An Act respecting the Canada
Mining and Metallurgical Company, limited.'
-(Hon. Mr. McMillan.)

Bill (102) 'An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for the
relief of James Milne.'-(Hon. Mr. Watson.)

SAVINGS BANKS IN THE PROVINCE OF

QUEBEC BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself Into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (177) 'An Act to amend

the Acts respecting certain Savings Banks

in the Province of Quebec.'
Hon. Mr. DEVER

(In the Committee.)

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This clause provides for
the extension of opportunities to invest 20
per cent of the moneys the banks hold for
any temporary emergency.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is just one para-
graph in that new section 18 about which
there might be some little question. It reads:

In any other security approved by the Treasury
Board.

Hon. gentlemen will see that under the ex-
isting law the bank was obliged to hold
20 per cent of the funds deposited In it in
public securities of the Dominion of Can-
ada, or of any province thereof, or in some
chartered bank in Canada. These are per-
fectly safe investments. And this clause
extends it to Canadian municipal bonds or
securities. There does not seen to be any
objection to that. Paragraph d reads :

School bonds or debentures issued in the pro-
vince of Quebec, provided they are secured by
the school municipality in which the school Is
situated.

That is safe enough. Then subclause e
reads :

In any other security approved by the Trea-
sury Board.

It appears to me there Is a little rIsk about
that-that if a very strong supporter of the
government of the day wishes to have cer-
tain securities approved by the Treasury
Board, It is barely possible the character of

that security would not be scrutinized as
carefully as It mlght be. I simply make the
suggestion, but do not make any motion In
the matter.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
a little surprised at the suggestion of the
hon. gentleman. If the late government
were in power at the present time, I would
not be surprised. I can say, on behalf of
the Treasury Board, of which I was a mem-
ber for some time, that the greatest care Is
taken to protect the investors, or any one
having any connection, with the institution.
and while I have not much confidence In the
present government, I think, In a matter of
this kind, where it affects a vast number of
people, that they will take care not to allow
them to invest in doubtful securities.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Of course this only ap-
plies to 20 per cent of the securities of the
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banks that are intended to be readily con-
verted into money, and my hon. friends will
see that the powers possessed are broad
enough. It says :

In public securities of the Dominion of Canada
or of any of the provinces thereof or of the
United Kingdom, or of any British colony pos-
session, or of the United States or any states
thereof;

(b) in deposits in chartered banks in Canada;
(c) in Canadian municipal bonds or securities;
(d) in school bonds or debentures issued In

the province of Quebec, provided they are se-
cured by the school municipality in which the
schools are situate;

(e) in any other security approved by the Trea-
zury Board.

There may be other securities than those
enumerated which will become desirable
securities, and that being so, with the con-
sent of the Treasury Board, the banks will
have an opportunity of investing their
money.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 19,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think. it only right
that the committee should know what they
are doing. Clause 19 gives the securities in
which the banks may, subject to the provi-
sions In the next preceding section, invest
any moneys deposited with them, and there
have been added to the list of securities In
which the banks can invest, the bonds or
debentures of any water power company,
navigation company, or heat and light com-
pany. I do not profess to know very much
about water power companies. I think the
bonds and debentures of navigation com-
panies may be good securities, or they may
not, but I have grave doubts about the heat
and light compgnies. I know a little about
heat and light companies and I knoW
that in a great many instances the bonds
or debentures of these companies would not
be regarded as being very safe securities,
and I have grave doubts as to the wisdom
of Inserting the heat and light companlies.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-I may
say that this is permissive. in addition
there is the security afforded by ten some-
what responsible men In Montreal, who have
displayed a considerable amount of caution
In the past. I think for some thIrty years
they dld not lose a shilling. In Quebec there
bas been an equally satisfactory condition
of things.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Their powers of In-
vesting were limited before.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-It bas
been found impossible to get municipal
debentures to-day to yield more than three
and a half, and sometimes only three per
cent, while the depositors must get three
and there must be a margin of 1 per cent
for administration. We must have a wider
field to invest in. It has become a neces-
sity, just as In the preceding clause a larger
margin is required within which to loan.
At one time banks of discount were glad to
get money on deposit, and to give 1 per cent
more than the savings banks allowed their
depositors. To-day the banks as a general
rule do not want deposits, and it has been
found advisable to seek power to make In-
vestments or loans on call in England and
the United States.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 19a,

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Subclause a of clause
1i9 says that the bank may Invest any
moneys. In addition to the 20 per cent men-
tioned In clause 18, In any of the securities
mentioned In the next preceding section. I
infer that that means securities mentioned
in a, b, c, and d of the preceding section.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, and e.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-That is, in any securities
at all, provided they are approved by the
Treasury Board.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think so.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-Is it intended to im-
pose on the Treasury Board the duty of de-
ciding and approving of securities of that
klud ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think so. This l a
matter which frequently must come before
the Treasury Board.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I am not objecting to
it.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-The
Treasury Board Is absolutely master of the
whole thing. The savings bank cannot
raise or lower the rate of interest a fraction
of 1 per cent without the consent of the
Treasury Board. The Treasury Board is jeal-
ous of any encroachment upon Its preroga-
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tive, and over these two institutions exer- limit them, it ïhows that the feeling is there
cises a very close surveillance. should be something more than even the

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-As a matter of fact,
are all those investments submitted to the ation I dot hetn tht om-
Treasury Board before the investment is paies fo is anc. g the first su in-
made ? pnesfrisac.I h is ueae

made ?of this clause 20, 1 find that the securities
Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-When are to be taken at the market value.

any change is made in the rate of interest Formerly. I belleve, It was the par value. I
to depositors, or in varying the poor fund, suppose that is a reasonable change, but lu
but not for an ordinary investment, and not the second subsection, in the hast paragraph,
for an ordinary ian. there is a very sweeping provision which 1

hoestly think de20erves serious considera-
tion of the committee :

[SENATE]1846

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-My hon. friend drew
attention to water power companies and
navigation companies. which seemed to hlm
to be a little out of the usual class of invest-
ments in which a savings bank would In-
vest its money. Of course, I do not put my
opinion against the opinion of the hon. gen-
tleman from Montreal, who has given special
attention to the Bill, and is familiar with
everything connected with the subject ; but
having regard to the fact that, as a general
rule, in the savings bank very much as in
life insurance companies, special attention
is paid to the securities, it did strike me
that the three or four mentioned there were
of an unusual character for the funds of a
savings bank to be invested in.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 20,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am not in any sense
at al' opposing this measure. I am simply
pointing out the instances in which this
Bill not only goes further than the existing
law, but I think goes a little further than
it Is prudent to go. It is true that the hon.
gentleman who bas charge of the Bill says
that we should count upon the fact that
the directors of those institutions are pru-
dent men. I assume that they have been
prudent men ail along, but we have no
guarantee that they will always be prudent
men. There are institutions in the province
of Quebec which some years ago, I suppose,
would have been held to be perfectly safe,
and the directors of which would have spok-
en of as prudent men, which have come
to grief very seriously. If we are to trust
implicitly to the directors of these institu-
tions, there is no object In limiting the
securities in which they may invest at all.
We might leave the whole matter to their
discretion ; but when we do undertake to

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON.

2. The bank may lend any of such moneys
without cAlateral security-

(a) to the government of Canada or to the
goverrnent of any province of Canada;

(b) to the corporation of any municipality ln
Canada with a population of at least 2,000 in-
habitants;

(c) to any ' fabrique de paroisse' or to 'syndics
pour l'érection d'églises,' specially authorized by
Act of the legislature of Quebec to issue bonds
binding on the taxable property of the parish.

I assume there is no danger there, be-
cause they a.re conservative bodies. They
are there all the time and are not likely to
go up in smoke. Paragraph d is the one
to which I specially direct the attention of
the committee :

(d) Upon a resolution of their respective boards
of directors, to incorporated companies, or in-
corporated institutions, within the limita of
their borrowing powers, and not exceeding in
any case their paid-up capital, provided such
company or institution has a paid-up capital
of not less than $500,000, and has paid continu-
ously for the previous five years a dividend at
the rate of not less than 5 per cent per annum.

I understand that, In the minds of the
gentlemen who are promoting this Bill. this
paragraph d, was intended to cover just
two institutions in the province of Quebec.
As to these two institutions, I assume that
there is no question, and I am not objecting
to it at all. but the language of the para-
graph is so wide thit it might cover institu-
tions in the United States, or elsewhere than
in the province of Quebec, where there
would be a certain amount of risk, and there
is no limitation at all. Under this provi-
sion the money may be loaned without
collateral security to any incorporated com-
pany which has a paid-up capital of $500,-
000 and has paid 5 per cent for the previous
five years. My impression is that it would
be better to limit these incorporated com-
paniles and institutions to such as are enu-
merated in the preceding sections, and that



[JUNE 29, 19001

It should not be left in that generaI form.
My impression is that this paragraiih ought
to be amended so as to read in this way :

Upon a resolution of their respective boards of
directors to such incorporated companies or in-
corporated institutions as are mentioned in the
two next preceding sections.

That will give them power to lend to
street railway companies and the other com-
panies mentioned in the preceding sections,
but will not allow them to lend to any In-
stitutions possibly outside of the country
altogether.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-I have
no objection to the amenidment.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I move, then, that
paragraph d be amended by inserting before
the word 'incorporated' in line 32, the word
' such,' and adding after ' institutions' at
the end of the same line. ' as are mentioned
In the two next preceding sections.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The provisions of this
Bill enlarge the powers of the company to
invest moneys and also to make loans. This
clause 20 refers, of course, to the making
of loans altogether. The powers are widen-
ed, but that is due to the fact that it is every
year becoming more difficult to find safe
institutions in which money may be invest-
ed at a reasonable rate of interest compared
to what was formerly paid. So that, In
order that these institutions may secure
the most profitable investments consistent
with secirity to those who are interested
in them. it is necessary that larger powers
should be given to them than they formerly
possessed, for both the purposes of Invest-
ment and of loan. It is on the character
of the men largely that the institutions
inust depend for their permanent prosperlty,
and the security of the moneys invested In
them. Our whole banking system shows
that. We have had banking institutions
that failed. while other banking institutions
were eminently prosperous, and the differ-
ence between those that prospered and those
that failed was due to the difference In the
character and capacity of those engaged
in their management. So that, with regard
to this partieular section which my hon.
friend bas proposed to amend, and in which
amenidment the bon. gentleman opposite
concurs, in the interest of the lnstltution,
and to which, therefore. I make no objec-
tion, will after all depend, not on the amend-

ment made, but on the ability and character
of those to whom the care of these institu-
tione is entrusted.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Will
not these companies have power to lend on
these different securities mentioned in the
preceding paragraphs, and is not the ad-
ditional paragraph d intended to give them
powers to loan to other than those contained
in the preceding paragraph ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This is by resolution.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then,
if that be the case, what is the necessity
for paragraph d if it Is to be amended in
the manner suggested by the hon. gentleman
from Halifax ? Because It then restricts all
the powers to those which are contained in
the preceding paragraphs. The amend-
ment says you can do certain things, but It
must be only in accordance with the pro-
vision which already exists, giving them the
additional powers. I frankly confess I have
not given it that close study I should have
given to it, but It strikes me that It has that
effect. If the amendments are to be adopted,
the paragraph as I understand it Is useless,
because you have the powers already.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not exactly. The pre-
vious section relates to investments. This
section relates to loans.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstand that, but the amendment is, 'upon
a resolution of their respective boards of
directors to such incorporated companies or
incorporated institutions, as are hereinbe-
fore mentioned.' However, the promoter
says he has no objection to this amendment.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That should be the
next two preceding sections.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-I should like to point
out the effect which this change, to my mind,
bais upon the Bill. Clause 19 gives the
banks power to invest any of their money
in certain ýsecurities, and in subsection b
a number of classes of companies are men-
tioned, in which they may Invest their
moneys. Those investments are of a some-
what permanent character. Clause 20, as
has been already pointed out, refers to loans
of a more temporary nature, to indl!viduals
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or to corporate bodies and describes the we think it desirable, amended. The
character of the collateral securities which, Bil is a very good one, apparently. The
in making such loans, the bank must take. lon, gentleman from Sackville appreclates
The first clause of section 20 deals witb the position exactly. lnder section 19, the
that. Then the second clause of section 20 bank is authorized to invest noney deposited
goes on to say that the bank may make the witb it ln certain securities. Under the fIrst
same character of temporary loans without subsection of clause 20, the bank is allowed
collateral security, and goes on to say to to lend money upon certain other securtles,
which different classes of bodies they may
make such loans. I understand the meaning
of subsection d to be that they can loan,
not only to the companies mentioned in
section 19, but to any incorporated com-
panies, with this provision, that they must
have a paid-up capital of $500,000-a pretty
strong company-and that they must have
paid continuously a dividend on that capital,
of 5 per cent, which would make it undoubt-
edly a strong company. A company of that
character, whether included ln the class of
companies provided for in section 19 or not,
the institutions would be justified in loaning
to.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-If we alter the clause
as proposed, it not only limits their power
to loan to the class of companles mentioned
in section 19, but it limits them to such
companies as bave a capital of $500,000, and
have paid a continual dividend of 5 per cent.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It reduces very much
the opportunities of the bank.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-It cuts them down very
materlally, and to my mind. it limits the
power to make temporary loans to strong
companies much more than it limits the
power to make permanent Investments.
That does not appear to me to be' consistent
with the object of the Bil.

Hoin. Mr. MILLS-This Bill, and every
provision of it, was most carefully consider-
ed in the Finance Department, and every
subject dealt wilth by this Bill was thorough-
ly thrashed out there. I think the hon. gen-
tleman will do best to allow the clause to
stand as it 1s. You would be oblIged to
send It back to the House of Commons and
ha've it reconsidered there, and It would be
better that the clause should stand as It
is In the Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The Bill comes to us
for the purpose of being considered, and if

Hon. Mr. WOOD.

provided that collateral security of the na-
ture mentioned in the two sections next
preceding is taken. This paragraph which
we are dealing with, subsection 2, says that
the bank may lend without collateral secu-
rlty. Now, I say that amendment would
allow the bank to lend without collateral
security to corporations of this kind, wlth the
rpstriction that they shall bave a paid-up
capital of $500,000, and shall have paid dIvi-
dends at the rate of 5 per cent. Clearly that
would provide that the bank sbould lend
without collateral security upon those securi-
ties which have been mentioned as being
suitable only for collateral securities, and I
think that it is the part of prudence to
binder the directors of these banks from
lending money generally to companies upon
resolutions of their respective boards of
directors.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM HINGSTON-In
practice, the bank, in fact, never lends with-
out a margin of at least 10 per cent, and I
presume at the present moment the margin
now held by the bank is upwards of 25 per
cent. If the wealthlest man ln this com-
munity were to want a thousand pounds
from the institution he would bave to deposit
security to the extent of at least eleven
hundred pounds. The margin Is never less
that 10 per cent, and with a weak man, 25
per cent. The result is, for several years.
there bas been no loss whatever.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-With the present dIrec-
tors and promoters of this BiH I am sup-
posed to be most friendly. I have perfect
confidence in the present directors. I have
also a very substantial knowledge of the
Institution as It is conducted at present, but
there Is no telling what may occur in the
future. WhIle this may be sat!sfactory to-
the present directors, it does not follow that
these gentlemen will at all times be directors
of that bank, and I feel tha it Is our duty,
as legislators here, to point out to the' hon.
gentleman who Is promotIng this Bill that,
whilst we have implicit confidence in hlim,
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and in the present directors of that institu-
tion, our object is simply to provide for the
management of tha:t bank under future
directors, and In my humble opinion it is
not a good and sound reason to offer that,
because it is difficult at present to make
money in that institution, we should give
them liberty to invest in what might be
considered very doubtful collaterals. It
would be better, I think, to point out that,
in case the bank cannot make safe invest-
ments and transactions, a lesser amount of
business should be transacted, until perhaps
a better period arrives for the purpose of
enabling banks and monetary institutions
to realize those profits so anxiously looked
after by banking Institutions. As I said
before, I have perfect confidence in the
present directors, and officials of this insti-
tution. I believe that It Is one of the most
solvent .institutions we have in Canada, but
at the same time I trust that the directors
and the promoters of the Bill will forgive
us if we say that we are most anxious that
It shall continue to be so and that no un-
fortunate turn of affairs wIll take place in
the future in the management of this In-
stitution, so that we will never hold a differ-
ent opinion than that which we hold to-day.
I should like to see this Bill framed so that
it would be impossible for any directors lu
the future to bring misfortune to the bank.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
Is no hon. gentleman in the Senate who 1s
not imbued with the ideas expressed by my
hon. friend who has just spoken, that we
should have absolute security in these
banks. This particular clause was fully
Considered, and to use a familiarism, thresh-
ed out for a long time by the department
and the Deputy MinIster of Finance, In whom
I have great confidence in matters of this
kind, having had a great many dealings
with him in matters affectIng banks. and
loan socleties ; and when I am told that he,
after mature deliberation, has corne to the
conclusion that this Is a safe clause, and
safe power to give to this Institution, I
should bd Inclined to accept it. I know he
is exceedingly conservative In all matters
affectIng loan societies and banking Institu-
tions, and I think that the promoters had
better accept the Bill as It Is, and not
jeopardize it by any amendments or delay.

54

Hon. Mr. POWER-Inasmîuch as the hon.
leader of the government and the hon. leader
of the opposition are both against me, I
think I had better withdraw my amend-
ment.

The amendiment was withdrawn and the
clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

THE SENATE DÉBATES.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER moved the adoption
of the report of the Committee on Debates
and Reporting. He said : I may perhaps
give some explanation with reference to
this report. I will take the last part of the
report first-the portion relating to the en-
gagement of Mr. Holmden. The arrange-
ment with Mr. Holmden Is exactly the same
as last year, and there Is no change. I do
not think there is auy necessity for giving
any more explanation about that. With
reference to the gratulty to the reporters,
'the report states what It is, and I may say
that the commIttee, after going fully Into
that matter, have thought proper to give
the reporters a gratuity of $600, on account
of the length of the session.

The motion was agreed to.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION
BILL.

SECOND READING.
The Order of the Day being called:
Resuming the adjourned debate on the second

reading (Bill 180) ' An Act respecting and re-
sitricting Chinese immigration.'-(Hon. Mr. Ten-
pleman.)

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-I have only a
few words to add to what I have already
said on the question now under considera-
tion. the Bill further to restrict the immi-
gration of Chinese. When the House ad-
journed yesterday, I was about to say-and
I think I voice almost the unanimous senti-
ment of the people of British Columbla-
that the Oriental races are a most Objec-
tionable class of people to encourage to
come to this country. There Is but one
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opinion in the west as to the undesirability establishients i one night. 1 had the dis-
of encouraging, and as to the desirability tlnguished honour of taking the present Licu-
of placing restrictions upon, the Immigration tenant-Governor of that province through
into this country of Asiatics. The reason sore of the by-ways of Chilatown, 'i order
for this is that the Asiaties are not, and will that he might recelve sone education and
never become settlers, as we understand sone knowledge of the true life of China-
the terni, in this country. No Chinese or men, and I think that I succeded in
Japanese come to British Columbia with a about an hour's walk in convincing hlm
view of making their permanent residence that le would not stick to the Chinese,
In this country, of taking up land, and be- however much he miglt care to stick ta
coming ultimately citizens of Canada. They Li Hung Chang. There is no doubt at al
have but one object in view, and that is to that the Chinaman Is an undesirable citizen,
reside here for a short term of years, and f
to acquire five hundred or a thousand dol- ormthe resnt lie countboe
lars, which in China is a small fortune, and The Chinaman will not assimulate wlth the
then to em:.grate to China. That is the one white population. 1 ask any hon. gentleman
and sole object the Chinamen have in com- present if he honestly and conscientiously
ing to the Paciflc coast. Hence it Is Im- thinks Lt ndvisable that he should do so. Is
possible for theni to become citizens. They Lt advlsable that the yellow people of Asia
do not attempt to become citizens. They should intermarry with the people of tlis
bring with them their language and retain country? The fact is that they wlll not
it almost until they depart from our coun- do so, that it is not deMrable that they
try. There is nothing more noticeable to shouîd that they remain Ii a colony Iy
the easterner visIting Victoria or Vancouver themselves, thnt they retain ail the custons
for the first time than the utter inability and charactrisctics they have brouglit to
of Chinamen who have been in British Co- this country, that they retain their language
lumbia for many years, twenty years or and ail their habits, and that they depaTt
more perhaps, to speak the English lan- from the country after twenty or thirty
guage. A Chinaman will learn sufficient years as the case may be. They vili neyer
of the English language to talk to the0fth Egls lngag t al t tebecome settiers, and are not farmers, but
white man who employs him, and no more. simply market gardeners, helpers of fan-
I am speaking of the Chinese generally.
There are, it is true, quite a number who land and settie on Lt, and cultIvate L They
speak fairly good English, but the average are market gardeners, but they do not be-
coolie Chinanen, the labourers, to which I long to that cîs of people whom we

1!! entirely refers, do not learn would bring to this country to sette in
to speak the English language intelligibly. the west, like Doukhobors and Galicians,
They stick tenaciously to their own language
and to all their own customs. The Chinamen making it their home for the balance of
on the Pacific coast dress to-day as tliey do tîeir lives, and who it ýs loped will ultim-
In China. They bring with them some of their ately becone full citizens of Canada, and
god habits and all their bad habits, and assimulate with our own people. 1 think
perpetuate then, particularly the latter, In
this country. They get together, and live in
a sa settement the cty, which makes try than that our parliament should en-
it more easy for them to perpetuate their ourage th ipot auy f ia rae
custons and habits as they exist in China. people thisicount an at ith the
The Chinese bring to this country, as I have po eotes conry tt ise ald
said, al' their vices. I am not going to
enlarge upon that question. It is not at proper for this panliament to restrict the
ail necesary, but onie conspicuous vice of immigration into this country 0 f*any races
the Chnese in British Columbia is gambling. of Asia. I m ni sorry that the exigencies f
ihere are few Chinamen who are not tie situation dLd not permit the government
natural born gamblers. I have taken vis!- to inlude lu this legislatioi the Japanese-
tors through places ln Chinatown where ls British Columba thins qestion has bee
they have seen at least twenty gamblig revived reently solely I consequence of

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN.
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the very large 'nfux of Japanese into that
province. We have had landed there in one
month I think between two and three thous-
and Japanese-very much more than the
country could absorb. I do not know where
they have gone to. Possibly they have travel-
led southward. But while the Japanese are
an infinitely better class of people and while
our objections cannot be as strong to them
because of their aptitude in learning .our
ways, dressing as we do, living, when they
can afford it, as we do-a smart energetic
people-nevertheless the Japanese in large
numbers would be, while more desirable
than the Chinese, very great competitors
with the white labour of the coast. There
is no use in mincing matters : the objections
are, first, tbey do not become permanent
citizens. We do not want them. They are
taking the place of white people who would
become permanent citizens, and, secondly,
they keep out of the country white men and
women, and demoralize labour and make it
impossible for white men to work ln that
country at the prevailing rate of wages.
These are the facts. The wish of the people
of British Columbia that restriction should
be placed upon them lias been an-
nounced in scores of ways. The legislature
of British Columbia has passed resolutions
in favour of an increased tax. They have
asked for the imposition of a tax of $500, and
have asked also that the Japanese be subject
to the same restriction. Almost every board
of trade and labour organization has passed
resolutions of that kind. Every politician in
British Columbia Is in favour of an in-
creased tax. It Is proposed to increase the
present tax to one hundred dollars, and al-
though it Is much less than has been asked
for and very many people in the west think
It will have no effect at ail, I am disposed to
think that the one hundred dollars tax will
have some effect in decreasing the number of
Chinese immigrants. It Is scarcely possible
for a Chinese labourer coming to this coun-
try to pay one hundred dollars. I hope that
the result of the investigation to be made
by the commission which is to be appointed
-and I trust it will be appointed, and get
to work immediately-will be that the gov-
ernment next session will be prepared
to consider the question of Japanese
immigration Into British Columbia. I
think that none of us are prepared to say
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that the -government should have gone so
far, in face of the friendly feeling existing
between the Japanese nation and our own
country, and the declaration of opinion from
Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, as to classify the
Japanese with the Chinese and deal with
them in the same manner. Possibly it
might have led to very serious inter-
national complications, and the people of
British Columbia are patriotic enough to
admit that, and to accept this BIH as an
Instalment. We have been told that It is
not a finality, and that after the commission
reports, we may look forward to a still
further restriction upon the immigration of
Orientais into this country. I would have
preferred, as I said before, that we could
have included Japanese. We will take this
as an instalment, and will rest satis-
fied for one year. As I said before, If the
evidence of those called before that com-
mission shows that It Is desirable that the
immigration of Japanese and Chinese should
be still further restricted, I am prepared to
come before thl House next session and
support a measure for that purpose, and I
trust the government will be prepared to
abide by the findings of that commission.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman has referred to a commission
that la to be appointed, and from the re-
marks which he lias made he seems to un-
derstand what their duties are. What is to
be obtained by the appointment of a new
commission to inquire into the subject of
Chinise immigration, that we do not already
know ? I should like to have some infor-
mation on that point, a very important one.
I could understand it if It were desired to
ascertain the number of Chinese in British
Columbia, but the census to be taken next
year will give that information. What are
to be the duties of this commission to be
appointed ?

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-I am not in a
position to answer the hon. gentleman's
question. I take my Information from the
newspapers, and from what I have heard
in the House of Commons, but I would as-
sume that the scope of the commission is to
collect information, not only as to the ex-
tent of the Influx of Japanese and Chinese
into the country, but as to the work ln
which they are engaged, as to the competi-
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tion et these people wlth white labour, and the Bill was shown to me. It contained so
the effect et It on the country. I would as- many provisions that I strongly objected
sume that that was the object. I presume to, that I declined to take charge of it
the hon. gentleman thinks that the commis- unless certain changes were made. These
sion of 1885 has covered the ground. changes were assented to, and during the

Hon. Sir MAOKENZITI BOWELL-I bave time the Bill was before this House other
no doubt abou; it.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-That commis-
sion was composed almost entirely of gen-
tlemen whose sympathies were with the
Chinese. When they vlsited British Co-
lurabla, I do not think there was one Japan-
ese In the country. To-day there are pro-
bably two thousand Japanese working as
fishermen on the Fraser River. They have
supplanted two thousand white men. The
Chinamen are not fishermen in the sense of
going on the river and working boats, but
the Japanese are. The commission, I sup-
pose, will investigate such matters.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The subjeet of this
Bill Is one which I am quite sure a great
many of my colleagues, as weil as myself,
have found extreme difficulty in coming to
any satisfactory conclusion as to what
course we should take with regard to it,
elther with regard to this Bill before the
House, or similar Bills which bave been be-
fore the Senate on previous occasions.
Theoretically, It would seem to most of us,
that the principle of this Bill Is strongly
opposed both to British practice, and the
feeling that we desire to see our coun-
try free to al who choose to come here,
and is altogether retrograde legislation.
On the other hand, one cannot help feeling,
in the face of the very strong representa-
tions which have been made from that part
of the Dominion which is more particularly
interested in this question, that it woul.1 be
scarcely right to say that no such legisla-
tion should be passed, if w-e lind any good
ground can be urged for it. But ihe diffl-
culty bas been for any one like myself, not
knowing very much about that part of the
country, havlng been there only as a visitor,
to know how far the representations whlch
bave been made from :Ime to time are
borne out by the facts. For my own part,
I can speak more strongly, because I, at one
time, in 1886, had the duty imposed on me,
owIng to the illness of the leader of the
Senate, of taking charge of one or two
government Bills, Chinese Immigration
Bill amongst the rest. When the draft of

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN.

amendments w-ere made ln it, which I
thought rendered it a less objectionable
measure than it origlnally was ; but I can-
not say that I felt altogether satisfied with
the Bill itself, or with the principle involved
in It. Upon that occasion I remember that
two senators from British Columbia, both
of whom made very long speeches (and I
give this as an Illustration of the diffleulty
one bas to make up his mind on this point)
differed widely on the question. One of
these, the senator from Victoria, who usual-
ly occupies the seat on my left, could
not speak too strongly of the character of
the Chinese for honesty, cleauliness, and
fitness to discharge any duty they under-
took. In every way he seemed to think
it was an advantage to have. to some ex-
tent. an immigration of that kind into tbe
country. The other senator from British
Columbia could not find words strong
enough to express his unfavourable opinions
with regard to the Chinese. They were
everything that was bad and objec-
tionable in his view of the case. I was
a little surprlsed some years after, when that
gentleman (since dead) became the Lieu-
tenant-Governor of British Columbia. and
I was on a visit to Victoria, on going to pay
my respects to him, found that bis household
was composed entirely of Chinese servants.
Still, as I have salid. there is no doubt that
a very large immigration of this foreign
element might be injurlous to the country
in some ways ; but it seems to me that, so
far as I have been able to form any judg-
ment on the inatter, It is not so much from
the objectionable character of these people
as from the fact that they Interfere, or were
supposed to interfere with white labour that
this legislation against them is sought to be
obtained. My bon. friend from British
Columbia (Hon. Mr. Templeman) used
the expression of pushIng white men out,
and not only the men, but the women,
from various employments. Now, I have al-
ways understood that it would have been
almost impossible to have completed the
Canadian Pacific Railway within the time-
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in which it was completed, if it had not been
for the Chinese labour which they were able
to obtain on the west coast, and that from
the actual want of sufficient white labourer.
Then, again, as to pushing white labour out
of the way, we have an increasing difficulty
in our part of Ontario-and It is not coufined
to Ontario, for It extends in the saime
'way, I understand, to other places lu
Canada-in securing domestic servants,
and a member of the administra-
tion only last evening mentioned to me that
in several cases in Montreal they have been
extremely glad to secure Chinamen as
domestie servants in their houses. If the
state of things goes on that obtains at the
present time in many parts of Canada. I

consequence was, in spite of ail my efforts.
the Bill was given the six monthe' hoist.
Here is what the hon. gentleman said on
that occasion :

In common with others who have spoken on
thia subject, I feel that it 11 a very great re-
proach ta the people of Canada that there should
be on our statute-book an Act restrieting Chi-
nese immigration when we consider the history
of China, in the last century, at ail events, and
the difficulties that were thrown In the way of
the British people effecting an entranoe Into
China and trading with the Chinese. When it
became evident that China offered a rich harvest
to British merchante, great attempte rwere made,
year after year, to get the Chineae to open their
country and trade with the western world. We
ail know the repugnance which they felt to deal-
ing with other countries, but their objections
were overcoime by what inay be called the Chris-
tianizing influences of shot and shell,

think we shall be driven, in time. to have Then the hon. gentleman goes on to say:
Chinese servants there too, so it seems they It is not creditable ta this parliament that the
are not pushin1g others out of ermployment, 5,000,000 of the people of Canada are content

to have this disgraceful Act placed upon thebut those whom we desire to get cannot be statute-books of the Dominion at the Instance
had, and it is fortunate te be able to fill up o! 15,000 people, because 1 am told th*t the peo-
the gaps with some of these people. Not ple f British Columbia are not unaulmous lnsupport of It. But suppose every white man Iu
being a resident of British Columbia. and British Columbia were favourable ta It They
therefore not having the same means of ob- do not r4umber as many people as there ar* In
tain as much Information as one couldths cty, ad we are, at the

tauuesmcDnomaina n ol Instance o! as mauy people s could be put Iu
desire on this subject, I desire to speak one ward of this city, ta Impose such legislatian

w!tÙcauton, ut i, nverteles. sems n 5,000,000 people ? If a pol culd be taken of
with caution, but it, nevertheless seemsths country, I do t belleve yu
to me tolerably apparent that it is the sup- could flud, outside o! Brittah Columbia, one
posed luterference of the Chinese wlth the persan lu every thousaud lu favour a! this legle-

o5terestf o1 whpte labour, tbat Is the real
grevance, much more than the characteru That le the language e which my hon.

of the Chinese themselves, and that It is on friend charaterized the Bi l restricting the

this grouud that this legIslation 1 now sai admi on o Chinese intoe this country In

strongly urged by so many lu BrWtish 1886 and le held the same views In 1887

Columbia- However. the goverum'ent when a second Chinese Immigration Bill
have brought In this Bill and I am not going was introduced. presume since then he

to také the responsibihlty o! votong against has had reason ta change his md. 1 ean

it, thoug0 certaialy. If I have an opportuitl l ta
1 Sial vote against an increase lu the poil! th may be destrable ta Impose snoe restrie-

stien on this Immigration, Cn that the country

nterest of hith e labou, thae is tex ea

planation for the very decided change of hat nt be flooded at any anc tme by a

opinion from those who took an opposite nlcharactee eoB I srctn te
view o! the question net many years ago srry ta see it carried ta such an extentr asn

std amongst the rest my hon. friend the deired by the oppoentse of the Ohinese-

SeCretary o! State who has now troduced that Is the total prohibition of Chinese il-

thie Biht. In 1886; I flnd the Secretary f migration into is country. Therefone I

State expresped himself as most tronglY! should vote against the inrease o! the poil-

opposed ta legisation of ths coaracter. o tayx
do s ot want ta qute auything but The motion was agreed ta, anae the il
bis exact words s I shal read a few ies w-as read the msecond t tr.
of what he vaid. I muet coufess at the bte
the words )f the Secretary o! State made a Hon. Mo. SCOTin tooved that the Bit o be
great impression on me, beause he wet as ef ered ta a Commttee of the Whole Hase
strougly as hm could against the Binr, and the an Tuesday nett.
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Hon. Mr. ALMON-I had intended to move
the six months' holst to this Bill. I believe
two-thirds of this body share my views on
the subject, but the labour vote of British
Columbia is too strong, and both Liberals
and Conservatives are afraid to offend it.
I leave It to them to settle the question with
their own consciences.

The motion was agreed to.

CUSTOMS TARIFF, 1897, AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-

ing of Bill (184) ' An Act to amend the Cus-
toms Tariff, 1897.' He said : I explained,
when the Bill was read the first time, that
the object of it is to carry out the prefer-
ential cut in favour of the British people to
the extent of 33 per cent.

sal'ary of $800 may be allowed. Another
clause, whlch is new, allows the messenger
class to go up to $600, the maximum at pres-
ent being $500, the increase to be by $30 a
year. Any other details I shall be glad to
explain and discuss when the BWi goes to
committee. These, however, are Its main
features.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, July 3, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill CHINESE AND JAPANESE IMMIGRA-
was read the second time. TION.

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (156) ' An Act to amend the Civil
Service Act.' He said: In 1895 an amend-
ment was introduced to the Civil Service
Act, which did away with third-class clerk-
ships In the civil service. The effect of that
was, In making new appointments you
could not appoint any one to the civil service
at a higher salary than $400 to begin with,
and that was as a writer, unless you made
the appointment of the applicant to a second-
class clerkahip, which involved a salary of
$1,100, so this gap between $400 and $1,100
has been found to work very disadvant-
ageously. For an accountant, or even an
amannensis, It would be scarcely suffilcient
salary to pay $400 a year, whIle $1,100
would be perhaps more than he ought to
receive. It would seem that a sum between
the two would be a fairer remuneration for
an ordinary clerk on entering the publie
service, and the object of this Bill is, there-
fore, to make a new grade, junior second
class, which is practically equivalent to the
old third class, authorizIng the commencing
of the service at a salary of $600 a year.
Provision, however, Is made that In the case
of graduates from the Military College, a

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

PETITION FOR RESTRICTIVE LEGISLATION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL present-
ed the petition of Mayor Gardner and 801
other residents of British Columbia praying
that the Senate will not reject the Bill now
before it restricting Chinese immigration.
IIe said : As this petition probably will not
come under the notice of hon. gentlemen in
any way I will read it. It is as follows :

The petition of the undersigned, being resi-
dents of the province of British Columbia, hum-
bly showeth:

That various enactmenta of the province of
British Columbia for the purpose of limiting
or preventing the Immigration of the Mongolian
races into this province and the employment of
therm upon public and other works therein have
been diaallowed;

And that, whilst your petitioners in no way
question the power of disallowance, they ven-
ture to believe that a fuller knowledge of the
present condition of Mongolian immigration into
this province and its effect upon our labourlng
class will seriously modify your views;

Whereas, be it known that between the lst
day of January, 1900, and the 30th day of April,
1900, inclusive, 4,669 Japanese landed in Vic-
toria and Vancouver, and that during the same
period 1.325 Chinese landed in Victoria, making
a total of nearly 6,000 within the short space
of four montbs, the result of which is that this
province is flooded with an undesirable class of
people, non-assimilative, and most detrimental
to the wage-earning classes of our people, and
also a menace to health;

That your petitioners are not unmindful of
Imperial interests, and express feelings of the
greatest loyalty to all Imperial interests, whilst
respectfully calling attention t) this serlous In-
road utpon the welfare of the people of this
province;
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Wherefore, your petitioners humbly pray that
Your Excellency may be pleased to sanction the
passing of an Act inhibiting the immigration
of the above mentioned class of people to Canada
and your petitioners will ever pray.

I also present a petition from the city of
Victoria to the same effect with 1,366 sig-
natures.

THE DISMISSAL OF LIEUTENANT-GOV-
ERNOR McINNES.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved:
That an humble address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid on the
Table of the Senate copies of all correspon-
dence which has taken place between the Pre-
nier, Secretary of State or any other member

of the government and the Lieutenant-Governor
of British Columbia, having reference to the
dismissal of Premiers Turner and Semlin by the
said Lieutenant-Governor, and the calling upon
Mr. Robert Beaven, Mr. Joseph Martin or any
other person to form a cabinet; together with
all reports, orders in council or other documents
refer'rng to the said dismissals and formation of
such cabinets.

He said : I have been Induced to place this
notice of motion upon the Order paper, not
for the purpose of championing the Lieuten-
ant-Governor or siding with either party in
the province of British Columbia upon the
disputes which have taken place between the
Lieutenant-Governor and his former minis-
ters in the formation of the present govern-
ment of British Columbia, or his dismissal
from the position of Lieutenant-Governor by
the Dominion government. I have placed the
notice on the paper In order to obtain, If
possible, the correspondence which has tak-
en place between the Dominion government
and the Lieutenant-Governor upon the ques-
tion of his dismissals of ministers, and the
formation of another ministry under Mr.
Joseph Martin. I do so for the reason that
the Lieutenant-Governor, In the manifesto
which lie has published to the world, has
made some very serlous charges against
the Dominion government, the truth of
which they alone must be the judges ; but
in the interest of provincial governments,
and of good government throughout the
whole Dominion, and in order to ascertain
how far a government which has laid down as
a policy in the past, non-interference in pro-
vincial matters, have transgressed their own
policy, and violated the declarations they
made il the past upon this question. I find
ln the first manifesto, which was published,

emanating from the pen of the Lieutenant-
Governor, that, after referring to bis official
representations to the government at
Ottawa, lie says :

Sir Wilfrid Laurier did not see fit to lay
those reports or any of them, before parliament,
although asked by the British Columbia mem-
bers to do so, and yet, although not a word
that I had to say in my own defence was allowed
to go before you, it was given out that you were
the judges. Is this British justice? Is this
British fair-play? A week after the elections
a majority of the newly-elected members of the
legislature passed a resolution in secret session
at a party convention asking Sir Wilfrid Laurier
to dismiss me, and Sir Wilfrid, although he had
a few days before declared that the matter should
be left to the legislature to decide, promptly
obeyed that resolution, passed in secret session
and at a party convention. I defy any member
of the Dominion g-vernment or any one else to
point to a single act of mine in connection with
the dismissal of the Semlin and Turner gov-
ernments and the formation of the Martin gov-
ernment, or up to the very day of my dismissal,
that cannot be upheld and justified by precedenta
established by the Liberals themselves from the
time of Pitt, the great Commoner, to the pres-
ent time. Upon the defeat of the Semlin gov-
ernment, I was convinced that Mr. Martin was
the man best fitted to assume control under the
circumstances as they then existed. At the
same time, I had been made fully aware that
Mr. Martin was distasteful to Sir Wilfrid's gc3v-
ernment, and that If I considered my own In-
terests and my own positIon merely, I should
under no circumstances call upon him, and im-
mediately upon the defeat of the Semlin govern-
nient I waa made fully aware also that the great
corp2rations, whose metallic influence is ap-
parently all-powerful at Ottawa, would do their
utmost to bave me polltically assassinated if I
shou!d dare to call upon Mr. Martin. I re-
fuscd to resign, although I had previously offered
to do so on several occasions, for had I resigned
under such clrcumstances it would have been
construed as an admission that I was wrong,
and Sir Wilfrid would have been relieved en-
tirely from having to devise a justification for
nmy dismissal. I may say also that I recelved
instructions from the Secretary of State last
August respecting the attitude which I should
adcpt In certain matters towards my ministers,
but the Secretary of State saw fit to convey those
instructions. which I obeyed imrlicltly. In the
for-n of a letter P"'irked ' confidential,' conse-
quEntly I am nit free to pub'ish it, and yet,
when I continued to fllow those instructions In
rny attitude towards the Martin administration,
the Secretary of State complained of my having
done so, but agsin under cover of a letter mark-
ed * strictlv confidential.'

There the report as it appeared In the
Toronto Globe, from which I have made this
extract, ceases ; but when I refer to another
journal, the Toronto World, I find that an-
other sentence follows the word 'confiden-
tial.' Whether the Globe omitted that sen-
tence designedly or by accident I am not
prepared to say, but it materially affects the
charge laid against the Secretary of State
of having first given advice as ©
what lie, the Lieutenant-Governor, shaold
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do, and when the Lieutenant-Governor

did it, to be complained of by the same
Secretary of State. The sentence which was

9. That he (the Lieutenaut-Governor) was asked
to reslgn, but refused, though he had previously
offered to do no.

omitted in the Globe after the word 'con- I observe that the hon. minister shakes lis

fidential,' is as follows :

I have not destroyed thase letters, although I
was told by the Secretary of State to do so.
At some future time I may deal with the per-
sonal relations existing between the Ottawa gov-

head. I am not vouching for the correctness
of the statements. I am merely' repeating
what the Lieutenant-Governor says. It is a
question of veracity between the Lieutenant-
Gove~-rnor' alnd thei overnment of' which the?

ernment~veno and their go-----to ---- l the - ----- ~- -ernmenton. Minister of Justice and the on. Secret-
There Is also another omission in the ary of State fora a part, and no unimportant

Globe's report of the Lieutenant-Governor's part eier. Then the next reason, the tenth
manifesto. After informing the people of charge is as foliows:
British Columbia of the services which he. 10. That the great corporations, whose metallic
the Lieutenant-Governor, had performed, lie influence is apparently all-orwerful at Ottawa.
adds the following :

Since 1876, there bas not been a day during
that period that elther threats of corporations
or the chink of their coin moved me from what
I considered to be my line of duty; and what
I believed was In the interests of the people of
British Columbia, rather than the interests of
eir Wilfrid Laurier and the Crow's Nest Pass
coal magnates.

After gIving reasons for refusing to resign
he adds, ' Now the political assassination

wculd do their utmost to have him (the Lieuten-
ant-Governor) politically assassinated if he did
not oybey their behests.

11. That he resisted the metallie Influences
and threats of corporations and the chink of
their coin, and acted in the interests of the
people of British Columbia, ' rather than in the
Interests of Sir Wilfrid Laurier and the Crows
Nest Pass coal magnates.'

12. That In consequence of his refusal, the
political assassination threatened took place.

These In brief are the charges which the

threatened, bas taken place;' and that at decapitated Lieutenant-Governor lays at the

' some future time he will deal with the door of the Premier and Secretary of State

personal relations exIsting between the mem- in his flrst manifesto. Since this publication

bers of the Ottawa governient and himself.' by the Lieutenant-Governor he has written

What does this correspondence reveal ? For another letter, in reply to a requisition ask-

the sake of brevity I have epitomized the ing him to contest one of the electoral dIvi-

Lieutenant-Governor's statements am sions of the city of Victoria in which he says:
charges made against the Dominion govern- For about ten months past the province has
ment. They are: been In a condition of political unrest, and busi-

ness interests, particularly in regard to mining
1. That Sir Wilfrid Laurier dleclined to lay industries, have been seriously affected In con-

the Lieutenant-Governor's reports and despa:chs sequence. Over nine months ago I urged upon
before parliament, though asked to do so by the my then ministers the advisability of an im-
British Columbia member of the House of Com- mediate session, or an immediate general elec-
ilions. tion, in order to end the political uncertainty

2. That the people of British Columbia were then existing. The Ottawa government, how-
asked to be judges of his (the Lieutenant-Gover- ever, by the wholly unwarranted exercise of its
nor's) conduct without knowing the facts, the power, against which I protested, forbade me to
Premier of the Dominion having kept them from Interfere at the time at which my ministers
tLe people. saw fit to summon the legislature. At whose

3. That after the elections in British Columbia, instigation, and in whose Interesta they saw fit
the newiy-clected members met in convention, to do this, I do not say, but it certainly was not
and demanded hie (the Lieutenant-Governor's) in the interest of the people of this province.
dismissal. And when one whom they have chosen to treat

4. That Sir Wilfrid Laurier promptly acted aý a political enemy was called upon, they ex-
upon that request, though he (the Premier) had pected me to adopt an altogether different atti-
a few days before declared the matter should be tude towards him. Had my hands not been tied
left to the legislature. by Ottawa Instructions, the political turmolil of

5. That Martin was distasteful to Sir Wilfrid's the l st aine months would, in ail probability,
government, and that if he (the Lieutenant-Gov- have been ended long ago.
ernor) would consider his own interests, he
.Would not call upon Martin to form a government. These are the charges which the Lieu-

6. That the Secretary of State for the Domin- tenant-Governor has made. Being a respon-
ion wrote confdential letters to him (the Ieu-
tenant-Governor) instructing him what to do with sible offlcer In that province and baving been
his -minIsters. chosen by the government of the day to fil!

7. That he (the Lieutenant-Governor) carried
out these instructions, and that the said Secre- a very important position, it is not unreason-
tary of State censured hlm for doing so. able that the country should look for some

8. That the Secretary of State marked his let-
tors confidential, and requested the Lieutenant- information ln reference to the statements
Goverinor to destroy them. which have been made and the action of the

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEIL.
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government towards hlm. We have been led
to believe in the past that provincial auton-
omy was to be respected In every particular.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-And
that no interference on the part of the Domin
ion government should take place unless
there was some gross violation of the con-
stitution which imposed a responsibility up-
on the ministers at Ottawa to induce them
to interfere. The question Is whether this
has been the case with Lieutenant-Governor
MeInnes. or not. In the charges which he
has made, and which are very clearly put,
there are one or two points only to whiclh
I desire to call attention. The flrst point is
in reference to the interference of the gov-
erament of the Dominion with the
Lieutenant-Governor of British Columbia.
Whether they were justified or not
we wIll be better able to judge
when the papers are laid before us. Another
point is that it seems to be the practice of
the present administration to produce just
such documents as they think wIll answer
their own purpose. In the correspondence
which has been laid before parUament ln
the past in reference to the Hughes-Hutton
difficulties, and also the dismissal of Lieut-
enant-Colonel White, we had letters and
documents withheld on the grounid of their
being confidential; though the papers which
were laid before parliament contained a num-
ber of private and confidential letters written
by Col. Hughes, so that the public could see
what complaints were contained in the
private and confidential letters of Col.
Hughes. while the defence of Major General
Hutton was shrouded in mystery under the
term 'confidential.' and the world has not
yet been able to judge of the correetness of
the position taken by: the Minister of Militia
and sustained by the government. I remem-
ber distinctly that when at the opening of
this session I asked for the correspondence
between the goverament of the Dominion
and the government of Manitoba, after
the last elections, ln order that we might be
able to judge what the terms were of what
they declared to be a settlement of a very
vexed question which had agitated this
Dominion from one end to the other, we were
informed by the hon. Secretary of State that
there was no correspondence.

Hon. Mr. SCOIT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-So that
we had a settlement, as they say, of a ques-
tion which had agitated all classes of the
community throughout the whole Dominion
negotiated, brought to a termination, and,
as they say, settled, without the slightest
correspondence between them. I could un-
derstand, if the government desired to hide
what they have done, why there was no
correspondence, or that that correspondence
was put out of the way so that we could not
get it ; but it is after the fashion of the
Ontario government in their mode of dis-
posing of ballots when they were burned, in
order-I do not say in order-accidentally
burned, of course, unintentionally no doubt-
but there is one thing certain, an investiga-
tion was going on before judges and these
ballots were necessary which would have
formed a very important part of the case
which was then being investigated,
but they were unfortunately burned, and
they could not be obtained, hence the evi-
dence could not be procured. Now, in the
present case, It appears from this state-
ment, publisbed ln the World, that the hon.
Secretary of State wrote letters giving direc-
tions to the Lieutenant-Governor as to what
he should do and what he should not do
with his ministers, but they were mark-
ed 'confidential.' I am not justifying ýthe
Lleutenant-Governor la referring to letters
whIch were confidential, but he has referred
to then, and from what he says I have no
doubt. he wiil follow the example of the min-
'Qters themselves ere many weeks go round,
and publish these private and confidential
letters in order that we may know what
has taken place. Then It appears. after he
had written those letters. and the Lieutenant-
Governor had acted strictly ln accordance
with the Instructions and advice given to
him by the Secretary of State. he writeS
the Lieutenant-Governor complaining hitter-
ly of what le had done. In other words, he
complains of the Lieutenant-Governor hav-
ing cari-ed out the instructions which he, as
Secretary of State. had written,-we are to
prestime had written to him after consulting
his colleagues. Another confidential letter
of the same character was written, and that
letter wound up with 'destroy those letters.'
That is doing exactly what the clerks of
the Ontario government did with the ballots
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in the case I have mentioned, to get rld of
them. The bon. Secretary of State. should
thank me for bringing this matter before
the louse. He may not concur ln the de-
ductions I have drawn from the statements
made, but in justice to himseif, occupylng
the very prominent position he does, it
should be brought before parliament, in
order that he can acknowledge or deny
the statement of the Lieutenaut-Governor of
British Columbia, and place himself right
before the people of the country. Were I
occupying his position, I should be very glad
to have charges of this kind brought to my
notice, and I should be prepared then elther
to defend them or, shall I say. apologize for
what I have done-I do not think I would
do that. because under the circumstances
I sbould not do anything that required an
apology ; but the hon. gentleman is i'n a po-
sition now, having the facts brought before
him as succinctly and clearly as I could
well do it. to let the world know whether
Lieutenant-Governor MIcnnes has told false-
hoods or whether the hon. Secretary of State
is guilty of having done that with which
the Lieutenant-Governor charges him. I am
not prepared to expect that these confiden-
tial letters will be brought down by the gov-
ernment. If I am to judge on their past
conduct with reference to confidential letters
which they refused to bring down-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
stating facts. I am stating what bas taken
place in this House. I am only reading wbat
bas taken place ln the other Flouse, and
dealing with the facts as they are to-day
upon record, giving no opinion of my own
with reference to the truth of any of the
statements ; but having brought them before
the hon. Secretary of State, I hope he will
bring down his confidential letters lu order
that we can judge of the character of the In-
structions which lie gave to the Lieutenant-
Governor. They will be, perhaps, a caution
to future Secretaries of State, or they
may bc of great benefit to those who may
occupy, in the future. the position he fills
to-day. as lessons to them how to act tow-
ards lieutenant-governors. Havlng made
this motion, I shall look forward with some
degree of interest to the return to be
brought down. We inay not be able to deal
with it this year, but when we get it, If we

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

ever do get it, we can deal with It ln the
manner it deserves.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There will be no ob-
jection to bringing down the return for
which the leader of the opposition asks. I
do not think it is very good taste in him,
in moving for this return, to give publicity
to statements whlch, at best, he must have
known where very questionable, and to have
given the substance and character of his
own position to statements made by the ex-
Lieutenant-Governor of British Columbia.
Mr. McInne-s was a personal friend of my
own when lie was ln this Chamber, and I
took some interest in him after he became
Lieutenant-Governor, and I did write him
private and confidential letters-not as Sec-
retary of State, or after conference with
my colleagues, or as representing the gov-
ernment at all, but simply private letters in
which I expressed my own views of the
policy that he was adopting towards his
advisers. Now, that the Lieutenant-Governor
bas referred to and quoted paragraphs from
some of my letters, it is idle to say that they
should be any longer confidential. I am
perfectly prepared that all my private corre-
spondence with the Lieutenant-Governor
should go forth to the world, now
that lie has taken the step that he bas,
which I think was extremely improper, be-
cause my letters in no way instructed him-
I was not authorized to convey instructions
that way. When instructions were given,
they were given officially. When I wrote
private letters to him, anxious as I was to
save him from making the exhibition he has
made of himself. it was only natural I
should mark my letters ' private and conft-
dential,' because I was not acting as mouth-
piece of the government. He bas, however,
referred to them publicly, and I shall there-
fore ask him to remove the veil of secrecy
from them and allow them to be published.
They are not very important ; they are not
very numerous either. They are simply
hints from time to time that I thought he
was taking a foolish course ln reference to,
the mode of dealing with his advisers. I
might say that my advice to him was, on
general lines, to leave himself more largely
to the legislature and to the views and opin-
ions of the people of British Columbla as
expressed through the legislature. The hon.
gentleman has referred, ln the first instance,-
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in his charges made agalnst the government,
to a refusal to lay papers on the Table, I
have not heard that any such demand was
made of the Premier.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
papers ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The charge to which
the hon. gentleman drew the attention of
the Senate was one in which he alleged
that British Columbia members had asked
that certain papers should be laid on the
Table.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I made
no charge. I repeated charges made by the
Lieutenant-Governor; I did not make
charges.

Hlon. Mr. SGOTT-I understood the hon.
gentleman to say the letters were called
for at the instance of members f rom British
Columbia and the Prime Minister refused.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
British Columbia Governor said Sir Wilfrid
Laurier had refused to lay the despatchee
on the Table, although they had been asked
for In the House of Commons, and it is true
that Mr. Prior moved for the papers ln the
House of Commons. I am not prepared to
say whether they were refused or not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Does the hon. gentle-
man refer to a motion for papers this ses-
elon ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It did not come to -my
bands.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman bas not watched the pro-
ceedings as closely as I have.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-'hen
have been made a charge.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
is for you to deal with.

it ought not to

BOWELL-That

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The bon. gentleman
made a charge against the government that
they had kept back the correspondence.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If you
put it that way, I have no objection to as-
sume the responsibility.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-The motion could not
have been properly made and the hon. gen-
tleman must have withdrawn it, seeing it
was highly Improper to move it whIle the
correspondence was going on. The bon. gen-
tleman bas gone out of his way to show that,
during the settlement of the Manitoba school
question, the correspondence was not
brought down. The bon. gentleman knows
there was no correspondence. Wlien the
hon. gentleman's government, which pre-
ceded this government, sent commissioners
to Winnipeg to negotiate a settlement, they
had no correspondence to submit ; they went
there personally.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Every-
thing was laid before parliament.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When the papers were
complete they were laid before parliament.
In the same way, when a committee of this
government and the committee of the gov-
ernment of Manitoba met together, and
went over the papers, they were laid before
parliament as soon as the result was reached.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There were no
papers at all, we were told, in the last case.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--rIhere was a settlement
arrived at. There was a settlement made.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-An order would come Hon. Mr. BERNIER-There was no settle-
to me certainly. ment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
recollection is the Premier refused to bring
them down on the ground that negotiations
were going on.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It was probably before
any action had been taken-before It was
known what would happen, and it bas al-
Ways been recognized as highly Improper to
bring down papers during the progress of
correspondence. Invariably the practice is
to wait until the correspondence bas ter-
minated.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
may question that, but he knows very wel.1
that the conclusions of that committee were
laid on the Table and published all over the
country. I do not feel at liberty to go Into
the matter in the detalled manner ln which
my hon. friend opposite hae gone into It,
because I feel that I must first have the seal
of secrecy removed from this correspondence.
I shall wire Mr. McInnes and remind him
that he himself bas made public parts of the
correspondence, and, therefore, It is only
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proper and right that the public should
know all our private correspondence, and
they will be able to judge whether I gave
any instructions in the form of private let-
ters, or whether my suggestions were only
those of a friend writing to a friend, and
they will be also able to Judge whether, if
Mr. MeInnes had taken my advice, he
would be still Lieutenant-Governor of Bri-
tish Columbia.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
no complaint to make of the answer given
by the Secretary of State further than this :
HIe ventured the opinion that it was bad taste
and very improper for me to bring this mat-
ter before parliament and give publicity to
those charges. Upon that point I must beg
to differ from hlim. I considered it of suffi-
Cient importance to bring before parliament
in order that the facts might be laid before
the country for future reference and for
our future guidance. If the charges made
by the Lieutenant-Governor be true, then the
conduct of those with whom he was nego-
tlating was not what It should be, without
usIng any stronger language. The hon. gen-
tieman rather mis-stated tlhe reference which
I made to the Manitoba school question cor-
respondence. What I asked for at the begin-
aing of the session was that that corre-
spondence shoulf be iaid before parliament.
The answer I received, was there was no
correspondence.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-So I
could not have complained of the correpon-
dence not being laid before parliament.
What the hon. gentleman refers to as havlng
been laid before parliament Is that which
Is contained in the statutes of Manitoba-
suggestions as to what changes were to be
made in the school law in'order to meet,
as they contended, the demands of those
who thought they had been wronged. That
is al] that has been laid before parliament.
Anybody can read that. It is in the statutes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-1 am not going Into a
discussion on the motion of the hon. gen-
tleman. It Is not usual, on motions for pa-
pers. to have a discussion upon the motion.
It Is usual to have that discussion after the
papers are brought down.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--No.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend has dis-
cussed a correspondence which is private and
confidential, and that correspondence ought
to be before parliament if it is to be dis-
cussed, so that every hon. member of the
House will have an opportunIty of seeing It.
Then my hon. friend has, in support of his
motion, pointed out that ballots were burn-
ed, not 'by this government or by the local
government. but by certain officers in To-
ronto, whose duty it is to destroy those bal-
lots periodically. and I suppose the time had
arrived for the destruction of those ballots.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, it
had not. Better not discuss that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-At aIl events, the com-
mission who were appointed consisting of
judges, some of whom were not friends of
the provincial government, exonerated the
officers for what had transpired.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
they did not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say the contrary.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Well,
leave It there.

Hon. <Mr. MILLS-Let me say this, fur-
ther : I am unable to see, since the hon.
gentleman thinks it bis duty to deliver a
caudie lecture to the House on the ad-
ministration, what the destruction of bal-
lots by an officer in the legislature
of Ontario, or in the employ of the
legislature of Ontario, has to do with
the question which he has raised in
reference to the dismissal of the Lieutenant-
Governor of British Columbia. The hon.
gentleman referred to the Hutton corre-
spondence, and complained that certain let-
ters which were brought down ought not
to have been brought down, and certain
other letters were withbeld, on the ground
that they were confidential, that ought, un-
der the circumstanees, to have been laid
before the House. I do not know what
that bas to do with the motion now before
us. It seems to me that the hon. gentleman
Is very much more anxIous to say something
that he thinks Is detrimental and unfair to
the administration than he is to get addi-
tional lbght upon this question. I can well
understand the hon. gentleman expressing
bis disapproval of what the government have
done with reference to Mr. MeInnes, but,
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seeing what Governor Robitaille did with
his adminstration that he found in office
when he was appointed, I can understand
how the hon. gentleman would be dispose:
to sympathize with Mr. MeInnes, but when
the correspondence is brought down, to
which the hon. gentleman referred, and the
conduct of Lieutenant-Governor McInnes is
discussed from the standpoint of English
parliamentary goverument, it will be found
it will not bear investigation. I am not go-
Ing ihto a discussion on it at this moment.
A more fitting opportunity will arise when
the papers for which the hon. gentleman
has moved are before the House. Then
the hon. gentleman attacked the adminis-
tration because, on a motion made by Mr.
Prior, before the -government had taken ac-
tion in respect to Governor McInnes, cer-
tain correspondence that Mr. Prior, in the
other House, had asked for was not brought
down.

It Is not usual, it is not parliamentary, and
it would be contrary to the rules and prac-
tice of parliament, where correspondence
was incomplete dealing with a subject that
has not been finally disposed of, to lay that
correspondence before parliament. That is
a well recognized rule, uniformly acted upon
in the Imperial parliament In both Houses,
and it is a proper rule to follow here. The
governor has been dismissed. He refused
to resign. My hon. friend also has referred
to the tact that Governor McInnes had over
and over again offered to resign, but he was
not willing to resign when he was asked to
do so. I do not know a single instance in
whicli Governor MeInnes offered to resign
lis position. I know instances in which he
offered to abandon the position which he
then held if given another position which he
thought, perhaps, more important. But to re-
tire from office, to resign his present position
unconditionally, I know of no such Instance,
nor do I think that any member of the
government knows an instance of Governor
McInnes having offered to resign. I need
not say any more on the subject at the pres-
ent time. If my hon. friend succeeds in
having brought down the private letters
which were written to the governor in the
literests of Lieutenant-Governor McInnes,
advising him to adhere to constitutional
rules and not to undertake to adopt a course
Which he contemplated, It will be seen that
my hon. friend gave hlm good advice, and

It would have been fortunate for him If he
had acted upon t'bat advice which the
Secretary of State gave him, not as Secretary
of State but as a personal friend. When
that correspondence is before the House, my
hon. friend will have an opportunity of
makIng a motion which will furnish a fit-
ting opportunity for a discussion of the
whole question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
the same complaint to make in regard to,
the reply of my hon. friend as I have made
to his former replies. He puts language in the
mouths of those to whom he is replylng
which they never uttered, and attributes to
them statements which they never made.
For instance, the lon. gentleman insinuates
that I sympathize with Mr. McInnes. There
is nothing in my remarks to show that. There
Is nothing to show that I wish to apologize
for Mr. MeInnes. The Senate knows that 1
compllmented the government on dismissing
him some days ago. The hon. gentleman
says that I made charges. I made no char-
ges. I simply called attention to the charges
which the LieutenantGovernor had made
and asked if they were true. I did not father
them. I said I was not in sympathy with
the Lieutenant-Governor, nor was I there to
apologize for lis conduet, but I simply want-
ed to call the attention of the Senate and
the country to what had taken place and'
what he had stated, and to ask whether the
statements were true. The hon. gentleman
went on to give us a history of the burning
of the ballots. I am not going to argue that
question. I instanced that to show the man-
ner in which the party to which the hon.
gentleman belongs gets rid of evidence. The
Secretary of State was determined that no
evidence should exist as to the course
which he pursued, because he asked the
Lieutenant-Governor to destroy them.
That was the only reference which
I made to them. The judges did not exon-
erate any of them. They simply stated the
tacts in their reports-that the witnesses had
sworn that the ballots were destroyed by er-
or, and the judges so reported. That was the

position they took. If my recollection serves
me right, they dld not exonerate any one.
They simply stated the tact. They were
bound to take the affidavits of these people.
That is the only point on which I have to-
complain of the language of my hon. friend,
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and more than that, the hon. gentleman YARMOUTH STEAMSHIP'S CO.'S BILL.
knows, from his long parliamentary experi-T
ence, that it is rulable in the House of Com- 1
mons and in this House that when you make A message was received from the House
a motion you can give your reasons for Of Commons with Bill (185) 'An Act to
making the motion. It is always done. If authorize the sale of the Yarmouth Steam-
we could only discuss these questions when ship Company's property to the Dominion
the papers came down they never would Atlantic Railway Company.
be discussed, because for two or three years The Bill was read the first time.
we have asked for papers and they have

Hon. Mr. LOVITT-This Bill is sought fornever been laid before parliament. I do not by these two companies. Tley have been
anticipate that this return will be furnished
this session, and by next session other cot th ach othr for som time
matters may develop which may justify
what the bon. Secretary of State did. But steamers theid leave on the same day an
that is a matter between their old friend, s
the late Lieutenant-Governor, and them-
selves wblch I leave tbem to settbe. now come together and made an agreement

whereby the lYarmouth Steamship company
Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-A remark fell from, have sold their property to the Dominion

the hon. Mjniter of Justice la regard to this Atantie Railway Company. Lt is a matter
matter which seems to me somewhat incon- Of some urgency, and the House of Commons
sistent with the daims he and the hon. suspended ail rules an order to pas the Bi .
Secretary of State have made in regard to therefore move that al the rues and or-
the correspondence being strictîy private ders be suspended in relation to this Bi .
and confidential or, rather, personal as be- Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not propose to
tween one friend and another, the Secretary object to the motion, but I think it is couched
of State on the one hand and the late Lieu- in too general terhs. I understnd that im-
tenant-Governor of British Columbia on the portant anterests are at stake and it is ne-
other. The statement which he made was eessary that no time shou d be lst, but the
that when the letters were brought down It language is too generai. The motion should
would be found that they were of such and ask for the suspension of the rules which
suct a complexion. Does not that argue a hinder the immediate consideration f the
knowedge, on the part of the Minister of Bi1. Jnder the language of this resolution
Justice, f the contents of these ette s ? we might suspend the rule that a majority
And perhaps after all they were not so much govern, and that is not the intention.
the production of a private individual as of Hon. Mr. McKAY-The only rule that It
the goversment.t ge T o

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I saw them to-day for
the first time. I went to my bon. friend's
office to inquire about them, after seeing the
Lleutenant-Governor's letter.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-It struck me, under
the circumstances, as being rather pecullar
that the Minister of Justice should have
made that remark.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-It Is
quite evident the Secretary of State kept
copies of what he wrote, while he wanted
the Lieutenant-Governor to destroy the or!-
ginals, so that lie alone would have the
criminating evidence in his own possession.

The motion was agreed to.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

is necessary to suspend is tne rule wnicn
compels the company to give notice. There
bas been no notice or petition.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Why cannot the
hon, gentleman specify the rules he desires
suspended ?

Hon. Mr. McKAY-There will be no delay
if those rules regarding notice are suspended

Hon. Mr. POWER-The motion should
state that those rules which delay its pro-
gress through the House should be suspend-
ed.

Hon. Mr. LOVITT-I move that the Bill
be referred to the Standing Committee on
Standing Orders in accordance with the fifty-
ninth rule of this House.

The motion was agreed to.
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A SUPPLY BILL. hereafter when the general estimates are

FIRST, SECOND .AND THIRD RFADINGS. before us, but the charge made and proved
by the reports for years and years past

A message was received from the House, was, that that surplus which they claim Is
of Commons with Bill (188) 'An Act granting arrived at by charging large sums to capital
to Her Majesty certain sums of money that were formerly charged to income, and
required for defraying certain expenses of
the public service for the financial year
ending the 30th June, 1900.'

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the suspension of
the rules so far as they related to this Bill.

Hr. '% Ai Ir T M ill

If he had continued that policy, he might
just as well have shown half a million of
dollars or a million of a surplus as the sum
he mentions. I think, however, when the
whole question is Investigated It will be
shown that the extension has been a very
unprofitable thing for the country.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I am glad to ob-
the hon. gentleman inform the House what serve, from the remarks of the Minister of
this balance is ? I think this is the fourth Justice, that there Is to be a pretty large
Supply Bill we have had for expenditures additional appropriation for rolling stock,
Incurred, not provided for in the estimates and embraced in the rolling stock, I presume,
for the year endlng 30th of June last. will be freight cars. If that is so, one of the

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This is the expenditure great diffleulties, in my estimation, in the
on the Intercolonial Railway. way of the detention of cars at the different

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Will
the hon. gentleman inform us what the!
total expenditure has been on the Interco-
lonial Railway and different extensions?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot tell the hon.
gentleman at this moment, but the sum
asked for in this Bill is $900,000. The ex-
penditure has been considerable. A great
deal of the track has been relaid. A large
number of locomotives and cars have been
built, or purchased, and the equipment Of
the road has been very largely increased.
This has been found necessary in the public
interest, in order that the railway might
discharge the work that practically comes
to it. The statement made by the hon.
Minister of Railways is, that notwithstand-
ing the very large expenditure upon the
road, the income has been in excess of the
expenditure-in fact very much larger than
it has ever been before, and if I remember
rightly. (luring the year that has just closed
something over $100,000, in excess of the
total expenditure upon the road.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is the revenue. If you accept the accounts
as they are kept by the Railway Depart-
ment at the present day, they show a sur-
plus, and as the hon. gentleman has referred
to the statement made by the Minister of
Railways and Canals, it may not be out Of
place to refer to the answer which was
given to him. This matter may come up

raihvay keta<tions, mnentioned -on previous
occasions, will be obviated.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second and third times and
passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (93) 'An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for the
relief of the Surface Rallroad Tieplate Com-
pany of Canada (Limited) '.-(Hon. Mr. Mc-
Kay.)

Bill (176) ' An Act to incorporate the
South Shore Line Railway Company of
Canada (Limited)'.-(Hon Mr. McKay.)

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (124) 'An Act to incorporate the Lake
Superlor and Hudson's Bay Railway Com-
pany.'-(Hon. Mr. Watson.)

Bill (94) 'An Act respectin-g the Schomberg
and Aurora Rallway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Perley.)

THE CHINESE IMMIGRATION
TRICTION BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

RES-

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole in consideration of Bill (180) ' An Act
respecting and restricting Chinese immigra-
tion.'
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(In the Committee.)

On the third clause,

Hon. Mr. POWER-Paragraph a is as fol-
lows :-

4. In this Act, uniess the context otherwise
requires,-

(a.) The expression ' Chief Comp;roller' means
the chiot officer who is charged, under the direc-
tion of the minister to whon is assigned the
administration of this Act, with the duty of car-
rying tbe provisions of this Act Into effect and
who shall have authority over officers of eus-
toms and others appointed for the purpose or
charged with the duty of assisting in carrying
out the provisions of this Act.

That is a new provision, and I assume it
le Intended ta give some off&eer in the Cus-
toms Department charge of this business,
but the chief comptroller is a new officer.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know that it
is proposed ta make any change. Mr. Par-
malee, the Deputy Minister of Trade and
Commerce, hais been in charge of this, and
I am not aware that It Is intended to change
his position. I have heard nothing about a
change.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It ls
not a change in practice ; it is a change in
the law. When the law was passed., a dis-
cussion took place in the goverument as ta
which department the carrying out of the
law should be given to, and it was placed
under the management and control of the
Minister of Customs, instead of appointing
a special officer as comptroller. as provided
for in the old Act. and continued In this
Bill. The Deputy Minister of Customs was
appointed ta be comptroller with a slight
increase to his salary for the management
of this business, thereby doing away with
the necessity of appointing a special officer
for that purpose. The Act was enforced
through the collectors of customs at Van-
couver, Victoria and other points where it
was found necessary to do so under the
management of any one. It was placed in
the bands of the collectors of customs, with-
out any increase of salary, so that the car-
rying out of the provisions of this Act was
under the Customs Department for a great
number of years without any extra expense
ta the government other than the $400. which
was given to the comptroller in Ottawa. Two
or three years before I left office, the comp-
troller recommended that the collectors at
Victoria and Vancouver. who had the whole
business ta transact and collect from $75,-

000 to $150,000 a year, should receive re-
muneration for what they were doing, and
that is the only expense attending it. It Is
only making the law what bas been bere-
tofore the practice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Deputy Minister of
Trade and Commerce bas control of it now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-When
the commissioner of customs, Mr. Parmalee,
was moved ta the position of Deputy Min-
ister of Trade and Commerce under myself,
he carried with him, by order in council, the
duty of carrying out the provisions of this
Act. I have noticed, and I regret ta see It,
in the debates in the other House, on the
part of some Manitoba members a demand
upon the government ta remove Mr. Par-
malee from his position. I hope that they
will never accede ta a request of that kind.
Mr. Parmalee was appointed ta a position In
the customs by Mr. Huntington, and I hesi-
tate not ta say that, for fourteen or fifteen
years while I was associated with that gen-
tleman, I do not believe there was a man in
the whole public service who performed his
duty with greater ability or was more con-
scientious In the discharge of his duties. He
is not politically in accord with me. He bas
strong views politically, but In all my ex-
perience with him he bas laid down the
principle that the law on the statute-book
was bis guide and ho carried it out most
faithfully. I take this opportunity of say-
ing that much, from my long experience of
Mr. Parmalee. I 9hould not have deemed It
necessary to do so had It not been for the
attacks made upon hlm, because he Is not
so anti-Chinese as some bon. gentlemen are.
i take the liberty of making this explana-
tion because I have had a good deal ta do
with the carrying out of this law.

The subclause was adopted.

On subelause d,

(a.) The expression 'Chinese immigrant'
-neans any person of Chinese origin (including
any person either of whose parents was of
Chinese origin) entering Canada and not enti-tied to the privilege of exemption provided for
by section 6 of this Act ;

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I hope
the hon. gentleman who has the Bill ln
charge will deem It bis duty ta strike out
these words 'including any person elther
of whose parents was of Chinese origin.'
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If you refer to subsection 4 of clause 6,
you will find it ls as follows :-

4. Any woman of Chinese origin who is the
wife of a person who la not of Chinese origin
shall for the purpose of this Act be deemed to
be of the same ,nationality as her husband.

Here you declare by law that the wife of
a person who ls not of Chinese origin shall
be of the saine nationality as her husband,
and thereby exempt from taxation, but,
strange to say, while you make the mother
of the children of the same nationality as
the husband, you make the chlldren foreIgn-
ers and compel them to pay the tax. We
had a great deal of experience and trouble
ln connection with this very point. A mis-
sionary, a Scotch Preebyterian, married a
Chinese woman, and came to this country
wlth his wife and five chIldren. We had to
impose the tax oif fifty dollars upon the wife
and each of the five children. Under this
Bill, if it becomes law, you nationalize the
wife, but leave the children aliens. Surely
that le not Intended. Either the wife ehould
remain Mongoilan and pay the tax with
the chIldren, or the children should be of
the nationality of the father.

Hon. Mr. POWßR-I called attention to
this matter when the Bill was at its second
reading ; and I hope the government will
take action as indicated by the hon. leader
of the opposition. The simplest way to do
s0 would be to amend the paragraph now
before the committee, making it read this
Way : 'including any person whose father
was of Chinese origin.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-You
Would have this difflculty arising : Suppos-
ing illegitImate children were brought in-
it is just as well to discuss this question,
because such difficulties arise with the col-
lectors-my experience lias taught me that
You cannot, ln imposing a tax, be too plain,
explicit and simple in your wording. Other-
Wise, you will have all kinds of interpreta-
tions.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-It seems to me it
would be clearer to nationalize the children
Under clause 4.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On subsection e,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I thlnk there le an
Omission ln this clause. The clause under-
takes to state what the Governor In Council
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may do. One of the most important func-
tions of the Governor ln Council under this
Bill ls to make regulations generally for the
effectuai carrying out of the Act, and the
Governor General ls not given any power
to do that, and there ls no reference to the
regulations which are to be made. In a sub-
sequent part of the Bill there l some refer-
ence to regulations, but it does not say by
whom they may be made. They may be
made by the Minister of Customs, and they
may be made by the Governor in Council,
and I think, considering the important char-
acter of this legislation, that it should be
stated ln this clause that the Governor ln
Council shall have power to make regula-
tions for the purpose of effectually carrying
out this Act.

Hon. Sir MACKÉNZIE BOWELL-I think
the suggestion l a good one. In the past
the regulations have been made by the min-
ister under whose charge it was, but It was
generally submitted to the Governor ln Coun-
cil for approval before puttIng It in force.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It may not be absolute-
ly necessary, but I think It ls desirable.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In that
case it simply means that the Minister of
Trade and Commerce would make a report
to council suggesting what the regulations
would be and they would be adopted Instead
of having the power to do It himself.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I may direct the atten-
tion of the committee to the third subclause
of clause 12 :

3. The Governor in Council may make such
regulations as are necessary to prohibit the en-
try into Canada of any greater number of per-
sona from any foreign country than the laws
of such country permit to emigrate to Canada.

So that the Governor ln Council does make
some regulations, and it would be better
that he should be empowered to make more.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That l a new feature
altogether, but I think the Governor lnn Coun-
cil always had power to make regulations
under the statute. It 1a a detail ; It ID flot
necessary to state it ln the Act. They have
general powers. Unless It le some specific
power it ls not necessary to mention It.

Hon. Mr. pOWER-I think it ls well to
remove the doubt.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
flot think that the Governor in Council has
general powers not given in the Acts. Look
at the Fisheries Act and the Customs Act
and any other Act which requires special
arrangements for carrying out the law. The
power is specially given to the Governor in
Council to make the provisions, and then
they become law. It is not well to follow
the principle laid down by the Secretary of
State some time ago that they would break
the law when it suited their purpose when
they assumed it to be in the interests of the
people. I question whether they have the
power to do that. The hon. gentleman will
remember my reference is to the coast-
Ing laws.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is perfectly defen-
sible, and I can point out where my hon.
friend broke the law and it was defensible.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not know that the tu quoque argument is
any answer.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Practical men will al-
ways find a way of getting over a difficulty
when they meet it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I say
the doctrine laid down by the hon. Secretary
of State is not defensible, and there was
no reason for breaking the law on that
occasion, because in breaking the law they
simply gave advantage to one or two Yankee
steamers, and injured the trade of all the
Canadian shippers.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The amendment pro-
posed by the hon. gentleman from Halifax
night be added as subclause f, as follows :-

The Governor in Oouncil may make regula-
tions for the carrying out of this Act.

I suppose there is no objection to that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.

The clause was adopted with the amend-
ment.

On clause 6,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This clause provides for
the tax of one hundred dollars on Chinese
Immigrants.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
clause says :

Every person of Chinese origin irrespective of
allegiance.

Hon. Mr. POWER.

That Is something new. Supposing a Chinese
family,* man and wife, moved to England
and lived there for ten years and raised
children, those children could not come to
Canada without paying the capitation tax.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That Is the present
law. In the Chinese Immigration Act the
language is unretricted ; 'Every person
of Chinese origin 'I do not think these words
'irrespective of allegiance' alter the mean-
ing of the clause.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
is the intention ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is to make it clear
that it applies to Chinese wfho are British
subjects as well as to others.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-This
clause proposes to raise the tax from fifty
to one hundred dollars. I am opposed to
that increased tax, as I consider the tax of
fifty dollars is quite sufficient, and I move
that It be left at fifty dollars.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I hope the committee
will not make this change. It is a matter
of policy, and if the policy Is a mistaken one
and does not meet with the approval of the
people. the government of the day are res-
ponsible, and the government of the day
who are responsible for financial measures
and the House which has to deal wlth finan-
ces altogether, have inserted this larger tax
and I do not think it would be good policy
on the part of the Senate to Interfere with
it ; and the present time Is not well chosen
for undertaking anything to facilitate the en-
trance of Chinese Into this country. A time
when the empire is at war with Ohina, and
when the government-if there can be said
to be a government-in China are showing
the utmost disregard for the rules which
govern civilized nations, is not a time
when we should do anything to facilitate
the entry of these people into CaDada.

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE-Quite right.
Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I am sorry to differ
from my hon. friend who has moved this
amendment. There is no argument in favour
of it, except the general argument, to the
effect that any tax at all was oppressive in
ifs character, and violated the principles of
British liberty, and was contrary to Britilsh
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institutions. It must be admitted that a has a right to protect itself, and I must say
eommunity may well exercise the right of that I think much is due to the united ex-
self protection. It is exercised in other pression of the people of British Columbia.
countries. My hon. friends who are op- It is not one section of the country, but the
posed to this measure altogether will see whole country, en masse, are against it, and
that this right is exercised lu very many it la the only place in Canada where we have
cases. For example, the quarantine regula- reliable information In regard to them.
tions are enforced very strictly. The rules Those people give valuable testimony be-
with regard to domestic laws, and the rules cause they possess knowledge of the Chinese
with regard to the temperance question, who immigrated to British Columbia. They
certainly violate the rights of individuals to give us an idea of what would be the danger
a certain extent. I think that the danger of having a number of them in the country.
is in large immigration of the Chinese We in this part of the country speak from
race in Canada. There is danger from the Our experlence of the Chinese In places
moral aspect, and also from a sanitary as-' where there are only three or four of them,
pect. Some hon. gentlemen who have had ex but it la a different state of things In Biltish
perience with the Chinese speak very favour- Columbia and I do think we owe much
ably of them, and I do not know that any to the people there, and ought to meet their
serious objection has ever been urged against wishes go strongly and se very fully ex-
a few coming into a community, but when pressed.
they immigrate in large numbers, a danger I cannot say that, from the mere labour
arises. They herd together, and live in a standpoint, my sympathy la with this legis-
Most unsanitary condition, and wherever lation. There is a good deal to be sald on
they are in large numbers I belleve It Is a both sides with regard to that, but on the
hot bed of danger to health and a hot bed sanitary question and the question of morale,
Of crime. We have certainly the evidence of I am thoroughly In accord with what I be-
the hon. gentleman from British Columbia lieve to be the public sentiment et British
(Mon. Mr. Templeman) who spoke when the Columbia, and I should be prepared to sup-
Bill was up before us, of the habits of the port even a larger tax than $100. It must
Chinese, and we have the evidence of the be recollected that a great dea. of expense
Whole province of British Columbia that is incurred in policlng those people and see-
they feel it a great danger that the immigra- ing, when they get together, that they live
tion of the Chinese should be encouraged. I In a clean state, and are not an ever-present
have it from a reliable source that the danger to the health of the community, and
Chinese have been immigrating to Victoria to see that the practices that they are so
for some twenty-five or thirty years, and fond of-their gambling, their opium smok-
there are three or tour thousand Chinese ing, and so on-are not made schools to pol-there~ut or copie. Ir beoiev ahusn tais on
now in the city of Victoria. I have heard lute our young people. I believe a tax of
also from a reliable source that eut of that $200 would not be too much, but the govern-
large number of Chinese there is not one lu ment, after consideration come down-andlare nmbe ofýChnes thre s nt oe I'w.th them 's the responsiblity-and Say we
a hundred that has a home or gives any in-! th that $0 the esuiclnt-andreaynw
dication of becoming a settler of the country. think that $100 will be suffiient to prevent
We know that the home and family are of a heavy immigration Into the country, and
the essence of decent society, and we ought may be sufficient to meet the necessary ex-
to discourage the immigration of a class of pense to watch them and to protect the
people who will not make a home amongst community. I should be prepared to vote
Is, and are a danger to the community. It for $200 If it was inserted In the Bill, and I
has been found In private familles to be a shall certainly vote for the Bill as It stands,'
nlecessity to employ Chinese servants, but imposing a tax of $100.
the heads of the famlly are most particular
to keep the younger members of the family;
away from the servants because they fear-
and experience has shown them there is good;
reason to fear-that they will pollute the;
Young mind with bad ideas. A communlty

Hon. Mr. GILLMOR-I am opposed to the
principle of a poll-tax on Chinamen coming
into Canada, and I should just as soon have
It $100 as $50 If there la to be any tax at
all. I am opposed to the whole Bill.

867



Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The tells a flattering tale '-however, I am not
hon. gentleman from Barrie ought to have going to discuss that question now. I hold
gone a little further : if the will of the somewhat the same views that the hon.
people of British Columbia is to be carrled gentleman from Barrie does, and I shall
out the tax ought to be $500. The gov- feel constrained. under the circumstances
ernment is not carrying out the pledge of to vote against the amendment.
the Premier in not making It much higher
than it is. However, If it suits the only Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend assumes
representative here to-day from British Co- -I do not think his assumption Is warranted

lumbia, we have no reason to find fault. by the facts-that a tax of $500 was promised

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-What is your
own opinion ?

by the Prime Minister. Now, I do not
think that follows at all. There are some
people in British Columbia who would ob-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was jeet to a tax of $500. I have met people on
responsible, as Minister of Customs, for the coast. and I daresay my hon. friend
placing the first anti-Chinese Bill on the has met them also, who are opposed to the
statute-book. That ought to be a sufficient tax altogether.
answer te the question. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Quite

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-What is your true.
opinion as to the Increase ? Hon. Mr. MILLS-So it cannot be said

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am that when the Prime Minister promised to
not governing the aountry just now. If I meet the wishes of the Liberals in British
were and -made a pledge, I should try to Columbia that he bas not done so by doub-
carry it out. I find that the Premier, in ling the tax on the Chinese.
reply to Mr. McLagan-I believe he was a Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
rival of the hon. gentleman opposite- depends on what are the views of the Lib-

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-No. erals in British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It has no relevaticy Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.
to the matter before the House. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I hesi-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-During tate not to say that the views of the vast
the election of 1896, Mr. MeLagan wired the majority of the Liberals In British Columbia,
present Premier of this country, then the and in fact of both parties, are that there
leader of the opposition, to know what his should be complete exclusion of the Chinese,
views were on this question of immigration and not only the Chinese, but the Japanese
of Chinese, and this is the answer to the, also.
inquiry: Hon. Mr. MILLS-There l a difference ot

Chinese immigration restriction not a ques- Opinion.
tion ID. the east.

View of the Liberals in the west will prevai Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
with me.

What are the views of the Liberals in the m
west ? If they are represented by my hon.
friend here, the tax should be $500, and Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I be-
consequently the leader of the government lieve the resources et British Columbia, and
is not carrying out the views of the Liberals et the Dominion generally, would net have
in British Columbia. Following the argu- been se well develeped as they are at the
ment of my hon. friend from Barrie, the preseut moment If It had net been for the
tax should be $500 instead of $100, that is ChInese ln the Dominion. They asslsted
if it is to carry out the promise made by greatly in the construction ef the Pacifie
the Premier, In 1896. Railway and many ter public works In

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-We expect to Canada. aud it is treating them rather
get more next session. cavalierly te impoee a tai on them Whlch

we do net Impose on other. In British Ceo
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I a lumbia, It la net the ChInese alone that tde

atraid my hon. triend wnll find that 'hope labouring classes objet to. I see-hl the
Hon. Mr. GILLMOR.

868 [SENATE]



[JULY 3, 1900]

papers published in that province that they
are equally opposed to the immigration of
ltalians and Japanese. If we go on In this
way impoeing a heavy tax on persons com-
Ing from foreign countries, merely because
there is a feeling against them on the part
of any particular section of the Dominion,
In time we shall come to exclude ail who
are not British subjeets. I do not agree, to
the full extent, with the objections which
have been made respecting the Chinese.
Many of those people are respectable citi-
zens as you can find anywhere. and even
the labouring classes, as far as we know
them. observe the laws and respect the in-
stitutions of the country fully as well as
our own people do, and better In many
cases. For that reason I press the motion.

The amendment was declared lost, and
the clause was adopted.

On clause 7,

7. No vessel carrying Ohinese immigrants to
any port in Canada shall carry more than one
such immigrant for every fifty tons of its ton-
nage ; and the owner of any such vessel who
carries any nuiber in excesa of t he number
allowed by this section shall Incur a penalty
of two hundred dollars for each Chinese immi-
grant so carried in excess of such number.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
'immigrant' mean one who has never been
in the country before ? I do not think it
Would include those who had been in Can-
ada before and were returning under a
certificate. I know vessels arrivin.g In Van-
couver would have three times, sometimes
seven or eight times, the proper number for
every fifty tons, but the answer to the offi-
cers, when their attention was called to it,
would be that the one would be an Immi-
grant coming to the country and the other
seven would hold certificates, returning
home. I do not know that any more diffi-
culty will occur under this clause. than has
been experienced in the past. Is the man
Who bas been in the country and gone back
to China and returns again to Canada an
immigrant ? I suppose not. but we knoW
that there are eetablishments in Hong Kong
Who manufacture forged certificates to be
lsed by Chinese coming to this country.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have not heard of
any difflculty in carrying out the law.

The clause was adopted.

On subclause 3 of clause 12.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to direct the
attention of the Minister of Justice to the
tact that subelause 3 should not appear
here. It has no connection with the rest
of the clause and should be an independent
clause. Subclause 3 reads :

The Governor In Council may make such re-
gulations as are necssary to prohibit the entry
into Canada of any greater number of persons
from any foreign country than the laws of such
country permit to emigrate to Canada.

That has nothing to do with the general
substance of clause 12. It is an Independent
matter altogether and ought to be an in-
dependent clause.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Clause 12 prohibits
paupers, persons sufferIng from loathsome
diseases, &c., entering Canada, and sub-
clause 3 provides that the Governor In Coun-
cil may make such regulations as are neces-
sary in that behalf. It relates to the sub-
ject, but it mîght be au independent clause.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
clearly was put In the law to meet the case
of the Japanese. The Japanese have passed
a law prohibiting emigration from that coun-
try to a certain extent.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. leader of the
opposition has given the best reason why this
should not appear here. The whole Bill
refers to Chinese immigration, and this
particular clause deals with Chinese immi-
gration, but this subclause 3 is a general
provision, and there la a peculiar necessity
why it ehould stand by itself.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It would disturb the
numbering to make It a separate clause.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The objection of my
hon. friend points to this being In the Bill
at ail. If it is to be In the Bill at ail It may
as well be here as anywhere else. It has
not been well drafted, I admit. I think
probably it was introduced after the Bill was
drawn and it la scarcely In keeping with the
Bill generally as it relates to any immigra-
tion. But it is just as well here as anywhere
else.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 15.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
guarantee is there for collecting this moUey
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from the owner of the vessel ? Supposing a
master violates the law, is there any power
to sele the vessel ? I know there is such a
power lu the customs law.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The wording at Une
20 is not fortunate.

The clause reads :
15. Every master of any vessel bringing

Chinese immigrants to any port or place in
Canada shall ba Prsonally liable to Her Majesty
for the payment of the tax Imposed by this Act
ln respect of any such immigrant carried by such
veesel.

There may not be any Chinese member of
the crew at all. It is a vessel which brings
immigrants. Then the clause reads :

And shall deliver, together with the total
amount of such tax, to the comptroller, imme-
diately on bis arrival in port and before any of
his Chinese crew or passengers disembark.

The meaning is clear enough, but the lan-
guage is not happily chosen, because bis
crew may be all English, and the meaning
is that any Cbinese who happen to be a
member of the crew or a passenger.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is what It says.

Hon. Mr. POWER-They are not
passengers, and bis crew may not be
nese at all.

bis
Chi-

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-If he has any
Chinese in bis crew he is bound to deliver
a list of them to the officer.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 18,

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is a word ln-
serted here which does not appear in the law
as It stands. The clause reads :

Every person of Chinese origin who wishes to
leave Canada with the declared intention of
returning thereto.

The word 'declared' is inserted. A China-
man might neglect to declare bis intention.
He gives a written notice and that is suffi-
cient.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The law was found by
experience to be defective or the word would
not be inserted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-There
are many who may not make a declaration,
but who may say that they did. I think to
carry out the Intention of the law the word
'declared ' should be there.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I think it will lead
to fraud. The officers will not be able to tell
the Chinese apart, and If there 1s a place
at Hong Kong where they can forge certi-
ficates they will do it, and will never be
detected.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is such a similarity between the Chinese
that, ln order to identify them, they make
them put their thumb upon the seals, and
when they come back they eau identify them
lu that way.

The clause was adopted.

On subelause 2,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
gives the Ohinaman six months additional
to return to the country. I hope that suits
my hon. friends from British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-He should be treated
as an immigrant if he goes away from the
country at all. Otherwise it will lead to
fraud.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 22,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to know
the reason why the words 'or both' are
omitted in this clause. It takes the place
of section 20 of the old Act and ln the Act
the party was made liable to a fine not ex-
ceeding $500 or to a term not exceeding
twelve months, or to both.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This Is
more liberal to the Chinese than the former
provision.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think this Is adequate
punishment-twelve months' imprisonment,
or $500 fine.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 24,

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I wisb to call the
attention of the government to the latter
part of that clause. The clause reads :

All taxes, pecuniary penalties nad revenues
from other sources under this Act shall be palid
into and forn part of the consolidated revenue
fund of Canada ; but one-fourth part of the net
proceeds of all such taxes paid by Chinese immi-
grants shall, at the end of every fiscal year, be
pald out of such fund to the province wherein
they were collected.

Why ls this exception made In favour of
that province on the importation of Chinese
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immigrants more than in the case of any
other commodlty or article Imported into
Canada ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Because that province
bas the expense of poling the Chinamen
and looking after them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Would
the hon. gentleman look at clause 24 in the
old Act ? I want to know whether the word
'net' appears before the word 'proceeds'
In the old law ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This is a new clause.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The law formerly pro-
vided that all dues, pecuniary penalties and
other sources of revenue inder this Act shall
be paid into and form a part of the con-
solidated revenue fund of Canada, but one-
fourth part of all entry dues. It is called by
different names.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-It Is
altogether different. I do not object to this,
because I think it is what I advocated some
time ago.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-What are the
net proceeds ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
proeeeds arising from the tax after the ex-
penses are pald.

The clause was adopted.

On subelause 4 of clause 4.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There Is no hurry
about this clause. We shall not have pro-
rogation until the end of next week, and
why we should be in a tremendous hurry to
rush the Bill though I cannot understand.
It Is Important to have the wordlng of the
Bill the best that we can possibly supply,
and it is clear that if the hon. Xinister Of
Justice and hon. Secretary of State put their
heads together, between to-day and to-
morrow they will get the wording better
than we will get it now ; and I thInk that
that Is a reasonable course to adopt.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The meaning was that
the children of mixed marriages should come
in. I think It is clear. At any rate the
officers of the government would interpret It
as the language expresses it. However, we
will let it stand until to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It seems to me we ab-
solutely meet the wishes of the House in
that particular by saylng that anY woman
of Chinese origin, who Is the wite of a person
who Is not of Chinese origin, and the children
of such woman, for the purpose of this Act
be deemed to be'of the same nationalitY as
ber husband.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not object to that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-SupposIng a woman
bas been marrled, first to a Chinese and then
to a man who is not a Chinaman, ail her
children would come in.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Cer-
tainly they would. If we add the words
'and their children' that would mean the
children of that marriage and no other. My
hon. friend from Marshfield says that if my
suggestion were adopted it would Include
children who might be born of other wives
and other fathers.

The subelause was allowed to stand.

Hon. Mr. McKAY, from the commIttee,
reported that they had made some progress
with the Bill, and asked leave to sit again
to-morrow.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL.

RETURNED FROM HOUSE OF COMMONS.

A message was received fron the House
of Commons returning Bill (K) 'An Act to
anend the Criinal Code, 1892,' informing
the Senate they had disagreed to the amend-
ments made by them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the message
be considered to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
made certain aniendments to the Bill and It
was returned, the Commons not concurring.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. in the case of
certain amendments.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They made the date of
bringing the Act Into force the first of
January.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In
which the Senate did not concur. Now, they
persist in their amendments.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. They object to the
three amendments, the one relating to frauda
committed by parties obtaining goods under
false pretenses, the second, relating to the
trades unions, or the protection of labourera,
and the third, as to the date when the Act
should come into operation. They give six
months more to the gamblers to carry on
their operations.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That la
a very good way to put it.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, JuIy 4, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

TIMAGAMI RAILWAY COMPANY'S
BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE OF COMMONS
AMENDMENTS.

The Order of the Day being called:
Consideration of the Message from the House

of Commons disagreeing to the amendments
made by the Senate to (Bill 118) An Act re-
apecting the Timagaini Railway Company.-
(Hon. Mr. Dobson.)

Hon. Mr. DOBSON moved:
That the Senate do not insist upon their

amendmenta made to the Bill (118) entitled An
Act respecting the Timagami Railway Company,
to which the House Of Commons had disagreed,
for the following reasons:

1. Because it would render it utterly impos-
sible for the promoters of the Bill to make ade-
quate financial arrangements for carrying out the
scheme, owing to the great engineering diffi-
culties to be encountered in the construction of
a railway between the points named in the mea-
sure and Lake Timagami.

2. Because the country north of Verner ta of
a rocky, mountainous character. Very littie of
it will ever be fit for settiement, whilst from
Sturgeon Falla the land la mostly good agricul-
tural land.

3. Because the advantage of connection with
a thriving town like Sturgeon Falls, instead of
being campelled to connect with a place like
Verner, where there la no prospect of ever being
s. tovin.

4. Because in running a road from Sturgeon
Falls or Cache Bay, it would pais through set-
tiements with a population of over 3,000, whilst
on the wh.ole Une from Verner to Lake Timagam
there are not 200 inhabitanta.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

5. Because the construction and operation of a
railway froin Sturgeon Falls to I4ke Timagaini
would conduce to the general benefit of the peo-
ple of Sturgeon Falls and the surrounding coun-
try, for the reasons above specified.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I dissent from the

proposition contalned in the memoranda
presented by my hon. friend from Lindsay,
because we all know that this matter was
fully discussed the other day in the Senate
and at that time we came to the conclusion
that the amendments proposed and carried
ln the committee were proper, and that the
original route, from Verner, was the only
route by whlch this railway could be built
with advantage to the country generally. I
hardly think it is necessary to go Into a long
discussion of the question at the present
time, because every hon. gentleman under-
stands it thoroughly. It was fully threehed
out in committee and, atter a long delibera-
tion, having heard parties representing both
aides, the committee came to the almost
unanimous conclusion that the amendments
proposed on that occasion were correct.
The House of Commons thought proper to
dissent from the concluelons arrived at by
the Senate, and therefore, it becomes neces-
sary now to give reasons why the amend-
ments proposed by the Senate should be
maintained. Therefore, I move :

That the Senate doth insist upon their amend-
ments to the Bill (No. 118) intituled 'An Act
respecting the Timagami Railway Company,' for
the following reasons:

To second amendment:
1. Those so-called ' great engineering difficul-

ties' art pure inventions. A good road already
exists through exactly the same track where
the railway line is proposed. The country la
level and highly fit for colonization, a large pro-
portion of it being already under settlement.

It la the shortest line to reach Lake Tim-
agami from the Canadian PacIfle Railway, being
only twenty-six miles in length, whilst the short-
est road from Stitrgeon Falls could not be built
in less than fifty-five miles, through a very
rough, hilly and swampy country, mostly unfit
for colonization and full of engineering difficul-
ties.

Financial arrangementa are not only possible,
but a man ta found who la ready to supply
the necessary funds to build the road from
Domremy to Bay Jeanne, whilst he declined to
do so from Sturgeon Falls.

2. The so-called feasible line between Sturgeon
Falls and Timagami has never been surveyed.
They speak of a surveyor's report, but they
have never shown any, and I challenge them to
produce any genuine plans, estimates or reports
confirming their statement that they have a
good road. On the contrary, I know that they
have made a failure in their attempt simply
because the country la impracticable.

3. The original form asked by the promoters
Is from Verner and not from Sturgeon Falls.

Now, Mr. Bremner himself declares in a let-
ter dated London, England, June 6, 1900, that
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he does not see his way clear to finance that
road from Sturgeon Falls.

4. This assertion is a false statement, because,
as a matter of tact, on September 16 last, at the
regular annual meeting of the board at Stur-
zeon Falls, an agreement was entered upon be-
tween the provisory directors and a capitalist
.rom Denver, Colorado, to the effect that Mr.
Primeau would finance the road and commence
to bu-lid it In May last.

But Mr. E. Bremner succeeded in turning that
man away, and put his 'hand on our charter,
so that he could realize a profitable transaction
himself. Of course, there is more money in
selling a long road than a short one, and that
is likely the reason why Mr. Bremner does not
wish to build from Verner, but from Sturgeon
Falls.

5. If the settlers of that section are of s0
much importance, why did they not manifest
at least the tact of their existence by a petition
similar to that one bearing over 700 names Of
the settlers in the region of Verner, who Justly
and energetically protest against the change Of
the road?

It was shown in evidence the other day
that, through the energy of a clergyman,
Dr. Paradis, over a thousand people had been
induced to settle In that part of the country
on the express condition and arrangement
that the line of railway should commence at
Verner. It would be a great disap-
pointment to these people to have to travel
Some fourteen miles to reach a railway that
they expected would be at their own doors.
Therefore, the committee were justified In
demanding that the original Une ehould be
adhered to. It ls quite evident that the
original route is the one the people of that
country desire to have. There was a small
deviation allowed two or three miles to the
west of Verner to avoid some difficulty On
the line of route. I may say the cause of the
difficulty was that Mr. Bremner had suC-
ceed In making some arrangements where-
by he thought he could control this road and,
thinking he could make some financial ar-
rangement more satisfactory to himself than
to the country at large, he changed the
terminus to Sturgeon Falls, because it might
be advantageous to some persons connected
With a pulp-mill there. The people who set-
tled In that part of the country naturally
expect that this line will be open for their
accommodation at the earliest possible
Moment. I have letters here written by Mr.
Bremner himseif showing it ts impossible
for him to carry on the road. under the cir-
Cumstances, from Sturgeon Falls, and there-
fore I do not see why the House of Com-
Mons should have disagreed to the amend-
Ient made to the Bill by the Senate. There-
fore. I have much pleasure in moving the

resolution which I have just read as an
amendment to that submitted by the hon.
gentleman from Lindsay.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Before the motion la
put I would suggest to my hon. friend that
that paper, however cogent the reasoning
emibodied in it may be, is not the sort of
communication we should send to the other
House. The proper motion is that this
House do insist on its amendment. There
ls no necessity for setting forth the reasons
why we should insist.

Hon. 'Mr. CLEMOW-They set forth their
reasons.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, but It la not ne-
cessary to set forth our reasons. We decline
to be convinced by their reasons ; and my
hon. friend will see that it does not look
well to have a document of that sort spread
on the recorde of the two Houses. There
are reflections on the personal character of
men which, I think, are hlghly objection-
able.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman's remarks would apply to
the motion made by the hon. gentleman
from Lindsay as well as to the motion of
the hon. gentleman from Rideau division.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No. The hon. gentle-
man had to give reasons why we should not
insist on our amendments, but it ls not ne-
cessary to give reasons why we do insist.
We aimply decline to pass the resolution
moved by the hon. gentleman from Lindsay.
I am simply referring to the question of
order now, and am not speaking to the mo-
tion.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I notice the peculiar
way in which this resolution submitted by
the hon. gentleman from Lindsay bas been
prepared. I have no objection to the motion
itself, but it does- not appear to be in ac-
cordance with common eense to give rea-
Bons Why we do not insiat upon our amend-
ments. The Senate made certain amend-
ments to the Bill, and the House of Com-
mons does not accept those amendments.
Then a resolution is moved in this House
that we do not insist on the amendmente
proposed by the Senate, because It is desir-
able to have the Bill, even without the
amendments, and we give way, in defence to
the House of Commons, because we consider
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it is advisable to have the Bill without the
amendments, rather than to have no Bill
at ail, and It is not in accordance with
common sense to give reasons why we do
not insist upon our amendment. It is really
a reflection upon the conduet of the Sen-
ate in passing the amendments, and al-
though I would be disposed to assist In
carrying the resolutions proposed by the
hon. gentleman from Lindsay, I would sug-
gest that all the reasons be struck out, be-
cause it is really casting a reflection upon
the Senate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They are unnecessary.
I do not think it is necessary if we acquiesce
in the view taken by the House of Commons
to state our reasons for acquiescing. It is
only necessary to say that the Senate do not
insist on their amendment.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-This Bill has two
objects in view ; first, to renew the charter
which expired on the 30th of June last, and,
second, to remove the starting point on the
Canadian Pacific Railway, from which th's
road was to be built to Lake Timagaimi,
from Verner to Sturgeon Falls. The old
Act, which I have before me, provides that
the railway was to be built from Vernet
Station, on the Canadian Pacific Railway,
to a point on the southerly part of Lake
Timagami. The Bill before us now asks to
have the road built from Sturgeon Falls.
What we did in committee was simply to
renew the old charter by extending the time,
and making Verner Station, or a point two
or three miles west of that the starting
point. The first reason that the House of
Commons gave for objecting to our amend-
ments, that they do not know the person.
That, I see, Is dropped by my hon. friend
from Lindsay.

Hon. Mr. DOBSON-I did not follow the
reasons given by the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Tbe persons named
in the first Bill are aill residents of Sturgeon
Falls, except two residents of Lindsay. I
take that to mean that the person who, is
opposing the Bill Is unknown to them. I
find that his name is in the original Act as
one of the promotors. This is the second
attempt made by the Senate to refer this
Bill back to the committee-although the
committee had given much attention to it.
I do not see wby It should be re-

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.

ferred, if the Bill is allowed to pass at
all. If the railway Is allowed to start from
Verner Station, or near it, the charter will
live two years more. In the meantime, the
conflicting opinions given before the com-
mittee and presented to this House will have
become obliterated. We will have further
informatin on the matter. I think the bet-
ter way is to allow the Bill to pass as It ls
and for the Senate to insist on its amend-
ment.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not take any part
in the discussion of this measure either In
the committee or in the House on the pre-
vious occasion. The hon. gentleman from
Rideau gave as a reason why we should not
pass the resolution moved by the hon. gen-
tleman from Lindsay that this question had
been fully discussed In the Senate on a pre-
vious occasion. It is true that the case lu
favour of the Senate amendment was fully
discussed, but the other side of the case was
not fully discussed, because we were not
fully informed, elther in the committee or
in the House, as to the real position of the
matter, and since the discussion In the com-
mittee and in this House further Information
bas come to hand. And, further, the hon.
gentleman intimated that this Bill had been
amended In a very decided way when It
was before the committee. As a matter of
fact, I understand that the commIttee, by a
majority of two, decided to make the amend-
ment, so that we cannot draw any very
large conclusions from the action of the
committee. Since the matter was before the
committee and this Chamber, we have had
information of varlous kinds. Amongst
others, we have a petition from the muni-
clpality of Sturgeon Falls. The ground was
taken before, that the town of Sturgeon
Falls did not want the terminus there, but
the resolution of the town council of Stur-
geon Falls says that the people do. Although
this railway is not a very long one, the
question is one of some Importance. It In-
volves a principle of very considerable im-
portance, and I propose to trespass on the
time of the House for a few minutes In
pointing out the history of the case and
what is involved. In 1898 an Act was passed,
chap. 87 of the Acts of that year, to Incor-
porate the Timagami Railway Company. A
certain number of gentlemen were Incor-
porated to build a railway from a point at or
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near Verner Station, on the Canadian Pacific
Railway, to a point on the southern part of
Lake Timagami. The company were given
two years to begin the work. The two
years expired on the 30th of June last, and
nothing had been done. Consequently the
Bill which comes before us is a Bill to revive
as well as to amend the Act of 1898. The
original promoters were unable to do any-
thing on the Une between Verner and Lake
Timagami. The original incorporators sold
out, recelving each-I think there were eight
of them-one hundred dollars, and they were
allowed to retain one-third of the stock
which they had previously held. Under this
agreement they authorized the persons who
purchased from them to vote on the stock.
That was the character of the agreement.
Then the people who had bought out the
original corporators were complete masters,
one would suppose, of the position. The
route from Verner, that is the western route,
to Lake Timagami was examined. It was
not surveyed. But a gentleman familiar
with contracting and railway building went
over it and came to the conclusion that it
wouild be impracticable to build a railway
by that route-at least that the expense
would be so great that it practically could
not be done. It was out of the question. So
that, as I said before, the western route was
found to be Impracticable. The same gen-
tleman went over the eastern route, and
found what he thought was a practicable
line, and then the people who had bought
out the original incorporators spent fifteen
hundred dollars in having a survey. The
eastern route was the route from Sturgeon
Falls.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Was that the route that
was surveyed ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-The evidence was that
there had been no survey.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The evidence before
the committee was not sworn evidence.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is the
information the hon. gentleman is now giv-
ng sworn evidence ?

Bon. Mr. POWER-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
they are on a par, I presume.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is evidence which
bas come to hand since the committee met.
The western route proposed to go from
Verner, a village of 60 or 70 Inhabitants.
That was found to be impracticable. The
eastern line was one from Sturgeon Falls, a,
town of over 2,000 inhabitants, with large
mills, and with manufacturing undertakings
which propose to come, in which a very
large sum of English capital bas been in-
vested. Any ordinary business man would
come to the conclusion that there was
no question as to which was the preferable
line, and the people who bought out the
promoters came to the conclusion that the
business way was to build from Sturgeon
Falls or its neighbourhood. That is the
position in which we were at the beginning
of this session. The western route was
found to be impracticable. It is alleged now
by the hon. gentleman from Rideau that
capitalists are to be found who will build
the western route, but their names have
not transpired, and they have not shown
up during the two years. The present own-
ers of this undertaking come to parliament
and ask to be allowed to locate their line
by a practicable route. I think that Is a
reasonable request and one which parlia-
ment should grant, unless some very sub-
stantial reason is shown for not granting
It.

lon. Mr. McMILLAN-The evidence be-
fore us went to show that It was most lm-
practicable to build it from Sturgeon Falls
and very practicable to build the other way.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We had only one aide
of the story. The people who have put their
money into the undertaking, the owners,
may be trusted to build by the practicable
route, and not by the route which is not
practicable. The owners of the undertaking
come to parliament and ask to be allowed
to change their route a few miles. During
a great part of the distance the two Unes
would be not more than six miles apart.
The Senate say no. I think that is a most
unusual thing. It is not as though there
were any vested rights being interfered
with. This road will not Interefere with the
line of any existing company or railway. It
will bring additional business to the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway and an additional busi-
neess to Sturgeon Falls, and interfere with
nobody's business. But the Senate did not
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stop there. The Senate undertook to put a
man on the board of directors, whom the
present owners of the undertaking do not
know. I think that is something which is
unprecedented in the history of parliament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

An hon. GENTLEMAN-Does the hon.
member object to It ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do object to It
most strenuously. What right have we to
take up somebody, whom the promoters
have nothing to do with, and insist that he
shall be a member of the board of directors ?
We may have a right to do it, but It ls a
right I have never known to be exercised
before during ail the years I have been In
parliament. There was some reference
made to population. Reference to the statis-
tics of the last general election and of the
municipal returns shows that the population
on the eastern route, the Sturgeon Falla
route, la at any rate four times as great
as the population on the other line. Some
reference has been made to a gentleman de-
scribed as Father Paradis. I an informed
by credible people that Father Paradis owns
some land at Verner and some land about
half way up the line on the western route,
and that he owns the water front at the
place whleh the amendment made by this
House fixes as the terminus of the Une on
Lake Timagami. We can understand there-
fore, why this gentleman should be anxious,
If the road la to be bulit at all, that it should
be built by the western route, but It does
lot seem to me that that ls a reason which

should weigh very much with the Senate.
The hon. gentleman from Glengarry has put
1t very fairly, that If we adhere to our
amendment it will mean -that this measure
wlll be defeated, because there la no doubt
the Commons will not accept our amend-
ment. I mean that there is to be no railway.
Neither the original people, Father Paradis
and lis friends, nor the new people would
have a right to build a railway, because the
charter has already expired, and if this Bill
does not pass there will be no charter in
existence. That ls a very serious matter
for an important section of the country,
and it is going to be a very serlous draw-
back to the English capitalists who have
invested already three-quarters of a million
dollars in Sturgeon Falls, and who are, i
understand. about investing half a million

Hon. Mr. POWER.

more, and who have been calculating upon
the construction of this railway. I do not
think that is the way to encourage the In-
troduction of English capital into this coun-
try. That la my argument on the point-that
the action of the Senate has been a most
unprecedented and unusual one. These pro-
moters own the property. They own the
charter. We can refuse them a charter
altogether ; but still they have a right whIch,
according to our usual practice would not
be questioned, to be allowed to select their
own route for this line as long as they
adhered to the main features of It ; and
the defeat of this measure would be a
serious draWback to that part of the Coun-
try. I have seen varlous letters and peti-
tions. There are two from the town of Stur-
geon Falls, but I shall read one of them.
It la as follows :
To the honourable the Senate of Canada, in par-

liament asse:nbled :
Sturgeon Falls, July 2, 1900.-The petition of

the corporatiou of Sturgeon Falls municipality
humbly sheweth:

That whereaa in the year of Our Lord one
thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight, a rail-
way charter to build a railway from the main
line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway to Tim-
agami Lake was obtained by a number of parties,
principally resident in the town of Sturgeon
Falla, the original wording of the Bill being
from sema point in the townshipa of Springer,
Caldwell or Kirkpatrck-

I call attention to the tact that that la the
Bill as originally Introduced.

Hon. Mr. MoMILLAN-That la not a fact.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If the hon. gentleman
will watt lie will see that he ls speaking
too soon. The petition proceeds :

And whereas, there was amongst the said
dharterers one C. A. M. Paradis, who was
thought by some of the parties to the charter
to be useful ln obtaining the same, but whose
true dharacter was not then so well known to
the parties as now, and who fraudulently, as re-
gards the wlshes and Intenta of the majority
of the obarterers, got cianged the wording of
the Bill to make the starting point ' at or near
the village of Verner.'

Now. my lion. friend Is satisfied lie spoke
too soon. The petition continues :

And whereaa, from the reports of the engi-
neers and others engaged by the said charterers,
the restriction to a starting point 'at or near
Verner,' would make the said charter worthless,
and it was impossible to finance the road as
thus constituted, the provisional directors, at
the present session of the parliament of Can-
ada asked to bave the aaid charter amended no
that the road could be commenced at or near
Sturgeon Falls, where a practicable route can
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be got, running through a rich country, already
well settled for a considerable distance; and
whereas, the said Commons, by its Railway
Committee and in the House itself, granted the
said petition, but the honourable Senate being. as
we believe, misinformed as to the circumstances,
again changed the Bill restricting the atarting
pcint to a locality called Domremy, where the
said Paradis was for several years striving, with-
out auccess, to form a repatriated French colony,
the reason for his non-success being that those
who did come to settle in the place were so
disgusted with the methods employed by the said
Paradia and the worthlessness of the land u.pon
which he sought to settle therm, that they almost
aIl left him entirely, and either returned to the
United States or sought out for tihomselves a
more favourable locality, and that such change
in the Bill makes it entirely worthless to the
charterers or any one else, as the route so set
by the honourable Senate goes through a tract of
rocky, worthless land, not fit for settlement,
except just where it crosses the valley of the
Sturgeon River, and there are not on or near
that route from where it leaves the main line
of the Canadian Pacific RaIlway to the proposed
terminus at Lake Timagani 100 persons, men,
women and children, whereas the route as set
by the Railway Committee of the CommOna
passes through a populous and fertile country,
wlth a population of several thousand people.
The town of Sturgeon Falls alone, which is
sought to be made the terminus, having a popu-
lation by the last official census. made by the
town assessor, of 1,604 persons, and townships of
Springer, Field and Bastedo, through rwhCh it
Ia proposed by the provisional directors tt' run
the line, and through which the sald line is aur-
veyed, having a population of about 3,000.

And whereas, the petition presented by the
said C. A. M. Parad!s to the committee of the
honourable Senate is fraudulent, the greater por-
tion of the names thereto being obtained in a
thickly populated district around Sturgeon Falls.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think it is highly Im-
proper to make charges of fraud In the Sen-
ate In that way.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It 1s
directly contrary to the rules of parliament.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-By what authority can
that petition be read ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-We will coneider that
portion dropped.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-I beg to ask if the hon.
gentleman is to be permitted to disregard
every rule of the Senate In that way. I ask
Whether it la to be permitted that a petition
to the Senate la to be read to this House In
this way ?

that some person outside of the House la
guilty of fraudulent conduet.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
it is.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There le no charge Of
fraud against any member of this House
or any member of parliament, and I am not
aware that there is any rule of parliament
which makes it out of order to say that some
man outside of parliament has done a frau-
dulent act.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-The point is whether
the hon. gentleman has any right to read
any petition without the permission of the
House. If he wishes to present a petition
to the Senate, that can only be done under
the rules of the House, at the proper time.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As a matter of fact
I do not present the petition ; I merely read
it as part of my speech.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-That is worse and
worse.

Hon. Mr. POWER--The hon. gentleman
may think it worse, but he has no authority
for saying go. Hon. gentlemen read ex-
tracts from newspapers and letters as part
of their speeches, and I do not see why a
different rule should be adopted in regard
to myseif than that which prevaila in ie-
gard to others.

Hon. Mr. OLEDMOW-It is a direct reflec-
tion upon the Senate.

Hon. ,Mr. POWER-No, it says the Senate-
is misinformed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
must be borne in mind that the hon. gentle-
man presented a paper whleh commencel
with petitioning the Senate, and It was a
paper which purported to be a petition from
the municipality of the village of Sturgeon
Falls. It was originally Intended to be
presented to the Senate. That ls the fact.
It was not being presented to the Senate.
That ia the point taken by the hon. gentle-

Hon. Mr. POWER-I said that I would 1man. I have read the petition and

Wlthdraw the word 'fraudulent.'
H Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is nothing irreg-Hon. Sir -MACKENZIE BOWELL-The

hon, gentleman cannot withdraw it. ular in that. My hon. friend bas a right to
read a petition, just as he reads any other

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think it is out document. If he reads it he must lay it on
of ord# In a memorial to this House to say the Table, and any hon. gentleman can insist
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upon it being laid on the Table. It is not laid even been called a petition. I should like
on the Table in that case as a petition but if the Senate would bereatter decide upon
as a document read by an hon. member. It what le allowed to be rend and what should
might be presented to-morrow or next day fot be read. In this case I arnot in a
as a petition. It is not submitted as a peti- position to say that the ho. gentleman Is
tion. It is submitted to the House as a part out of order in reading from the paper in
of his speech, as information obtained from
parties residing in the locality of Sturgeon
Falls, and It is within his right to read that
just the same as a letter from some person
residing at Sturgeon Falls. It is, in fact,
no more than a letter, signed by a number
of parties, instead of being signed by a single
Individual.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Why is
it that we must have the permission of the
House before a petition is read ? When a
petition is presented It is not read until
permission is given to do so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-If It re-
-quires permission to read it, how is it the
hon. gentleman can read this one without
permission ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He is not reading a
petition. It is part of his speech.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The hon.
gentleman began by saying it was the peti-
tion of so-and-so. To read a petition a mem-
ber must have permission, and In this case
no permission bas been granted. It is for
the Speaker to decide the question.

The SPEAKER-In view of the great
latitude that has already been given to mem-
bers of the Senate to read letters and ex-
tracts, I would feel very much embarrassed
In refusing to give to the hon. gentleman
such latitude. In this case, the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax Is reading a petition. I
did not know it was a petition at first. No
doubt the petition eLould first have been
presented to the House regularly, but I
believe he bas a right to read a petition
which bas not been presented, as Informa-
tion communicated to him, and if the
House insists, he will be bound to lay that
paper before the Senate, but I belleve, from
some expressions contained in that petition,
It would not be desirable that it should be
laid before the House. At al events, thîs has
to be decided by the House. I know of no
rule which would prevent the hon. gentle-
man from reading from a paper which has

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

his hand, but I am of opinion if he con-
tinues to read that paper it should be laid
on the Table of the House.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have no objection to
laying It on the Table.

The SPEAKER-I should like the House
1to decide whether It must be laid on the
Table.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am sorry that I read
the word 'fraudulently.' It should not have
been read. The petitioners conclude as fol-
lows :

Now, therefore, the prayer of this petition is as
follows:

That the honourable Senate do reconsider the
Timagami Railway Bill, and make same as passed
by the Railway Committee of the House of Com-
mons, and afterwards confirmed by the Commons
In parliament assembled.

And your petitioners will ever pray.
J. D. COCKBURNE,
Mayor of Sturgeon Falls.

H. E. McKEE,
Clerk of the town of Sturgeon Falls.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI.
would ask that it being a public document,
It be laid on the Table.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I shall be very glad to
lay it on the Table. It only shows how the
people who are dnterested think about the
matter.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I do not think anything
could help the committee more than the
speech of the hon. gentleman from Halifax.
What was the action of the committee, and
by what rules were they gulded when they
made the amendment ? I am sure that the
members of the committee know that the
statements in that petition are the exact
opposite to the statements made to the com-
mittee by what appeared to be credible wit-
nesses. The gentleman spoken of so dis-
paragingly in the petition was a gentleman
whose word I would have taken without his
oath-a priest who had devoted his time and
energy and means to gathering, from varlous
regions In the United States, his French
Canadian fellow-subjects, and bringing them
in to settle in the reglon which is back of
Verner. As the result of his efforts there
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are some thousands of them settled there, on
the agricultural lands In that country, and
It is from these people, to the number of
700, that a petition presented in the House,
In which they asked that the alteration of
the beginning of the road from Verner to
Sturgeon Fals be not permitted, and furn-
ished very cogent reasons why the change
should not be made. Of course, there is a
disparaging statement in the document we
have heard read, that these people were in-
duced to sign that petition by some false
representation. Does it not show that the
Senate is not in a position to come to a final
decision on the subject ? It appears to me
very necessary, before coming to a final de-
cision, that we should look into these cou-
flicting statements, but so far as the evi-
dence given to us in the committee is concern-
ed, to my mind, It is satisfactory and clear
that the original Une of road there spoken
of as impracticable was shown to be the
best and most practicable line for getting
to the lake, with the exception of the start-
Ing point-that there was some difficulty at
the starting point, and to avold that and to
keep in the line of the valley the starting
point was made a mile or two further
West. That was the whole reason of
the change, and it was stated very
clearly and distinctly that it was the best
ine for the road-that the land was good

arable land, that the settlers were mostly to
the west of It, whereas, the other line was
represented to us as never having been sur-
veyed. Father Paradis himself had gone
over It frequently and he stated to the com-
Iittee, and it was corroborated by other
evidence, that it was utterly impracticable
to construct a road stralght from Sturgeon
Falls to the lake-that there were no settlers
on that route and no lands to settle on, in
consequence of the rocky and wet character
Of the country. We had before us ample
evidence to guide us In the decision whilch
We should adhere to. and if It should result
In no railway being built, better postpone it
for a year that so we may have somne
tacts established before we decide which
line shall be adopted. I hope the Senate
Will adhere to the amendment it has made.
I do not think it Is necessary to give a long
reply to the House of Commons. There
should be simply a statement that the Sen-
ate adheres to the amendment whiel% it

has made. There is much that might be said
in connection with this matter, but I do
not think, at a time like this, and after the
discussions in the committee and In the
House, it is necessary to say anything more.
What my hon. friend from Halifax has been
saying rather alds us ln endorsing the deci-
sion of the committee.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I entertain precisely the
same view at this moment that I expressed
when this question was before the House on
a previous occasion. My hon. friend from
Sarnia (Hon. Mr. Vidal) speaks as though
the committee of the House of Commons
and the evidence taken there amount to
nothing, but that the opinione expressed In
a committee of the Senate by a majority of
two should have paramount weight with
this House. Now, while the opinions of a
committee of this House, or of the House of
Commons, are matters to be treated wlth
respect and with due consideration, it does
not at all follow that because a commlttee
of this House adopted a particular view on
a question that the House le bound by It.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It was supported
afterwards by the' House.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend need
not get so excited. He has expressed his
views and I am expressing mine.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-State the facts.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am stating the facts.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW--I do not think so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend knows
it was carried by a vote of 21 to 18 in this
House, and some hon. gentlemen who were
in favour of the view entertained In the
House of Commons were obliged to leave
the House for a short time or the vote would
have been a tie. The hon. gentleman refera
to the former vote of this House as if it
were absolutely binding on us, and it is not
to be considered when the rules of parlia-
ment imposed on us the duty of reconsider-
ing the question when the House of Con-
mons have differed from the views enter-
tained by a majority here. Now, what is
the position of things ? My hon. friend
from Sarnia speaks of the route from Verner
as being altogether to be preferred-that the
land is more fertile and that the majority
of the settiers are on that Une. I do not
think so. On the contrary, If that were so,
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then the parties who are promoting this
Bill would have preferred the route along
which there la the territory best fitted for
settlement, and on which the largest popu-
lation could be secured. The other line la
longer. It la sald the one Is 24 miles and
the other wilI have 32 miles. WilI any hon.
gentleman a'pplying to this House for a
charter proposing to construct a road, prefer
the longer Une to a ehorter one, unless it
was more advantageous to adopt It ?

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-The contractor would.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It Is not the contractors
who are applylng for this charter. It ls the
promoters of the road who are asking for it,
and my hon. friend undertakes to say to
the promoters of this charter, 'You do not
know your own business. You do not know
what is in your interest as a corporation,
and when you come here we will overrdde
your judgment and undertake to decide that
where we want you to build the road you
must build it.'

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-The petition that
we had here Is from Sturgeon Falls ; the
petition that the committee had was from
the inhabitants along the route, and that la
from Verner to Lake Timagami. The peti-
tion we have here ls from the people of Stur-
geon Falls, and it Is reasonable that they
should want the road to start from their
place.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--The people of Sturgeon
Falls are supporting those who are asking
for the charter. The others are oppos'ng
them. I would not attach any value to the
views of the people of Sturgeon Falls that
were against the views of those who are
asking for the railway charter, because it la
only consistent with common sense ihat
those who want a charter of Incorporation
for the construction of a road between an ex-
Istlng Une of railway and a certain po!nt on
the lake will choose that which la best ln
the interests of the rallway promoters end
they have choosen Sturgeon Fails. Mv hon.
friend from Halifax has mentioned tbat
there is a large amount of capital belng
Invested at that point. There is a district
there from whlch pulpwood can be obtained,
and In addition to the smail traffic wheh
the settlers will afford, there wIll be the
trateic of those who are engaged in the manu-
facturing enterprises. They will contribute

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

towards the settlement of the oumlry. It
la reasonable to suppose that ube 'and lying
alongside of the stream-and the Sturgeon
River runs along the lne by which it la
proposed to build the rallway-ls better fit-
ted for settlement than land lying else-
where. In the firat place, there Is the nat-
ural drainage afforded by the river, and, in
the next place, there are the alluvial depos-
its whlch a river always makes at some
point along its banks. Now, ln the first place
you have the approval of the committee of
the House of Commons and those who have
considered the matter. You have the peti-
tion and request of those who are promoting
the enterprise, and you set up against that
the opinions of men who, at one time, had
an interest ln the railway corporations, who
sold out their interest, and who want to
control the location of the road after they
have brou.ght their own Interest to an end.
I say It is a most unusual proceeding, and I
doubt whether my hon. frlend can find an
instance where either House has intervened
and undertaken to change the location of a
road without there being some more cogent
reasons than any of those that bave been
afforded to us on this occasion.

lion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
not intend to have anything more to say on
this subject, nor should I have spoken had
it not been for the speech of the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax. The Minister of Jus-
tice bas exhIbIted a good deal of warmth
on this question that Is, in my opinion. alto-
gether unnecessary. It la a very unimportant
question, requiring very little consideration
for people to arrive at a conclusion. The
conflicting statements whlch have been made
upon this question lead me to thie conclu-
sion, that before I could give an Intelligént
vote as to what course I should pursue, 1
would require the statements which have
been made to be verifiled. The hon. gentle-
man from Halifax very astutely threw ln
the remark, was the evidence adduced be-
fore the committee, swore to. He forgot he
was himself making statements which were
not made under oath, consequently they
were not of any more value than those given
to the committee. The statements which he
has made are alto.gether at variance with
the evidence given before the committee,
as has been pointed out by the hon, gentle-
man from Sarnia. We are told that 'the
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road running from Verner to the settlement
near this lake would be of value and of
interest to the settler. The gentleman who
promoted that settlement told us that the
settlement Is on that route and to the west
of the lake. It is evident the Minister of
Justice has not looked at the map and does
not know which way the stream runs. It
Is true the falls are at Sturgeon Falls, but
all along that river, where the present pro-
moters ask to build the road, is through a
country which it was shown to the com-
mittee, not by sworn testimony, I admit, to
be rocky and altogether impracticable-that
the other route-making the terminus a mlle
and a half or two miles we't of Verner,
was along a valley most of which could be
settled ; when you reach the southern
part of the lake the river runs westward,
and It is along the valley of that river where
settlement can be made. That is the evi-
dence we have had. Now, we have the
statement in this petition that the arable
land is along the line running from Stur-
geon Falls to the south of Lake TImagami.
There i.s a distinct and positive
contradiction of facts. We had a gentleman
before the committee and I asked him the
question myself, 'Have you been over this
'route?' He said 'yes.' What is the char-
acter of the route ? He declared that the
route on which they asked to build the road
was rocky and impraetieable. I asked fur-
ther ' Has that route been surveyed ?' He
said 'no.' Then I asked had he been over
the other route. He said yes, and It was the
best and most practicable route. The evi-
dence before the committee was that the
settlement was on the route to the north-
west of the route that has its terminus at
Verner, and not on the other route. This
petition says that there is a settlement of
three thousand people along the other route
where the evidence before us declared no-
body could live. Under the circumstances,
Is the Senate In a position to give an intelli-
gent opinion ? There is a very Important
statement in that petition which was read
by the hon. gentleman from Halifax. It Is
one which deserves the serious consideration
of the Senate, because if that statement be
true, the Raliway Committee of this House
has been grossly decelved. Here is the
statement : that the reverend gentleman ob-
tained some seven or elght hundred signa-
tures to a petition asking the local govern-
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ment of Ontario to build a wagon-road from
the settlement to the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way In order that they could reach that
point with the products of their farms, and
that he changed the heading of that petition
and made it a petition asking that the term-
inus of the road should be at Verner.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I hope the House will
flot think I read that ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I say,
that was in the petition.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--I am
coming at what the hon. gentleman did read.
The petition declares that the act of obtain-
ing those names was fraudulent. I have
made an explanation of the contents of this
petition because the Senate shotrld be ln
possession of the whole of the facts. I went
further and asked that the petition should be
laid on the Table in order that that reverend
gentleman may obtain a copy of It, and if
he has not been guilty of the charge of fraud-
ulently changing that petition, that he may
take action agaInst the parties who have
promulgated such a slander. There are
other points in this petition to which I shall
not refer, I only mention the points brought
forward by the hon. gentleman from Halifax.
He read the heading of the petition. He
said it was a petition from the municipality
of Sturgeon Falls, and he commenced it by
reading 'to the Senate of Canada, &c.' It
was clearly a petition to be laid before this
House, and it was his duty, if he intended
to use it, either to use it as a letter sent to
him and not as a petition, or to lay it before
parliament. Yesterday I p-esented a petition
from 1,300 people residing in Victoria, asking
that the Senate pass the .Chinese Restriction
Bill. I read the petition, but before doing
so I said ' I present to the House a petitionî
from these people, and I asked permission
to read it for the reason that It is not llkely
to be read or seen before the Bill is dealt
wlth, and the Senate not making any on-
position to that, acquiesced in the request,
and I read it. That Is the mode In which
business is done, and that Is the practice
that was Indicated by the hon. gentleman
from Missisquoi. We have examples Of le-
gislation in the two Houses which are not
altogether consistent with the principle
stated here to-day. A short time ago, during
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this session, we had two Bills presented to
the House of Commons, both of them by very
respectable people, in connection with the
building of a road from Toronto to Colling-
wood. The promoters of one were the Board
of Trade of the city of Toronto, one of the
most Important bodies In the whole Domin-
Ion of Canada. The other was represented
by one or two members of parliament, back-
id by a number of gentlemen living in the
Ujnited States, who, I doubt not, were cap-,
italists, and capable of carrying on the work.:
The House of Commons passed the one that,
was promoted by the members of parliament
on behalf of the United States capitalists.
Having passed that, they rejected the Bill
promoted by the Board of Trade of the city
of Toronto, and upon what ground? They
rejected it on the grounds that it was an in-
terferenc' with vested rights. Now, there
were no vested rights. The other gentlemen
had not received any rights except what
the House of Commons had given them.
The Bill had not been sanctioned by this
House, nor had It received the signature of
the Governor General, and yet the House
of Commons rejected the other Bill
on the ground it was Interfering with vested
rights. When the Bill under discussion
came before us, we found there were
bona fide vested rights held for years
by gentlemen who wanted to build over the
same route. Here was a charter which had
been in possession of several gentlemen for
a number of years. The House overrides
the original promoters of that scheme and
,declare that the road should be built some-

Falls. No one can blame the Sturgeon Falls
people for trying to get It, because it is their
interest to do so, but I am surprised at the
marvellous increase within a week, of the
population of that place. It was represented
to us on that committee to have a population
of 1,200 or 1,500. A couple of days afterwards
it got up to'1,700, and now the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax has raised it to 2,000. In
another week, we will have a village with
a population sufficiently large to Incorporate
it as a town, and, as it is a growing time, as
my hon. friend to my right says, they could
then have a city. That is sImply the position
of this whole matter. I think the objection
taken to both resolutions by the hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax is sound. All that is
necessary to do is for the hon. gentleman
from Lindsay to move a resolution that we
do not insist upon our amendments, and
the amendment to that would be that we
do Insist upon them, without the reasons
being put on paper, because these reasons
are debatable, and we have no evidence
which of them is correct, because we have
had declarations and assertions made on
both sides diametrically opposed to each
other.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I voted
in favour of the amendments made by the
Scnate committee before, because these con-
tradictory statements were not before us,
but 1 think the better way to do with the
Bill, under the circumstances, and with the
contradictory statements we have had be-

where else, forgetting that the original cor- fore us, is to send it back to the Committee
porators had some vested rights. The hon. on Ra-ilways, Telegraphs and Harbours, and
gentleman from Halifax says la the case let us have the evidence under oath by these
before the House to-day the original pro- .parties, and ascertain who is telling the
moters sold out their rights. The only evi- truth.
dence before us on that point was that one Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Hear, hear.
gentleman had sold out his right for a cer-
tain sum, to raise money, to Mr. Bremner, Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Be-
and that it was with a distinct understand- cause here we are really voting, some be-
Ing that he was to build the road from Ver- lieving the statenents that the hon. gentle-
ner to the south shore of this lake for the man from Halifax has been authorized to
accommodation of the settlers. make, and others believing the statements

which where made before the committee,
Hon. Mr. VDAL-On the original line. and upon which their report was based. If
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--On the I were in order In moving an amendment

original line ; but as soon as they got pos- to the amendment, I would move that the
session of it, and got him and others out of Bill, witli the reasons assigned for not agree-
the way, then they changed the route to Ing with the amendments made by the com-
another place in the interests of Sturgeon mittee, be referred to the Railway Committee

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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for further consideration. It is a somewhat
new proposition, I admit, but it seems to me
that that is the practical way of dealing
with it, and it certainly is a way of reach-
ing the actual truth in connection with these
statements.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Upon that the House
has already voted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.
The House decided not to refer the Bill back
to committee for the purpose of amendment.
That is not my motion. My motion will
be an amendment to the amendment, if it
be in order, that the reasons given by the
Gommons for not agreeing with the amend-
ments which were made be referred to the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbours, for the purpose of hearing fur-
ther evidence as to the correctness of the
statements whlch have been made, so that
It would not be the same motion as the
other. The House has the case now before
it. Hon. gentlemen are either to beliefe
that what was stated before the commiftee
was true, or they are to believe that what
the hon. gentleman from Halifax has stated
is correct, that this reverend gentleman has
committed a fraud, and imposed upon the
commIttee, which led them to make the
report they did, or we must take the evidence
under oath. I am inclined, for myself, to
take the statements which we had before
the committee, for the reason that the wIt-
nesses who were there were subject to
questioning and cross-examination by both
Bides. It is true the hon. gentleman from
Halifax did not remain in the committee.
He made a suggestion, but did not have his
own ýway, and he bolted. That is not the
way we do unless we get annoyed. If I try
to have my own way, and do not get It, I
try to get it as well as I can.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I rise to a question of
order. There Is a rule which forbids refer-
ring to anything which took place in com-
mittee, and, at any rate, the statement Is
not correct.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I ack-
nowledge the correctness of the objection
taken by the hon. gentleman, but we have
been dlscussin.g what took place in com-
mittee for eome time. However, I will with-
draw It ail, and consider it be like the hon.
gentleman's petition-not on record.

561

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I suppose I am like a
good many other hon. members in regard to
the matter, because I do not know much
about it. I was not here when the vote
was taken the other day, but I have noticed
that the House of Gommons bas always
been pleased to give a fair consideration to
any amendments made by the Senate to its
Bills. It Is a rare thing that a Bill comes
back to us with a refusal on the part
of the House of Commons to concur in our
amendments. I have made a little inquiry
in respects to the merits of this matter, and
I tind that the members representing this
district in the House of Gommons are in
favour of the Bill now before the House.

lon. Mr. FERGUSON-In what way ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-In favour of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The original Bill.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-This Bill passed the
Railway Committee of the House of Com-
mons, and the members of the House of
Gommons representing the district were
present, and It came to us, and our com-
mittee undertook to amend the Bill here. I
do not suppose they had half the informa-
tion, at any rate, not ail the information
which was before the Gommons, and I do
not suppose the parties interested favoured
the change, because I find the members
representing that district are not In favour
of the ameudments.

Hon Mr. FERGUSON-What constituency
is it in ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Nipissing. Mr.
Klock was promoting thie Bill and also Mr.
McHugh. I am only giving the reasons why
I am going to vote for the Bill as it passed
the House of Gommons. The fact of our
sending the Bill back to them with amend-
ments would make them cautious, and they
now say, on the information they had, that
they are right. They insist on their Bill
as it stands, and I am prepared to give the
preference to the House of Commons : and
not knowing anything personally about It,
taking what I hear from Tom, Dick and
Harry, I think we have a right to respect
the opinion of the members of the House of
Gommons, when that opinion la supported
by representatives from the district who
would not support it If It were not right.
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Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I think this matter is to start this road from a point two miles
not in the same position as when the vote west of Verner.
was taken in this House to send the
Bill back to the committee. State- Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-Not
ments have been made here, and some necessarily.
very strong ones, which left my mind, I
was going to say, in a state of chaos, as to Hon. Mr. WATSON-I beg the hon. gen-
what was the right course to adopt, and in tleman's pardon. It Is so explained by the
view of the fact that the House of Com- hon. gentleman from Rideau, because they
mons have taken these objections to our do ask to start from that point, to overcome
amendments, and also in view of what is engineering difficulties which they could not
equally important-that . we should be overcome by going north from Verner. My
able to justify what we do, either if we information is-and I have collected some
stand by our present opinions, or make any information since the matter was discussed
other alterations-I should very much prefer Il the House the other day-that the popu-
to see the suggestion of the hon. leader of lation is altogether east of Verner, and is
the opposition carried out, and the whole north, and the two townships that contain
matter sent back to the committee. so that the largest population will be accommodated
we might have the contlicting statements by the road running from Sturgeon Falls.
thoroughly sifted and know Intelligently I am informed, according to the information
upon what grounds we were called upon to that is at hand, that the population in the
give our decision. . township of Springer is 1,500, the popu-

lation of Biglow 1,000, the population of
Hon. Mr. WATSON--I think I amn voicing Field 500. Those three townships adjoin

the sentiment of the Senate when I say that, each other, and the road runs between two
if time permitted, we could refer the Bill of the townships, I am also inforred-and
back to committee where ail the informa- the pétition read here to-day confirms the
tion could be secured, but it appears to me information nlmost accurately-that foliow-
at this late stage that it would be killin-'ing the Ue, as proposed lu the Bil as amend-
the Bill. It appears to me that with thed by the Senate, running from Domrery-
change of opinion in the minds of some because that is vhere they propose to ru
hon. gentlemen In this House, that under from-following that une as nearly as pos-
the circumustances it would be better to sible to the lake, that there is not over two
accept this Bill as suggested by the hon.
senator from Lindsay, striking out the lake. The total population o! the dis-
amendments that were made by the Senate, triet is sore 3,000, and I ar inforrnd that
because nobody can suffer. In the mean- 90 pr cent o! the population is to the east
time the promoters ask for these changes,
and it appears to me if the people want a Of to e tha if t ere t a -
road from Verner, or a point west of Verner,
they will have an opportunity of comingdirection would

thcy ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~' wilhv noprunt !crig e running frorn Sturgeon Falls. There is
next session and •getting the road built from no doubt lu my mind-and there should not
that point. be any doubt ru the m d o! any hon. gen-

ion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh, nf tlerman lu this aouse-that the fact that
those wo corne to this parlianent, and ask

ion. 'Mr. WITSOIe-The hon. dgentleman for the change are the men whi h control the
laugls, but probably le Is not aware of the charter and that eight out oh nne ask that
distance frorn Sturg'eon Fafls tr the point the charter should be aended to alow
where they wish to start. Lt Is thirteen thern to run fror Sturgeon Falls, should be

sufficient evidence that these men aTe e t

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It I u going te buld a road ron Verner or any

about eleven mies, place other than Sturgeon Fas. The In-
terests o! the people o Sturgeon Fahls,

lion. Mr. WATSON-Frorn Sturgeon Fabs should be constdered, and the Interests os
to Cache Bay ns three miles, and from Cache the settlers, and It appeals te me-and I
Bay te Verner Is elght miles, and they ask think must appeal te the judgment o thLs

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.
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House-that a place like Sturgeon Falls
where as the hon. leader of the opposition
has told us, the people is growing rapidly-
and I have no doubt it is-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
not say that myself. I only repeated what
otbrs said.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I have no doubt the
people is increasing rapidly. I have been
informed that about seventy houses have
been constructed this year, because there is
a large paper-mill there, and a pulp-mill is
to be erected. About a quarter of a million
has been invested, and more will be invested
during the coming season. It is the moSt
natural thing in the world, that the people
who own the pulp and paper works, and
who are also the people who own the charter,
sbould want the road built to Sturgeon Falls
instead of Verner, no doubt for the purpose
of facilitating their trade. There is another
reason why they wanted to go to
Falls. It is only three miles from
Falls to Cache Bay-that is a bay
Nipissing-and there the company
calculate on being able to make
ments with the Canadian Pacific
to utilize the Canadian Pacific
from Stuírgeon Falls to Cache Bay,

Sturgeon
Sturgeon
on Lake

I believe
arrange-
Railway
Railway
and then

tlemen who have some knowledge of that
locality say. The hon. gentlemen in the
House of Commons representing the district
lnterested want this Bill in the form in
wvhich it passed the House of. Commons.
The hon. senator who represents the district
in this House moves to accept it as passed
by the House of Commons, and that ought
to be sufficlent reason for the House to
concur ln the suggestions made by the gen-
tleman Crom Lindsay and pass this Bill as
sent up from the House of Commons, elm-
inating the changes made by the Senate.
Doubts have been thrown on the minds of
'hon. gentlemen as to the wisdom of the
changes that were made by the Senate. It
seems to me, as an hon. member of this
House, that if we alter the Bill asked for
by the promoters in such a way that they
will not want it, and will not build the road,
we are simply killing the Bill ; in fact the
promoters, I believe, would just as soon have
no Bill at all as a Bill passed with these
two clauses. I think the hon. gentleman
from Toronto will agree that we had better
give them the Bill that they ask for, hoping
that they will go on and build the road, and
then nobody will suifer. If they do not get
the Bill in that fo:rm, they will not build the
road west of Verner.

run north, using some three miles of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. which will ac- Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I have not the slightest
commodate the people, and give them con- intention or desire of suggesting anything

nection with Lake Nipissing as well as the tha.t would have the effect of killing the
lake up north. The suggestion is made by
the hon. leader of the opposition that he
would like, if it were possible, to refer this
matter back to the committee, but that can-
not be done this session.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
not ?

Bill. That is not my idea in expressing tne
hope that It may be referred back to com-
mittee. On the contrary, I think there will
be no difficulty in getting the Railway Com-
mittee together, and the result may be that
with all this additional information, and the
statements my hon. friend has made, the
committee may come to the conclusion that

Hon. Mr. WATSON-There will not be they will agree to the amendments made by
time. It is almost impossible to get a com- the House of Commons, and that will end

mittee. I know that one committee was the whole matter.

called this morning, and could not hold a H
session because there was no quorum, and think I would be in order 10 move an amend
I know the other day that members of the ment b the amendment. The original mo-
House wio weire not members of the com-
mittee had to attend at the meeting, 10 tion is 10 concur and then there is a motion
enable the committee to do anything. In the
good judgment of this House we ought to second motion may be ln order.
approve of the suggestion of the hon. gen- Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do nol thlnk Il would
tIleman who represents that district, because be ID order 10 refer il back 10 the commlttec
I agree with the hon. gentleman from Wol- Without the universai consent of the House.
etey that we should accept what the gein- We have passed that stage and the malter
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Is being dealt with by the two Houses. The
question of dispute has arisen, and that is
not a matter for a committee to deal with,
except a committee of conference.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
committee of conference is only in case of
disagreement between the two Houses.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is what has hap-
pened in the present instance.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Is it not competent
for the House to send any matter to any one
of its committees Iby a vote of the majority.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think it.
Hon. Mr. McILLAN-How could we ar-

rive at the fact without it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The time to arrive at
the facts has practically gone by. The ques-
tion is whether we will give effect to the
wishes of those who own the charter.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Sub-
ject to the ruling of the Chair, if the motion
which I have suggested were to refer it
back to the Railway Committee to recon-
sider it, I think the hon. Minister of Justice
would be quite correct in the objection he
has taken, but that is not my motion. The
Senate was asked to poncur in the amend-
ment on the former occasion and the mo-
tion was made to refer it back to com-
mittee for further consideration. That was
voted down. That was a distinct and posi-
tive motion. The Bill was sent to the
House of Commons. The House of Com-
mons reject our am.endments, and send it
back to us. A motion is made not to insist
upon our amendments. An amendment is
noved that we insist upon the amendments.
I suggest to make the motion that the rea-
son given by the House of Commons be
referred to the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours for the purpose
of taking evidence as to the correctness of
the statements which have been made pro
and con by both sides. That is the position
I take.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That would not be
respectful to the Ilouse of Commons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Re-
spectful to the House of Commons ? I like
that. It would not be respectful to the
House of Commons for us to consider whe-
ther the reasons which they have given are
correct, or the reasons .which were given

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

to the Senate to induce them to take the
position they did were correct. We might
just as well say that the House of Com-
mons was disrespectful to the Senate. We
take action upon statements made to us
which we believe to be correct. The Com-
mons say that those statements are not cor-
rect ; ergo that is an insult to the Senate.
1 do not desire to be disrespectful to the
House of Commons by any means, but I
am in the position of my hon. friend to my
left (Hon. Mr. Allan). We bave had positive
statements made upon what we presume to
be good authority, or they would not be
made, by the hon. members from Halifax
and Marquette. I have drafted an amend-
aient as follows :

That thte reasons given by the Commons for
rejecting the aniendments made by the Senate
to Bill (118) be referred to the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, for the pur-
pose of considering such reasons and taking evi-
dence as to the correctness of the statements
nade by the promoters and those opposing the

Bill.

I am not wedded to the wording of this
motion. The wording may be cbanged. I
do not make this motion to defeat the Bill.
The chairman of the Railway Committee
tells me he will call a meeting for to-mor-
row.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I should like to say
that it appears to me it does not make any
difference what decision the Railway Com-
miLttee may reacli as to this Bill, that If
they see fit to stand by the amendments
made by them the other day it defeats the
Bill, for the reason that the promoters will
not build the road from Verner.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-How does the hon.
gentleman know ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I know from the
promoters, and if they will not accept the
Bill, and the Bill is of no use, you may just
as well reject it now in the House. I do not
for a moment suppose that the leader of the
opposition bas any Intention of killing
the Bill by referring it to the Railway Com-
mittee, but if the committee insist on the
amendments they made before remaining In
that Bill, it is of no further use to the pro-
moters. You might as well kill the Bi;l here
now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
does not change the matter one iota. If they
can establish the truth of the statements
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made by the hon. gentleman from Halifax
I will change my opinion at once and vote
for the Bill, and so I am quite sure other
members would.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The witnesses who
will speak with knowledge of the subject
are not, I presume, all here to-day, and if
the hon. chairman of the Railway Committee
should summon the Railway Committee for
to-morrow, the witnesses cannot be pro-
duced here from Sturgeon Falls, and pract-
ically it means killing the Mill. This matter
has occupled the time and attention of the
committee long enough, and the better way
is to dispose of It and let us go on with more
important business.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If Mr.
MNcHugh, the member who was promoting
this Bill, and the hon. senator from Lindsay
desire to have it postponed for two or three
days, I am sure the committee would do SO.
What I want to arrive at is who is telling
the truth in this matter.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-The hon. gentleman
from Halifax said the other day in this
House that there was no hurry to pass a
Bill because we would sit here for some days
more, and If the witnesses that he speaks
of cannot be here to-morrow, there is no
hurry, and they may be called for next week.
The House ought not to recede from the
amendments without fully understanding
whether they are right or not.

The Senate divided on the amendment to
the amendment, which was rejected by the
following vote :

Contents

Hon. Messrs.
Baker, Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Bernier, McKay,
Bolduc, McKindsey,
Boucherville, de McLaren,

(C.M.G.), MeMillan,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie), Montplaisir,
Carling (Sir John), Primrose,
Clemow, Vidal-16.
FergusonM

Baird,
Burpee,
Dever,
Dobson,
Fulford,
Gillmor,
Kerr,
Lovitt,
Mills,

Non-Contenta
Hon. Messrs.

O'Donohoe,
Perley,
Power,
Prowse,
Scott,
Templeman,
Watson,
Yeo,
Young.-18.

Hon. Mr. POWER-On the question of
orde,, the motion moved by the hon. gentle-
man from Lindsay is that the Senate do not
insist. This amendment to that motion is
a direct negative. The regular way is to
take the vote on the motion of the hon. gen-
tleman from Lindsay. I contend the hon.
gentleman is out of order.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-There is
no question the amendment is correct, only
It might be put in this way, to strike out all
the words after the original motion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like a ruling
on the question of order.

The SPEAKER-I do not know any rule
which would make the motion out of order,
particularly if made in the way suggested.
The question is on the amendment to the
main motion.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was rejected.

Contents

Hon. Messrs.
Allan, Ferguson,
Baker, Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Bernier, McKay,
Bolduc, McKindsey,
Boucherville, de McLaren,

(C.M.G.), MeMhllan,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie), montplaisir.
Carling (Sir John), Primrose,
Clemow, Vidal.-17.

Baird,
Burpee,
Dever,
Dobson,
Fulford,
Gillmor,
Kerr,
Lovitt,
Mills,

Non-Contenta:

Hon. Messrs.
O'Donohoe,
Perley,
Power,
Prowse,
Scott,
Templeman,
Watson,
Yeo,
Young.-18.

The SPEAKER-The question is now on
the main motion.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Call in the members.

Hon. Mr. POWER-They cannot vote on
the motion.

The Senate divided on the motion which
was adopted by the following vote :

Baird,
Burpee,
Dever,

Contents :
Hon. Messrs.

O'Donohoe,
Perley,
Power,
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Dobson,
Fulford,
Gilimor,
Kerr,
Lovitt,
Mills,

Prowse,
Scott,
Templeman,
Watson,
Yeo,
Young.-18.

Non-Contenta :
Hon.

Baker,
Bernier,
Bolduc,
Boucherville, de

Bowell (Sir Mackenzle),
Carling (Sir John),
Clemow,
Ferguson,

Messrs.
Macdonald (P.E.I.),
McKay,
McKindsey,
McLaren,
McMillan,
M<ntplaisir,
Primrose,
Vidal.-16.

SECOND READING.

Bill (93) 'An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for the
relief of the Servis Railroad Tie Plate Com-
pany of Canada, Limited.-(Hon. M;r. Mc-
Kay.)

CHINESE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION
BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Sir'MACKENZIE BOWELL-I shaL
postpone any remarks I have to make to the
third reading of the Bill.

The House resumed in Committee of the o'clock.
Whole consideration of Bill (180), ' An Act Prayers and routine procecdings.
respecting and restricting Chinese immi-
gration.' REMISSION OF FEES TO PROMOTERS

(In the Committee.) OF BILLS.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-What the committee had MOTION.
In view in the proposed amendment was th at
where a man, not of Chinese origin, who o
was married to a woman of Chinese origin, That the fees pald upen the fohlowing Bills:(> H An Act reapectîng the Great Easternthe children should take the same position()the blirenshoud tke ic sme osiionRailw&y Company,' (1) ' An Act respectlng the
as the wife herself. Sufb-clause 'd' of clause Montreal Bridge Company,' (J) 'An Act re-
4 readsspectng the Atanti and Lake Superior Railwayread asfohlws Company,' de refunided to the promoter, less

The expression 'Chinese Immigrant' means the costs of printlng and translation, inasmuch
any person o'f Chinese origin (Including any as it appears by the Votes and Proceedings ofperson either of wh>se pårents was of Chinese 1 the House of Commons, of date 29th and 30th
origin) entering Canada and no-t entitled to the June hast, that the said Bis have not been
privilege of exemption provided for by section passed by that House.

Tt tf this Act.

It was suggested, and I move, that that be
altered to read as follows :-

The expression 'Chinese Immigrant' means
any person of Chinese origin whose father was
of Chinese origin, &c.

The amendment was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then subsection 4 of
section 6, I think, would read more intelli-

gibly this way and correspond with the
change in subsection d. The addition
which I move Is :

And the chiliren shall be deemed to be of
the same origin as the father.

The amendment was agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.

SECOND READING.

Bill (176) 'An Act to Incorporate the South
Shore Line Railway Company.'-(Hon. Mr.
Gilimor.)

CUSTOMS TARIFF BILL.

REPORTED PROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (184) ' An Act to amend
the Oustoms Tariff, 1897.'
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Hon. Mr. McKAY, from the committee,
reported the Bill with amendments, which
were concurred in.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (11), 'An Act to amend the Pilotage
Act.'-(Hon. ýMr. Scott.)

Bill (182), 'An Act respecting the con-
struction of a Ibranch rallway from Char-
lottetown to Murray Harbour.'-(Hon. Mr.
Mills.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, July 5, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-1 think that increase
has taken place. This question was fully
discussed in the House of Commons, to
which House the tarif particularly belongs.
It was shown there that the preference has
contributed to an increase of trade with the
United Kingdom ; further than that, it bas
created in the mother country a feeling of
sympathy with and interest ln Canada wbkh

or non. gentlemen that the government of
.that time claimed that they were not giving
a preference to Great Britain-they dis-
claimed the use of the word 'preference'
altogether. It was to be a reciprocal tarif
.by which they were to give the same advan-
.tages to ail countries under the sun that
.would give us the benefit of a tarif equal
to what we were enacting. They were told

889

(In the Committee.) did not exist before the adoption of this

On the first clause, principle, and which is largely due to ItS
adoption. My hon. friend knows that, s0

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move the adoption of far as the mercantile and manufacturing
this clause. classes of the mother country are concerned,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend they had taken but littie lnterest In can-
might explaln to the House the principal ada, and had fot given us their moral Sup-
provisions of the Bill. port for a great many years towards immi-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot add anythingenterprise,
to what the Bill actually contains. My hon. argely because it was thought we had taxed

friend knows that In the Customs Tariff the products of the mother country unduly
trled kowsthatIn he ustos Trifwhule the products of Canada passed Into

which was adopted in 1897, there was a dis- the British market without belng snbjected
crimination in favour of the United King- te any special burden. We believe that the
dom and of certain of the colonies to the adoption of a reduction of 25 per cent ln
extent of 25 per cent. That discrimination, favour of the mother ceuntry was of very
under the provisions of this Bill, amounts to great advanta-e, and that the resuit of that
33J per cent, and in addition to that, there
is a provision that machinery of a class stiiad tht urer tep Isgiscrimnatln
not made in Canada, when Imported exclu- An ar th e te K ingdom ote x
slvely for use in factories for the manufac- tnt of te cnt
ture of beet root sugar, be admitted free
of duty. Those are ail the provisions of the Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am net one of

Bih.Thee A netingfurher ontine Inthose-indeed I do flot know if there are anyBill. There is nothing further contained inthe prefer-
it. There is the reduction of the discrimina-
tion in favour of the United Kngdom, andto
of certain colonies, to the extent of thirty- the proposai, ln the first Instance, was be-
three and a third per cent-just one-third less cause the government of the day seemed te
than the tax Imposed on Importations from imitate the instinct ef a certain beast of the
foreign countries. field that butts against a stone wall. They

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I would have ex- ltroduced a reciprecal tarif, ignoring alto-
pected my hon. friend would have given us gether the existence of a favoured natien's
Information as to the reasons which have clause and the German and Belgian treaties.
Induced the government to propose an ex- They introduced it ln that way first, and
tension of the preference given, in 1897- the resuit was they were met with adverse
that he would have furnished us with some criticism and gentlemen in the opposition
figures to show that this was a preference told the geverument then that they were
that really dld prefer-that In consequence attempting te do what they could not do.
of the success that had attended the It is true the gentlemen in the government
tion of the tarif In this particular Instance, were very sanguine that they were net at-
it was proposed to go a little further, and tempting anything that they had net the full
also, it mlght lead to the discussion of some and cemplete power te do. 1 have been
other questions ln connection with it. But, looking over some remarks made on that
at least, I thought we would be supplied i occasion, especially the observations ef gel-
with some Information bearing on the In- tiemen who took a very prominent part ln
crease of British trade as resultîng frou that discussion whn the resolutien was
the operation et tAe preferential tariff. introduced and t will be in th recolletien



.very plainly at that time by the gentlemen procal tarif ln the first instance, to a prefer-
In the opposition in the other branch of ence tarif. We gave then the preference to
parliament that they were taking a position England which the government said we were
that they could not carry out. Here are the not doing in 1897, and under whieh assu-
'words used by Sir Louis Davies in reply: rance the Premier had accepted the Cobden

When this resolution was tabled the hon. gen- medal. In support of wbat 1 have said, 1
tieman declared it an illegal and unconstitu- wisb to point out to this committee that be-
tionsa resolution. Can he lay bis finger upon a
single paragraph published in any newspaper fore the Iast election, this government, lu
of weight in the world endorsing that extra- dealing witb this question, proclalmed be-
vagant state ment of bis; can he produce the fore the country that it was fot simply to
opinion of a praminent lawyer or even of a
fledgling lawyer endorsing the absurd and ridi- give a preference, but they wanted a prefer-
culous statement made by him that the resolu- ence in return, and they believed they were
tion was unconstitutional and illegal. oing to get that preference. 1 wll just refer

It turned out that the gentleman who to what the Premier said in a speech in
.made this strong statement had to eat London, Ont., in 189G, before thelast election.
humble pie on the question before very long, It is as follows:
and the government itself had to come down We wOuld have for our goods a preference

and menditsresoutin, beaue itwaswhicb. would not be given to the goods of an-and amend its resolution, because it wasMr.
impossible that the Governor General Chamberlain, has core to the conclusion that
could have sanctioned the resolution as tbe time bas core wben it le possible withinthe bounds cf the empire for another step to
introduced first, in view of Lord Ri- be taken which wiii give to the colonies in
pon's despatch, of 1895. Finding their England a preference for their products over the
position was altogether untenable, the produets of other nations. What wouid be thepossibilities of such a etep If It was taken ? We
government had to amend their reso- sel our goads in England. We seli our butter,
lution in order to meet the objections Ou" cheese, ail our naturai products. But there

we have to, compete wlth similar produots from
which Sir Charles Tupper had raised at the the United States, fron Russia and other na-
outset, and which Sir Louis Davies declared tions. Just see what an advantage it wouid

to Canada If the wheat and cheese and butteý
no fledgling lawyer would be got to endorse. whicb we send to England be met witb a pre-
It was on the strength of this position, that ference over similar producte o! other nations.
they were giving no preference to Great Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, tbe new and progres-sive Secretary of the Colonies has declared that
Britain, that the Premier of the country, tbe time bas care when it le possible to discus
while in England, accepted the Cobden this question.
medal-with the distinct understanding, ap This fwas the deciaration o the Premier In
expressed by Lord Farrar wben he conferred London, and W Montreal a tshort time atter-
the mediE upon hlm, that 'If we ttoughet you wards he saidw:
intended, and your proposition meant a pre- In regard to this question of preferential trade
fereuce to Engrand over other countries, we I desire to Pay that Sir Charles Tupper is no

more l favour of the idea than I arn myself.isMy hope s-nay, my conviction is-that on the
occasion., He accepted the medal with the 23rd o! June the Liberal party will be at the
distinct understandin, that It was not a fead o! the poils, and that ilt wil be tbe Lberal

Spreferencewth Its Poly a revenue tarif, thatilin send commis oners to London to arrange
Later on, at the next session of parliament, for a baqIs of preferential trade.
the g5overument canged ail tgat. I do fot At thls tlime, after Sir Charles had ad-
kiow that there are any, eertainly not n dressed a meeting ln Montreal on the ques-
the opposition, that ever found fault 'with tion cf preferential trade, the Globe said :
giving a preference to England, but we did why should Sir Charles Tupper waste bis
.find fault with the Statement that wewantedo time and breatb n advocating preferentian trade
nothing in return for it, and we complalned when I e a polcy whicb every une in thin

Scountry will hold up hie hand la uport 0f.
that, on the The batt e bas to be ought tn England.
advised England not to give us anything lthe
returp for it. It was for that course on o ha
whlch the goverument took, ln 1897, wlth pon. ofr. sERGu SON-What was under-
regard to this; question that we flnd our- stood by preferental trade was a preference
selves in the position we OccuPY to-day. goven to products of the other parts of the
We are increacstng that preference now. In empire, and a reciprocal advantage given
1898 we converted what was called a reclp- for the product f our country over other

Hon. Mr. qERGUSON.
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countries. We do not find fault with the gov- It was no wonder that this declaration
ernment, and never would have raised any 1 created a considerable amount of surprise
objection if they had squarely proposed a In England. Mr. Chamberlain, who had
preference, In the first Instance, for Great been giving this question a good deal of
Britain, subject, of course, to the revoca- consideration, and who had on more than
tion of the Belgian and German treaties, but one occasion indicated his readiness te
we held that it should be coupled at least, depart from the strict principles of free
with an honest effort te obtain compensating trade In order te build up this grand idea of
advantages for the products of Canada in the Imperial unity-
markets of Great Britain and In the maxkets Hon. Mr. MILLS-Never.
of the other parts of the empire. Instead,
however, of taking that step, the Premier Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
of Canada, when he went to England ii says never, but fortunately I have the proof
1897, took an extraordinary course. After under my hand, and if my statement is chal-
declaring to the people of Canada, that he lenged, I will have no dif culty whatever in
was as favourable to preferential trade as producing it.
Sir Charles Tupper was, after pointing out Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
to the electors what they had to hope for hon. minister says that the hon. gentleman
on the accession to power of the Liberal has not got it.
party-because they were going to send a
commission to England to press this ques- me t r rt r. ChamberI sald ftr
tion of preferential trade, and owing to their me t r Wilfr Carain smmdia-
fair trade policy that they would have at
very much greater chance of getting it than teler eanda, d armting the
the Conservatives-after taking that posi- Premier and n nd at teeier oh
tion, the Premier, when he landed in Eng- Panada ad dar that he Premiot f
land, changed bis position entirely. , I will
be excused for readlng bis English remarks anytblng, that he ihad given this preferencepurelY eut of gratitude, and wanted Do pre-again, because It is important that they 1
should be kept on record. The leader of the ference from Great BrItain. Mr. Chamber-S ad lain said
government, WSen he lpoke on the fdrst Icm
casion, before the meeting wlth the provln- It woud have been hard enough to carrythrough the Idea-cPal Premiers, and befCre confereance Wath
the colonial mînister at ail, ln response to an What idea? The Idea he had been outinng
address of welcome when he met Lord Ilart- and disdussing and giving the sanction of his
lngton and othercs shortly atter bis arrivai, name and the great weight of his Influence
spoke as followsr to.

I oaim for the prmeent government t canada It would have been hard enough to carry
that tPey have panBed a reolution by which the through the idea, had ail the colonies
produts o Great Britain are admitted in the been persistent and enthusiastc advocates f
rate es our tarif at 12w per cent and next year t, but Canada des fnot favour it and New
at 25 per cent reduction. This we have done South Wales opposed it. These are the nleadng
not costing any compensation. There fl a clw: colonies and wit them n practical opposition

f our citizens who ask that aIl such conces It becoms Impossible and I would tot now
sins should be made for a 'quid pro que' thruch t with a pair af t tngh.
The Canadian gvernment bas ignored ailn He e wasiset and saintes of

rat ofou taif t 2½ er en an net earitbu anal dosesd nt faourited Nw

statement. We have done It because we owSos
a debt of gratitude to Great Britain. We this declaration. H0 felt- that a setback had
have done It because it ls no Intention of ours
to disturb in any way the system of free been given to this work upon which be bad
trade which has done so much for England. been inviting discussion and upon which he

Whad shown he entertalned advanced opinions

man might have left the people of England and opinions favourable te the colonies. My

to take care of their own Interests instead hon. friend said that Mr. Ohamberlain never

of being solicitous for what he imagined was took that position.

their interests. The extract continues : Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do say that he never

What we give you by our tariff, we give you took the position that my hon. friend takes.
In gratitude for the splendid freedom under on. Mr FERGUSON-My hon. frend
which we have prospered. It la a free gift. We Ho • -v g Lo by sei
ask no compensation. should have got Lord Rosebery set right
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also, because Lord Rosebery was entirely
of My opinion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-And English
statesmen do not speak except by the book.
Lord Rosebery said, after hearing Sir Wil-
frid's declaration:

Mr. Chamberlain had a proposal which had
some force and gained some strength, but It
must now be approached with the reverence due
to a corpse for Canada's Premier bas said that
if the British Empire is to be maintained it can
only be on the condition of the most absolute
free trade.

Here not only did Mr. Chamberlain hinself
recognize that a tremendous setback had
been given to this proposal at that time, but
his opponent, Lord Rosebery, taunted him

it h-1 I

It was emphatlcally proper for the Trades
Journal to say that It was extreme folly of
the Premier of Canada to tell the people of
England : ' We do not want you to disturb
ycur free trade polioy ; we give this as a
gift and we want nothing ln return for it.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Where is the Trade8
Journal published ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-In London, I
think.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think not. It is a
Canadian journal.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is an English
paper. It is not a Canadian journal.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is no paper in Canada of that name.

w dviLl got Lais siap i . f Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Werever the
said that Mr. Chamberlain's proposition had paper is publisbed it is a fair comment. It
some force and had acquIred some strength, must be published in England, when I look
and got considerable support, but now, I at it: it bears inlerent evidence of the fact.
was entitled to the respect only due to a The trend of events at that time-although
corpse, ln consequence of what the Canadian a tremendous set back was undoubtedly
Premier had said. I will now quote from given to it owing to Sir Wilfrid Laurier's
an influential journal of public opinion lin declaration n England-was in favour of a
Great Britain, the Trade Journal. During preference to the colonies. Our preferenceto
the jubilee discussion of 1897 that journal England was calculated, as my lon. friend
said: said, to create a good feeling towards Can-

From the day Sir Wilfrid landed ia Englafd ada, and give growth to h s Imperial senti-
until the day bee left pe seems to be obvious to
the act that in his mission ae was the repre- ment in Canada, as showing a close bond of
sentative of ail Canada. He seems rather to relationship that we recognize as letween
have imagined that lie was sent there for bisre
own self glorification and in the interets on n
bis party * * * WVhen lie arrived i E Eng- is no question that it was calclated, even
land lie found a large and influential section of if we did not gret It at the time, to bring
the politicians and press full of entliusiasm eover the preferentias policy of Canada, and about a correspodfng return. What con-
energetical y discussing the corresponding duty plained of at the time, and what I compiain
of finding some equivalant advantage which of now is, that the Premier of Canada de-
Great Britain migt confer on Canada, even
If by so doing it miglit be necessary to modify clared we did not want any return. Hie dld
the free trade poîîcy of the past fifty years * * not say absolutely that we would not ac-

* * It was an at of supreme folly for him
to tel the British government and people that oept it, but lie created the Impression that
Canada neither hoped nor deslred any prefer- Canada would not accept it eveii If it were
ence for its product on the markets of the
mother country. and i st of

the proposition to pncreare this preference
This is from an independent organ of com- by Si per cent. It will now, on some articles,

merdiai opinion ln Great Britain on that become when this last step is taken, lu re-
occasion. The opposition neCer entertaned alty a preference, whch It Is not l manY
eany objections to gvng a preference to cases up to he present tine, for lt le withln
Great Brtain or the colonies ln aur markets, the recollection of on. gentlemen that evie
even if, at the time, it was n ot met simul- goverment too very goo care to put many
taneously with a correspondng advantage articles to whch that preference ls appled,
in their markets, but we held this ground- about 5 per cent up before they allowed the
and that was the vew that Sir Wrlfrne a pl
Laurier and i s friends held before the
people of th s country-that the advantage Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should be mutual in some form or other. some cases 10 per cent.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-1 am entirely with-
in the mark when I say many articles which
had been 25 per cent were put up to 30,
others raised from 30 to 35 per cent, and so
on, and the reduction was so small and in-
appreciable that It was absolutely no pre-
ference except in the case of a very few
articles while it remained 12J per cent.
When it reached 25 per cent, it began to be'
felt, but felt only slightly, for I think the
trade returns show that the increase in our
trade with Britain has not been very great.
I am free to admit, however, that this fur-
ther preference which it is proposed to give
has every chance to become more effective
than the others were. What I find fault
with is, that coupled with these preferences,
is the empliatic declaration of the Premier
of Canada on record that Canada did not
wish for anything ln return for all this, and
the effect of that declaration has been to
very seriously retard that movement which
was growing up strongly In Great Britain
in favour of a preferential tariff within the
empire. To show that, notwithstanding all
that has been done, this sentiment is grow-
ing, I have to point hon. gentlemen to a
cablegram which appeared in our press a few
days ago. I have the Toronto Globe in mY
hand containIng a cablegram announcing the
meeting of the Chambers of Commerce, in
London, on the 28th of June, and hon. gen-
tlemen are aware that some of our boards
of trade during the last winter passed reso-
lutions looking to the imposition of customs
duty by Great Britain and all the colonies
on foreign produets for the purpose of de-
fence. A resolu,tion of that character was
passed by the Montreal Board of Trade,
and by the Board of Trade of the city of
Ottawa, and I think, wlth some slight modi-
fications, by the Toronto Board of Trade
and other boards of trade in the Dominion.
Some representatives of 'these boards of
trade attended the meetings of the confer-
ence, and it is a great gratification to find,
by the cablegram to which I have referred,
that this principle has been adopted by the
Congress of the boards of trade of the em-
pire, meeting in London, on the 28th of
June. The cablegram Is as follows :-

The Montreal resolution ln favour of a con-
ference on Imperial defence, and suggesting a
Smaîl uniform ad valorem import duty as the
best method for ail portions of the empire to
contribute, was carried, there being onlY one
dissentient.

The cablegram to the Star of the same
day corresponds with that. It says :

At the Chamber of Commerce meeting to-day
Mr. Hadrill proposed that the colonies should
contribute towards the Imperal army and navy,
and urged the Imperial government to convene
an Imperial conference to consider the whole
question. Mr. Geoffrion opposed the proposal.
He said Canada did the best she could for
defences out of sympathy, and did not desire
Irnperiai taxation. The resolution was adopted
with three or four dissentients.

Evidently the reference is to the same
resolution, and that resolution. we are told
by the Globe despatch, is the Montreal pro-
position. I have not been able to get the
Montreal resolution, but I have the resolu-
tion passed by the Ottawa Board of Trade,
which is practically the same-I think even
verbally the same, but it is the Ottawa
resolution I am reading. It Is as follows :

Resolution No. 1.-Whereas the second con-
gress of the Chambers of Commerce of the
empire declared, in 1892, 'That arrangements
should be divised to secure closer commercial
union between the mother country and her
colonies and dependencies,' and 'That a com-
mercial union within the British Empire on the
basis of freer trade would tend to promote its
permanence and prosperity.'

And whereas, it has been generally admitted
that the colonies should contribute towards the
cost of Imperial defence, and, as a matter of
fact, colonial forces have participated with those
of the United Kingdom, in defending the integ-
rity of the empire;

Therefore, be it resolved, that, in the opinion
of this congress, a certain degree of closer com-
mercial union among the countries of the empire
can be most conveniently established, a step
towarda the Introduction of inter-British free
trade most readily taken, and the responsibil-
ltes of each part of the empire most equitably
borne by providing a revenue for Its defence,
and other common Imperial purposes, from the
proceeds of a small uniform duty (over and above
those of the local tariffe, where any such are
levied) on ail importations from foreign coun-
tries into every part of the empire.

Resolution No. 2.-That this congress respect-
fully requbsts the president to appoint a depu-
tation to watt upon the Prime Minister of the
United Kingdom, and represent to hlm the
desirabllity of convening a conferenece of re-
presentatives appolnted by the governments of
the mother country, Its colonies and dependen-
cles, ta consider the subject and terms of the
foregoing resolution.

This resolution, I am told, is practically
the same as the Montreal resolution and I
may be permitted to read a letter to the
secretary Of the board of trade here from
the secretary of the board of trade of Mont-
real, whIch shows that this resolutOn 1s
substantially the resolution of the Montreal
Board of Trade.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What is the relevancy
of this to the Bill. ,
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The relevancy is and Her Colonies and Dependenoies,' and 'De-
just this: This congress has recognized fonces of the Empire,' and to express the coun-
thell's satisfaction that the views of Your boarddiepricipe o lmoslg asmal Cs- agree so well with the resolutions adopted by
toms tarif imposed on the productions this board on the saie subjects.
of foreign countries for the purposes 1 t it neeessary t read this letter,
of defence. It is for defence, but that because by lb the Board of Trade of Mont.
does not in the slightest degree reduce the real adopts, as it were, the Ottawa resolu-
importance of the proposition, because it tion and agrees entirely with lb, and lb
involves a preference for the colonies as throws a meaning on this cable stating that
against foreign countries. The moment that the chamber of commerce have agreed to
the empire in all its parts imposes for de- this proposition suggesting a small uniform
fence, or for any other purpoee, a duty as ad valorem duty for ail parts of the empire
against foreign trade we have really estab-
lished the principle of a commercial unionths proposition be-
within the empire, and I produce this to show fore them which 1 have read to the House.
that there is a strong growing opinion in ' submlt that bo the House as further evi-
Great Britain to take a step In advance on dence on thîs point, that lb is nlt by any
this question. I read this ln support of what means beyond hope that we might obtain
I have already stated, as to what Mr. Cham- this preference in the British market. The
berlain said, in 1896, what he said again, in action of this goverlment la decaring, as
1897, and the decarbionc wbicb he ba's put the Prmier i that we wanted no nrbfer-
on record on many occasions from that time ence, and
forward. I was going on to read the letter aainst t
of the secretary of the Board of Trade of find no f
Montreal, my object being to show that the preferenc
Ottawa resolution, which I have read, Is sub-
stantially the same as the Montreal resolu-h
tion which bas been adopted by this con- empire
gress of the boards of trade of Great Bri- a
tain.

Hon.
Hon. ïMr. SCOTT-Did I understand the commenc

hon. gentleman to say that the resolution whîîe he
had been adopted? yet It ha

Hon. Mr. PERGUSON-Yes. trade bel

ene, an

Hlon. Mr. SCOTT-No, the resolution was Tdey an
referred to a committee. Taea

that fro
lion. Mr. FERGUSON-The princîple was from, En

adopted. Ail that the conference could do They we
was te suggest. I quote that as showing i$31,0000M
that this question of preferential brade witc- the year
ln the empire--not to take ail and give'ence tari
nothlng, but for nintual defence or any ý,the lowe
other purpose-,to show that bhss proposition 6ably thi
is making substantiai progress In the mother tarif wa
country, because bhLs great representative tion was,
gathering bas, according te this resolublon, the decre'
uggested a unIforni customis tarif on the commenc

producbs, of forelgu couflbries. I wil1 flOW gîvlug on
read the letter of th-e sàcretary of the Board was pae

o Trade of MontrEUl to the Board ot Trade year, te
of the rsuy of Ottawan w d,000.

I beg to ackwowledge i'eeeiPt Of your cireuElar Importabi'
letter ed 22d i t. commu icatte the reTo reu-
tion of your board upon t1he subiecti f Cas 189, ter
merin Reutions btweeu the Mother Country crease l

Hon. Mr. FIDRGUSON.

advising them not to give lt, wars
the interest of this country. We
ault, as I have said, with giving a
e, because we believe that good

from it, and because we feel like
our good-will to all parts of the
but we do protest
the Premier ln 1897.

against the

r. SCOTT-The hou. gentleman
ed his observations by stating that,
was In favour of a preference tarif,
d really no marked influence on the
tween the two countries. That I
have before me an extract from the
d Navigation returns, and I find
n the year 1894 the Importations
gland were gradually falling off.
re: In 1894, $38,000,000 ; in 1895.
0l; ln 1896, $32,000,000. In 1897,
In which we introduced the prefer-
f, they were down te $29,000,000,
st point they had touched In pro-
rty years. When the preferentIal
s introduced, although the propor-
only one-eighth, it not only stopped
ase In Importations, but the Imports
ed to rise. Our preferential tarif,
ly Î reduction on the ordinary tarif,
ed on April 23, 1897. In that

Importations had fallen to $29,-
In the following year, 1898, the
ons had risen to $32,000,000. In
r had risen to $37,000,000, an In-
the first year of $3,000,000 ; and in
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the second year of $5,000,000. That is a
marked increase, because we know the tend-
ency of trade was to drift towards the United
States. There were many causes for that.
The United States manufacturers were pro-
ducing iron goods at a very much lower
value than they had for many years pre-
viously.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Will the hon. gen-
tleman state what was the corresponding in-
crease in the same period in the trade with
the United States ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That has nothing to do
with the question. •We were buying more
largely in tie United States, because we
were getting articles cheap. We were buying
steel rails in the United States as Great
Britain was. The United States were send-
ing over locomotives to Great Britain and
other countries in Europe. Certain con-
ditions had favoured the developinent of
iron manufacturers in the United States, and
they were getting ahead of other nations in
those manufactures in which iron is used.
Importations of articles into which iron
largely enters were increased largely. More-
over, to the benefit of our own people we
had placed on the free list very many ar-
ticles which were the raw material of our
manufacturers, and in tnat way we had
benefited our own people. We had given
them cheaper goods. We cut the iron duties
right in two to begin with.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI,-What
articles did you put on the free list other
than barbed wire and binder twine ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We reduced the duties
on iron one-half ln some lines and in others
more.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is not an answer to the question I asked.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is a very wide ques-
tion and it is only incidentally referred to
here. Granted that a corresponding increase
took place elsewhere, it does not affect this
question. Our people were able to buy more,
and the English exporter was seeking Can-
ada for a market. I have shown that In
1897 British imports had fallen to $29,000,000
and I have shown a revival after the adop-
tion of the preference tarif, which ought to
clearly carry conviction to the mind of any

hon. gentleman who is open to a fair judg-
meit that it had a marked effect at al!
events. I an glad to say in the last year,
when the full reduction of 25 per cent took
place, for the thiee-quarters of the year
ending with 1900, the importations from
Britain were $34,906,000, and allowing for
the other quarter, the proportion being
the same, it would be eight million five
hundred and six thousand, the importa-
tions would have risen to $42,632,000, a point
they had not reached for the last eight or
ten years. That is pretty conclusive. At ail
events, it has resulted in improved trade.
The Britisi people believe so. They think
there has been some advantage. It has been
an advantage. Would we have imported as
much from Great Britain had we met im-
ports from Great Britain with the same
tarif as against all other countries ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, I
do not think we would. We would have
manufactured them ourselves.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-The hon. gentleman says
we would have manufactured them our-
selves. We would not have got them as
cheaply if we had.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
are not discussiug the question of cheapness.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman en-
deavoured to confuse the methods by which
we adopted the preferentiaI tarif. He has
not found fault with our reaching the goal,
but he says we reached it by devious ways,
that we did not proceed in the way we
intended at first to proceed. Well, we pro-
ceeded in the way that brou.ght success, and
that is the moet important point. For the
last thirty years Canada had been hampered
with this favoured nations clause. It was
inserted in the treaties with some countries
before confederation, and when ,Canadas
voice was not so strong, perhaps, as it la
in the court of St. James to-day. We were
hampered. There was no use attempting
to create any tarif in favour of Great Bri-
tain until we got rid of the favoured nation
clause, and as hon. gentlemen know, we
went at ln our own way. We decided that
we would not admit foreign goods on the
sa.me plane as British goods. The law offi-
cers maintained that our law was bad, that
we had no power to do It, that we were
i legislating against Imperial interests. Well,
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we said, we recognized what Canadian inter-
ests are, and what Imperial interests are,
and it Is our view that those treaties have
to be disallowed. We knew very well, with
two such important countries as Germany
and Belgium, Germany being a great ally
of Great Britain, and Belgium. a warm
frlend, that it was a delicate thing for
Great Britain to say to them : ' Canada de-
mands that we annul the treaties that have
been prevailing for thirty or forty years.'
Great Britain had many advantages in
German and Belgian ports. The treaty was
consIdered of very great importance to Great
Britain. Yet we took a firm stand. We
sald : 'We are going to maintain that we
will not allow those goods to come ln, not-
withstanding there is a treaty.' The law
officers stood by the Imperial view. Yet ln
the end we conquered and had our way,
and a proclamation was made ln due course
and the Belgian treaty was revoked, and
the German treaty was revoked. The hon.
gentleman says we then decided on the
preference to Great Britain. We did that
for very man3 reasons wholly apart from
any corresponding advantages which could
be had. We knew that there was an equi-
valent already given. It was not a ques-
tion of barter ln the future. We recognized
that Canada was being protected by the
British -government all over the world, that
our citizenship, as part of the empire, was
recognized ln aUl countries over the universe,
and we had the benefit of the British con-
suls and British ambassadors at the varlous
courts and that was something of extreme
value. We had her fleets on the Atlantic
and Pacific coast defending our shores. We
had an Imperial garrison stationed at Hall-
fax. Ail that was more than an equivalent
for what we were offering Great Britain.
The hon. gentleman says 'Oh, but you could
have got something more equivalent.' I deny
that mostmphatically. It Is absolutely im-
possible. Even If we had withheld the prefer-
entlial tariff and made it a matter of bar-
gain, we could not have overcome British
opinion ln the short 9pace of one, two, three,
four, five or six years. The hon. gentlemam
says that Sir Wilfrld Laurier made a speech
at London. I daresay he did-probably made
the very speech the bon. gentleman bas
read. I do not doubt It. He was hopeful,
like a good many others, that something
could be done, but when Sir Wilfrid Laur-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

1er got to England and found himself ln the
atmosphere of the men who governed the
destinles of that country, he knew perfectly
well that it was Idle to propose any sucb
thing. He would have made himself ridicu-
lous if he had announced it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIID BOWELL-Then
why did he advocate it in Canada ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He did not advocate
It. He said: ' We do not ask an equivalent.'
He knew he could not get it. It would have
been like the boy crylng for the moon. It
was an absolute impossibilty. It was not
within the range of posibiitles that you
could convert the opinions of forty millions
of people ln a short time and make them
tax their bread and meat ln order that Can-
adians might gain some slight advantage of
a few cents a bushel on their wheat. The
Canadian publie are too patriote, and there
is too much loyalty.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Why was the Pre-
mier talking that way ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-We are all talking that
way. I would like to get it, but it is abso-
lutely Impossible.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-That is a beautiful
way to get it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have under my hand
the official proceedings of the chamber of
commerce, just before the Premier went to
London. At tIat chamber of commerce al
the representatives of the British industries
attended, and not only they, but the Austral-
ian colonies, South Africa and ail the other
colonies.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
was there.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My hon. friend wllI re-
colleet, probably, what Mr. Chamberlain
said on that occasion. I will read in order
that his memory may be refreshed. Mr.
Chamberlain was preslding. The question
came up. The colonies were anxious to get
some equivalent. Mr. Chamberlain said:

Well, I pass on to. the second propos5a which
has been laid before a similar congress to this,
wbich found expression at the great congress at
Ottawa a year or two ago-that is a proposai
which bas been favoured by some of our prin-
cipal colonies and described with great force
and eloquence by leading colonists, and it 10
the very reverse, ln spirit at any rate, of the
proposai which I have just been considering.
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Mr. Chamberlain's view was that If it was
possible at all, it could only be by the
establishment of a zollverein. as in Ger-
many ; that If the colonies were prepared
to open their doors and admit British manu-
factures free of duty, while keeping up a
duty against all the world. then it might
be considered. How would that suit my
hon. friend ? How would it suit the pro-
tective tariff ? All our industries would go
by the board. It would not be possible.
No man having any regard for the vast
sums of money now invested in Canadian
industries could think of accepting a pro-
position of that kind. It would entirely
change all the conditions existing ln Can-
ada.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I did not
quite understand what the lon. Secretary
of State read. Mr. Chamberlain said that if
the colonies would abolish their tarif
against England-what would England give?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Mr. Chamberlain did
not say what he would do, but he said that
was one of the things that might be dis-
cussed-that that was a possibility, that if
ail the colonies and Great Britain estab-
ished a zollverein, as ln Germany, free
trade between themselves, it was a propo-
sition that might be diiscussed. He did not
say that even that could be carried at the
present time, but it was one that was rea-
sonably fair on the fPa.ce of it, and would
form the basis of a fiscal arrangement be-
tween the colonies and the mother country.

Hon. Mr. McMLILLAN-That was the year
before.

Hon. Mr. SCOTp-That does not make any
difference. Things do not move quite 80
fast in England. Mr. Chamberlain con-
tinues :

For whereas the first proposai requires that
the colonies should abandon their systen inl
favour of ours, this proposai requires that we
shouzld aba'don our system in favour of theirs.

One system was that we should abandon
our protective policy and allow British
goods to come in free, and the other was
that they should pay a duty on foreign
goods and allow Canadian products to come
in. The extract continues :

It is, In effect, that while the colonies should
be left absolutely free to impose whatever pro-
teetive duties they please, both upon foreign
Countries, and upon British commerce, they

should be required to make a small discrimina-
tion in favour of British trade, in return for
which we are expeoted to change our whole
system, and to Impose duties on food and on
raw materials. Well, gentlemen, I express again
my own opinion when I say there is not the
slightest chance that in any reasonable time
this country, or the parliament of this country,
would adopt so one-sided an agreement.

Those are the views of Mr. Chamberlain.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-What is the hon.
Secretary of State reading from ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am reading the offi-
cial report of the Chamber of Commerce at
wlch Mr. Chamberlain was present ln 1896.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If the hon. Secre-
tary of State will read fully from it he will
find it supports the view I expressed.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-I am reading the lan-
guage Mr. Chamberlain gave expression to.
I am reading where he speaks of the two
propositions, and I am going to read it
through, as far as the propositions are con-
eerned. It continues:

The foreign trade of this country Is no
large, and the foreign trade of the colonies Is
comparatively so smal, that a smal1 prefer-
ence given to us upon that foreign trade by the
colonies would make so slight a difference, would
be of so alight a benefit to the total volume of
our trade, that I do not believe the working
classes of this country would consent to make
a revolutionary change, for what they would
think to be an infiniteimal gain.

That is Mr. Chaniberlain's opInion. Then,
again, he goes on to discuss the other ques-
tion. I need not take up the time of the
House ln reading it. He was only ex-
pressing an individual opinion, but he said
if any change could take glace it would be
on the basis of a zellverein. It happened
at that meeting there was a gentleman, a
strong protectionist, sent from a city ln this
country, that probably bas more advanced
views on protection than any other clty ln
Canada. I refer to Toronto. A gentle-
man who has a seat in the other House, Mr.
Osler, was present at 'the meeting and pre-
pared a resolution ln the direction my hon.
friend from Queen's has been suggesting,
that some preference should be given to
Canada in compensation for our preference
tariff. Mr. Osler heard the views of those
about him. He heard the opinions of the
British representatives of the varlous boards
of trade, and of the varlous members of
parliament who were present at this meet-
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ing, because it was a gathering of the lead-
ing commercial minds of Great Britain.
What does Mr. Osler say ? He says:

I will only repeat that in Canada we believe
that certain concessions must be made if we
are to get England to join us in a federation,
and I think as Canadians we are wiuiIng to
make these concessions. We believe It will be
for our own interest and for the interest of the
empire that we shou-ld do so. I thoroughly agree
with al that Mr. Chamberlain has said that it
is impossible for us to have in the meantime
Great Britain imposing a duty upon their food
products.

Can anything be more positive, can any-
thing be more clear or more direct than that
language ? A representative sent over from
Canada to advocate the adoption of a pre-
ference for Canadian products ln the British
market regards that as hopeless. He uses
the word 'impossible.' He finds public
opinion strongly against it. I admit there
are men in Great Britain who would like
to see it brought about. Some fifteen years
ago a number of gentlemen there favoured
Imperial federation, and they kept it up for
twelve or thirteen years. It dragged out.
Imperial federation was dead when this
government took It up, and revived it simply
by the adoption of the preference clause ln
our tariff. That gave new life and spirit
to it, and the feeling is stronger to-day in
Great Britain than it was at any time dur-
ing the fifteen years in which that loyal
association known as the Imperial Federa-
tion existed. They saw It was hopeless.
There are many who will make speeches in
favour of it, but take the 700 men who com-
pose the House of Commons ln Great Bri-
tain do you su pose you would get one-
tenth of them to vote for it? No, you
would not get one-twentieth to vote ln
favour of the proposition. When Sir Wil-
frid found himself in such an atmosphere
as that, would he not make a virtue of
necessity, and say : 'Oh, we do not expect
it; we do not look for it.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
was not called UPon to say anything.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-It was a pleasant com-
pliment for him to say what he did-what
any one else would say under the circum-
stances. Will the hon. gentleman tell me,
in the face of that language, that It was
any use to propose such an offer ? It
would be quite idie. The hon. gentleman
says: ' Oh, but at the congress in Ottawa,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Montreal and Toronto, and the boards of
trade all over tbey have asked for it.' I
daresay they have. They would like to
get it very much, but it is perfectly idle for
them to make a proposition. Hon. gentle-
men opposite seem to be trying to make the
people in the country believe that we are
throwing away our chances and giving up
the opportunity of our lives to secure some
equivalent for this preference, and they
would say to the farmer: 'It would be an
enormous advantage if you could get three
or four cents a bushel for your wbeat more
than the farmers of the United States are
getting.' Of course it would, but it ds impos-
ing on the credulity of the people to suggest
it. It is assuming the farming element of
the country have not common intelligence.
Any of them who read the press, and who
know the condition of things in Great Bri-
tain know that Great Britain could not
maintain her supremecy if she attempted
to make it more expensive for the working
classes of Great Britain than it is to-day ?
If she is to have a large trade with China
and Japan and large parts of Africa, is it
not due to the fact thaît she ean manufacture
more cheaply than other countries can? And
we are to ask her, as an equivalent for what
we are off-ering, to tax the people of Great
Britain ln order that Canada may be bene-
fited. I think there is more patriotism In
Canada than that. I think we are living on
a hlgher plane. We are more independent.
Our people do not need it; and if we put it
to the Intelligent farmer of Canada whether
he thinks it would be a fair thihg that the
40,000,000 should be taxed in order that
the farmer in Canada should get a cent or
two more on his wheat, he would, say: 'No,
I am too independent for that, I can make
my living without making the food dearer
to the workingman ln England.' But the
opposition on the platform in the country
tell us that Sir Wilfrid Laurier threw the
chances away. They quote the Duke of
Devonshire, but he disowned afterwards
ever having made a statement that it
was-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No, he did not
disown it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-His letter Is on record.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have h-is letter.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The

hon. Secretary of State is putting a strained
meaning on the language.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am very glad this
question has come up, because public at-
tention will now be directed to it at the
present conference sitting in London to-day.
When the resolution was first proposed it
was hissed at. It did not get a respectable
hearing, and they said: 'Surely you will
allow it to go to conference and allow it to
be discussed.' They said certainly, they re-
cognized that that was a fair proposition,
but that did not commit those who opposed
it at first to adopt it afterwards. The
Manchester school, who were very strong at
the chamber, said: 'Oh, Canadians will have
a perfect right to place their views before
the chamber.' That is proper, at the
chamber where the utmost freedom of dis-
cussion exists, where every one has a right
to speak, but if they assume for a moment
they are going to carry the Chamber of Com-
merce in favour of our getting a preference
ln the British market, they will be very
much disappointed. That is all I can say.
I hope the public attention of this coun-

the benefit of it, and I think that hon.
gentlemen ail recognize that Canada to-day
stands on a very much higher plane than
she did in 1896, that Canada bas bloomed
out into what is called a young matron, and
the British people now regard Canada as
entitled to a very different stand in regard
to Imperial questions than on the former
occasion. It has even been suggested by
the British press that, in the arrangements
to be made ln South Africa, Canada ought
to have a voice, that Canada's suggestions
should be of value, that Canada's experience
with the two races, and Canada's success
under the government since confederation
has been so marked that our volce is en-
titled to very great weight in the conference
which may take place. All this is the best
possible proof that we have moved for-
ward, and are still moving forward on the
lines I have indicated. I am glad the hon.
gentleman from Marshfield approves of the
present 33 per cent preference. Without
affecting our Industries at all, it will have
the effect of cheapening in a very great de-
gree some Important articles that the great
body of the people use.

try will be drawn to it, in order that the Hou. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend the
public mind will be educated on the sub- Secretary of State claims that the gov-
ject. It is exceedingly fortunate, at the ernment are entitled to credit for having
present period, that this chamber Is meet- secured the abrogation of the German and
Ing, because it would be a very good way Belgian treaties. Now, my hon. friend, If
of wiping away the cobwebs from this he will simply look over the history of that
question, the attempt to make it appear question-t is a matter of history now-
that the Liberal party in some way or wili find that the action of the government
another sacrificed the rights of this coun- oa that question was precisely what the
try. The Liberal party have accomplished action of lts predecessors had been, what
what the Conservative party never could the action of the conference whlch met ln
accomplish. They were quite as anxious as this chamber ln 1894 was, in calling for the
we were to abolish the German and Bel- abrogation of these treaties. There ls no
gian treaties, but they did not go about it in question that the present goverumeat were
the right fashion-just as they were anxious exactly ln une with their predecessors on that
to secure the recognition of our debenture question. But it ls equally well known, aad
stock in the trustee list. They had been certain as a matter of hLatory, that It was
pressing it for ten or fifteen years. They not the action of the goverament 0f can-
did not get there. We did, that is just the ada alone, or of aay one coiony that brought
difference. We did not allow ordinary ob- about the abrogation of these treatiel. Mr.
structions to stand ln the way of repealing Jhamberlain is on record as gaylag that when
the Belgian and German treaties. We In- he fouad al the colonial Premiers were unan-
sisted on It being done, and it was done. imous ln demandiag the abrogation of these
Hon. gentlemen may find fault and criticise treaties, that the Imperl government were
our methods of doing it. Success is the thus led to do It. Lt was fot because the
great criterion. Did we accomplish It? government of Canada had done precisely
Did we succeed in what we were about? what its predecessors lad done, but becase,
We certainly dwd, and we are now reaping at tie meeting of aci the colonial Premiers,

57ý
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there was unanimity. As Mr. Chamberlain Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.
said, when they found tlhat point was reach-
ed, they saw what their duty was and dbd it. Hon. -r. FERGISON-My lon. triend,
My hon. friend accuses me and my friends the Secretary of State, I notice, has,
of going before the people of this countrv ln referring to that chamber of coi-
and pointing out to them what a great ad-
vantage it would be to get a preference on
their products in Great Britain, and he
charges us with doing this, and that it is
idle for us to do it. That is exactly what
the Premier of this government did in 1896.
He said :

We would bave for our goods a preference
which would not be given to the goods of an-
other nation. That practical statesman, Mr.
Chamberlain, has come to the conclusion that
the time has come when it is possible within
the bounds of the empire for another step to

merce speech of Mr. Chamberlain in
1896, committed the same fault that he did
when this question was discussed before
ithe House two years ago. He read, I will
not say a garbled extract, but a very limited
extract from that speech. He divorces this
extract from the context to such an extent
as to quote Mr. Chamberlain directly op-
posite to the views that he expressed in the
general tenor of that speech. Now, I will
read wliat he did say. I turn to page' 5 of
this report. He says

he taken which will give to the colonies in
England a preference for their products over the
products of other nations. What would be the O progress whlch have been suggested to ac-
possibilities of such a step if it was taken ? We cmplish Ibis grent object. The ftrst of them
sell our goods in England. We sel] our butter, s a proposai that the colonies ehould abandon
our cheese, all our natural products. But there their own fiscal syster and should accept ours;
we have to compete with sirnilar products fron that they should carry out fully the doctrines ot

theUnled tats, romRusia ud the u ' free trade; that they should open their marketsthe United States, from Russia and other na-
tions. Just see what an advantage It would be not oaly to us but to ail the world; and that
to Canada if the wbeat and cheese and butter they should abandon entlrely the protective
which we send to England be met with a pre- duts, upon which now they rest very largely
ference over similar products of other nations for the revenus which they oollect. That is a
Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, the new and progres- proposal which Is supported by the Cobden Club
sive Secretary of the Colonies, has declared that by extrene-I suppose I ouglt to say orthodox-
the time has come when it la possible to discuss free traders, and there Is, no doubt, n great
this question. deal to be said for It I do fot deny that pos-

sibly It miglit lie, for ail concerned, the beat
This was in London, and he pointed out ln lution. (Hear, hear). At the sare tire, Iamn bound to point out that that would not
that Speech what an enornous advantage brlng about commercial union ln the sense in
it wouold le to the farmers of Canada to bave which we have generally understood the word,because that wou d be n the direc-
their products adiltted free in Great Brit- tion o cosmopolitan union, but it wou d
adn. We are not alone ln pointiug out the offer no peculiar advantage to the trade

o! the empire as such. But, to My

freetrade;t thatd the shul open theirr marit

advatageIt wul ie t ourfarmrs. i md, a mnuch more fatal objection is the fact
Wllfrid toolk exactly the samne position Up to, that, speaking generally, the colonies will not

adopt this proposa. We must consider l , there-tore as couns l o perfection and If we are toUhardes Tupper was wasting ihis breath 'wat until the colonies generaily are converted
talklng about Jt, because we were ail, to our view in regard by the advantage uf free

trade, let us recognize the tact that n tbat case0f the saie opinion. The bon. gen- 1we must postpone the hope o! a commercial
tiemas now bays when we talk that union m the Greek Kalends. (aughter andsear, Hear). Gentlemen, freA trade in thI.
way it le ldle talk, and lie does notwa mt coundry has been deveped, no doubt to the
tohave these speeches of hie own leader and great advintage o! this country for the period

0ecf ba a century (hear, bear) but, In spite ofthei pouctofis ad e frte iret bfrilt at, it ha made no converts. We do not fInd,
the electors ; but, nothwithstnndlng these n nd again 1 amn speaking generally because I
deciarations of Sir W lfrid Laurier, not o kn oW there are exceptions, we do not find that

Sthere Is any onsiderable approach to our system
thant he was in favour of it, not oly that on the part o! te colonies and there lh no ap-
preferential trade meant an advantage for proach at aIl b It on the part o! forelgn
our products in Great Britain, but bis con- countrip's. (Hear, hear.)

I pans on then to the second proposai which
tention wns that on the 23rd o! June, when ban been laid before a bamilar congrest ho thin,
talng a returned the Liberal party to hich found expression at the great congres

oeld fn Ottawa a year or two ago. This le a
power, tAhey would get Il. Now, my hon. proposai whlch bas been advocated wlth great
friend turns round and saye that wben we force and eloquence by colonts and Is the

revewse-in spirit at any rate-to the proposaadvocate and recomend the very sane whch I bave just been considering. For where-
policy as Sir Wilfrid Laurier did, that It le as the firt requires tlin the colonies should
merel y ide talk. abandon their yotem lu fravour o ours, this

proposaIo requires tat we shruld abandon bur-
Hon. Mr. FERGUON.
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system in favour of theirs; and it is in effect
that, while the colonies should be left absolutely
free to impose what protective duties they please
both upon foreign countries and upon British
commerce, that they should be required to make
a small discrimation in favour of British trade
in return for which we are expected to change
our whole system and to impose duties on food
and on raw material (hear, hear). Well, gen-
tlemen, I express again my own opinion when I
say there is not the slightest chance that within
any reasonable time this country, or the parlia-
ment of this country, would adopt so one-sided
an agreement.

Hon. gentlemen will notice that Mr. Cham-
berlain was discussing the question by first
stating the extreme view of the Cobdeu
Club and now he is stating the extreme pro-
tection view :

The foreign trade of this country is so large
and the foreign trade of the coiony is compara-
tively so small that the small preference giveni
to us upon that foreign trade by the colonies
would make so small a difference, would be sa
small a benefit to the total volume of our trade,
that I do not believe the working classes of this
country would consent to make a revolutionary
change for what they would think to be an
irfinitesimal gain (hear, hear). Well, then, gen-
tlemen, you will see that so far we have onlY
arrived at a deadlock.

He has now stated the extreme view on one
side. and the extreme view on the other.
Here is what my hon. friend did not read :

We have a proposai by British free traders
which is rejected by the colony and we have a
proposai by colonial protectionists which js re-
jected by Great Britain. We have, therefore, if
we are to make any progresa at all, to seek a
third course, a course in which there shall be
give and take on both sides, in which neither
side will pedantically adhere to preconceived
conclusions, in which the good of the whole shall
subirdinate the separate interests of the parts.

Why did not the hon. gentleman rend
that ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I explained that.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have read
showing that Mr. Chamberlain presented the
extreme view of English free traders, which
lie said was thoroughly Impracticable. He
then showed the extreme view of the colonial
protectionists, and was equally explicit in
saying that nothing could be accomplished
on that line.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is your line ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No. There must
be give and take, as Mr. Chamberlain says ;
every one knows that. Here Is the resolution
Of the Toronto Board of Trade :

Resolved that in the opinion of this confer-
ence the advantage to be obtained by a closer
union between the various parts of the British
Empire are so great as to justify an arrange-
ment as nearly as possible of the nature of azollverein based upon principles of the freest
exChange of commodities within the empire,
consistent with the tariff requirements incidental
to the maintenance of the local government of
each kingdom, dominion, province or colony,
now forming part of the British family of
nations.

Here Is Chamberlain's clear pronouncement
that on the line indicated in that resolution
of the Toronto Board of Trade, he saw the
germ of a practical solution of the question.
Now, why did not my hon. friend read this
instead of reading what Mr. Chamberlain
was putting forward as the view of the
extreme protectionists who would adhere to
their extreme view in endeavouring to reach
a solution of this question.

That resolution I understand to be one for
the creation of a British zollverein or customs
union which would establish at once practically
free trade throughout the British Empire.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
should let me finish the sentence, and the

Hon. ur. FERGUS ON-My houn. re: let us hear what lie eaid:
read out a short extract, divorced from its But wauld bave the cantrcting parties free
context. in order to create an impression lin ta make their own arrangements with regard
the House the reverse of what Mr. Chamber- to duties upon foreign goods.
lain stated :

I admit, that, if I understand it correctllY, I
find the germs of such a proposai in a resolution
which is to be submitted to you on behalf Of
the Toronto Board of Trade.

Now, I have that resolution of the Toronto
Board of Trade here I will read it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He gives bis own inter-
pretation of the resolution of the Toronto
Board of Trade as he would apply It. If
my lion. friend wil continue readlng Mr.
Chamberlain-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, foreign goods.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
perslsts in applauding before he hears the
whole thing out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have read it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It goes on:

Except that this is an essential condition of
the proposai that Great Britain shaNi consent to
replace moderate duties upon certain articles
which are of large production in the colonies.
Now, if I have rightly understood it, these
articles would comprise corn, meat, wool and
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sugar, and perhaps other articles of enormous this House. ie has discussed this ques-
consumption in this country which are at
present largely produced ln the colonies, and tion on several Occasions ; he has read those
wtlch might be under such an arrangement extracts on several occasions, and I am
wholly produced in the colonies and wholly sure the House and those who have readproduced by British labour. On the other hand,
as I have said, the colonies, whide maintaining the speech of the hon. gentleman will be
their duties upon foreign imports would agree familiar both with the hon. gentleman's
to a free interchange of commodIties wlth the .
rest of the empire, and wouild cease to place own sentiments and with those expressed in
ýprotective duties upon any product of British the document from which he bas quoted.
labour. That is the principle of the German Now, my hon. friend would lead the countryzollverein : that la the principle which underlies
the federatIon of the United States of America, to suppose that the views which he has just
and I do not doubt for a moment that if it were now expressed, and whidh are contained Inadopted It would be the strongest bond of union
between the British race throughout the world. the third proposition of Mr. Chamberlain

I are those which he himself and others with
Ip have rend straigelt along the whole whom he is associated have hitherto ad-epeeeh, and hon. gentlemen will ee how vocated. I beg to say that there is noentlrely ey ron. freud divorces th short foundation whatever for that vlew. Theextract he read fron the context, ani en- Conservative party in the House of Com-deavoured te create an Impression In the mous have over and over again pressedclouse entorely dierent from w at t was their views as to what ought to be the com-calculated to create. My statement was, mercial policy of the empire and while theywhaen I addressed the committce before, have said that Canada ought to make con-that Mr. Chamberlain bad indicated that cessions ia their case it lias been isaid those

hie was favourable to a commercial zoll- concessions ouht t e made on condition
vered or union of the empire commercially concere ought to be a onecodtion
by which there would. be duties which that there ought not te be a one-sided ar-

would help the trade of the empire as rangement such as we have made by ths
against the trade of foreign countries. Hon. preferential resolution that the British gov-

gentlemen who read this document will find ernment ought to give a quid pro quo for
that he most clearly indicated that he was the concessions that Canada makes whiletha li mot ceary ndiate tht le w.siaiposing a lower tariff on the products of
in favour of that principle, and notwith- ipsindusr tar te poe of
standing that declaration and a similar British industry than trey impose on the
speech that he made before the Canada products of foreign countries. The hon.
Club, in 1896, notwithstanding he had him- gentleman reads this extract from Mr. Cham-

self before the elections declared that berlain. I ask the attention of the House to

the Liberal party returned as they that third proposal. Mr. Chamberlain, In

would be on the 23rd of June would send the first place, points out the English view-

a commission to E-gland to arrage for a the view adopted by both parties there,
preferential trade which he explained in that haprevailed in their legislation and in

London, a short time before, would be a their commercial poliy for a period of half

preference for our produce. Notwithstand- a century, and that is the principle of free

ing all this the Premier of this country went trade-no taxation on commerce. He also
to England and there declared they were refers to the Canadian view, the second
giving this preference from love and affection proposition. Now, that second proposition
and did not wish for anything In return, is the oe which the lion. gentleman has
and he pointed out to the English people hitherto advocated-the view whieh the gov-
that it would not be in their lnterests to do ernment of wbk'h he was a member pressed
it, that they had this grand free trade prin- on the attention of the Imperlal authorities,
eiple to maintain, and t wa s worth main- and to which the Imperlal authorities refus-
taining. That was his Point, that England ed to give any attention. The third proposi-
thould notdisturb this great free trade prin- tion is a proposition for a zollverein-some
'uple for the sake Of giving ane advantage sort of a commercial union between the
to thefcoonies. mother country and the varlous dependencies,

in which the principle of free trade shall be
Hon. Mr. MILLS--Hon. gentleman are practically established between the mother

qulte familiar with the views whichi my country and all the dependencles lu the
hon. friend opposite bas expressed, because same way as there is free trade between
be has expressed them very frequently in the different states of the American union.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.
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That is what he says : free trade as It
exists in Canada between the different pro-
vinces. We have no power here to Impose
a tax as between provinces. Our polIcy is
interprovincial free trade, and Mr. Cham-
berlain's proposition is that there shaH be
inter-Imperial free trade between the United
Kingdom and ail portions of the empire.
Does the hon. gentleman favour that ? Has
he ever advocated that ? Is he prepared
to say that English goods shall come free
into the Canadian market on condition that
Canadian goods get free into the English
market ? When did the Conservative party
adopt that view ? It is perfectly clear the
hon. gentleman opposite Is, unintentionally
no doubt, but Je in fact, misleading the
House and would mislead the country by
bis remarks as he bas this day made them.
It is perfectly plain, trom the statement
of Mr. Chamberlain, that bis motion is that
a compromise would be to establish free
trade between all parts of the empire and
to leave each dection to tax the products of
foreign countries as it might sec proper.
That is Mr. Chamberlain's proposition. Is
that a proposition which the hon. gentleman
is prepared to support ? Is that a proposi-
tion which he says Sir Wilfrid Laurier is

to b'ame for not having accepted, and for
not having encouraged ? Now, that is the
hon. gentleman's statement here to-day, but
if hon. gentlemen will look at the discus-
sion which took place on this question in
the House of Commons they will flnd senti-
ments very different from that expressed,
and that the Conservative leaders in the
House, and their supporters have committed
themselves to a very different proposition.
It is a proposition In favour of the doctrine
of protection. They say we will give you
an advantage In our market. We will
make the tarif lower in our market
if you will consent to Impose a tax
on the produets of foreign countries going
into the United Kingdom. That is the propo-
sition which they made,. and which is a9
wholly different proposition to the one which
bas been submitted by Mr. Chamberlain.
The hon. gentleman says that they are as
imuch entitled to credit for the repeal of the
most favoured nation clause which existed
In the treaties with Germany and with Bel-
gium as the present government. Let us
look at the facts. The hon. gentlemen, when
they were in office, undertook to secure the

repeal of those treaties and failed. When
we came Into power, we sought their repeal
and succeeded. There is this difference be-
tween the bon. gentlemen opposite and our-
selves, that we succeeded and they failed,
yet the hon. gentleman says, with regard to
this matter we stand upon a footing of
equality. So far as Intention Is concerned
that may be, but the hon. gentlemen oppo-
site attached conditions which the Imperial
government were not prepared to accept or
to consider. They talked of giving to the
British government, or people, certain ad-
vantages In our market if we would get
certain advantages in theirs. The British
government saw nothing any more than the
British people did in the policy adopted by
the Canadian government in 1879, and which
was adhered to down to 1896. They saw
nothing favourable or friendly to the
mother country. There was nothing favour-
able to the industries of the mother country,
and so the commercial men and the manu-
facturing classes of England took no in-
terest whatever in Canada or in the govern-
ment of Canada, because that government
legislated, in their opinion, on narrow and
selfish lines against the interests of. the
mother country, and in no way placed the
people of Great Britain lu a more favourable
position than those of foreign countries. The
hon. gentleman referred to Mr. Chamber-
lain's view and gave a vague representation
of Mr. Chamberlain being In favour of a
commercial arrangement that would give us
an advantage in the Imperial markets. We
see what Mr. Chamberlain's view is. The
utmost he would go in meeting the require-
ments of the case are stated in his third
proposition. Now, that third proposition is
that if you wlll agree to a zollverein, and
agree to admit English products into your
markets free from duty, we will admit the
products of your provinces into the English
market In like manner free from duty, and
that freedom of the English market we al-
ready have. They said. further, we give
you liberty to impose such taxes as you
please on foreign goods, and you may do as
you please in that matter. What was the
Imperial government golng to do ? Just as
they pleased in the matter, and that was to
continue the system that already exists.
They did not say 'We are going to tax
foreign products because you are golng to tax
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them, but we leave you free ln that matter
to do just as you please, and cannot impose
conditions differing from what you impose
on yourselves.' That is the position Mr.
Chamberlain takes, and that position is as
wide as possible from the position taken by
the hon. gentleman or any one with whom
lie Is in political association. The hon. gen-
tleman bas referred to the views of Lord
Rosebery. Lord Rosebery has sald nothing
ln favour of the views of the hon. gentleman.
He may have been ln favour of a commer-
cial zollverein. Lord Rosebery talked at one
time of Imperial federation on Unes that Sir
John Macdonald opposed, and ln that matter
I think the views of Sir John Macdonald
more nearly correspond with those of all
parties in this country than did the views
that Lord Rosebery expressed some time ago.
The hon. gentleman says this preferential
trade offers to the English people no ad-
vantage, until the preference passed the 123
per cent. What does lie say ? On some goods
you increased the duty by 5 per cent and
on -some by 10 per cent before you made the
reduction. Now, our first reduction was 124
per cent of 30 or 35 per cent, and so
the hon. gentleman makes a rather strange
statement when he says our reduction
of that 124 per cent did not count for
anything, because we had increased the tariff
previously by 5 per cent. lu that case it
would count for 4j per cent, and In the case
where there was an increase of 10 per cent
there would be an advantage of 24 per
cent, and when you have a reduction of 25
per cent, which was one-fourth, as you
had at the end of the first year,
there certainly was a marked differ-
enee, and as my hon. friend has shown,
there was a marked increase in the trade
between Canada and Great Britain. When
you have 33J per cent reduction, is it not
obvious that British produets will have an
advantage in the Canadian market that they
would not have had if the tariff had remain-
ed at the same figure as the tariff upon the
products of foreign countries ? Every hon.
gentleman will see that Is so, and in taking
the tax off these products, In admitting Brit
lsh goods at lower rates, Is It not clear thai
the people of Canada are the parties that
derive the largest advantage from that ar
i4angement, for they are the parties who
purchase the goods, and the very object ol
increaslng the tax would be to increase th(

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

price by the amount of the difference in the
taxes to those who are the consumers of
those goods. The hon. gentleman speaks
about Sir Wilfrid Laurier not having pressed
this matter. Did the hon. gentleman expect -
we were going to delay the adoption of the
principle of preference until we could convert
a majority of the people of England to the
view in favour of a commercial zollverein.
Is that what lie desired ? Does lie think that
,vould be wise ? Does not every hon. gentle-
inan in this House know that when we
adopted the principle of preference we were
obtaining a footing amongst the people of
England-amongst the statesmen of England
that we never had before, and if we want
to take a further step in favour of a com-
inercial union between the mother country
and the different colonies, we are in an
infinitely stronger position than if the pre-
ference had never been given. British states-
inen are ready to listen to us. We have
adopted a friendly policy tow'ards them. In
our relations with the West India Islands
we have endeavoured to further their policy
in those Islands.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I under-
stand it miglit have been the policy of the
government to diminish the duties against
England, but where was the necessity or
advantage of telllng them we would not
accept anything else ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We are not making It
a condition, and I think we were right in
not making it a condition.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-That is
not what I said. What was the necessity
or advantage in saying that we would give
tbem that and that we did not want any-
thlng ln return ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I can say to my hon.
friend that I consider it a very great advan-
tage that the Prime Minister of thls coun-
try obtained a hearing. and what he said
was listened to with attention and favour
in a manner that it never would have been
if such a statement had not been made.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Most speaking
would be listened to well, when the speak-
er is not wanting anything.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
showed by wanting too much how very
little lie got. and how far lie was from hav-
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ing success. What did Lord Salisbury eay
to those gentlemen who were pressing upon
him the propriety of this system of taxation
in favour of the colonies ? Why, he said. no
governnent could live and agree to such
a proposition. He pooh poohed the whole
thing. and out of a House of 658 there were
only two who advocated it, and those two
were all the members, among those whom
England returned to the House of Com-
mons, in favour of that particular conten-
tion. My hon. friend has spoken of an-
other thing. It Is altogether irrelevant to
this discussion, but I think It is one, that
after havin-g been mentioned-I am not say-
ing how prudent it was to bring it forward-
it is my duty to say a word or two ln re-
gard to it, and that is a preferential tax, an
Imperial tax imposed on ail portions of the
empire for the purpose of supporting an
Imperial army and navy. The hon. gentle-
man has committed himself to that pro-
position.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
lie did not say so.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No, that was not
the proposition at all.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He stated that, and he
was pressing it upon our attention as an
evidence that the Imperial government were
prepared, or people in the United Kingdom,
to go further and adopt that view.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
flot so understand it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend le
entirely wrong. I was reading and enlarg-
ing upon the Ottawa and Montreal resolu-
tions which suggest a small uniform duty,
those of the local tariffs. where any such
are levied, on the importations from foreign
countries-that each of the colonies should
impose a uniform tariff, not an Imperial
tax, but a tariff imposed by themselves.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Is it for a general Im-
Periai purpose ? If the hon. gentleman re-
ferred to those resolutions, lie referred to
them for some purpose. Was it for the
purpose of commending or condemniing
them ? I wili wait to hear him say for which
purpose he referred to them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I referred to them
to show that there was a growing feeling

in favour of imposing duties on all the mem-
bers of the empire, of a preferential char-
acter, for the purpose of defence.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And so it comes back
to my statement after all, and it is clear I
did not misunderstand or misrepresent the
hon. gentleman. Now, there was a time
when there was war between Great Britain
and France on this continent. and the for-
tunes of war went in favour of Great Bri-
tain, and there was a strong tie of union,
In consequence of common hardships and
sufferings, between the mother country and
the colonies, and a number of men who lived
ln the mother country at that time held
views very much like those put forward ln
those two resolutions which seem to be so
wise and statesmanlIke la the mind of my
lion. friend. What was the result ? The
Imperial government thought it was a very
reasonable and proper thing to do, but the
result was the war with thirteen colonies.
It lasted for seven years and ended in a
disruption of the empire. That was the
result. The people of the various portions
of this empire have, without hesitation and
wlth a feeling of loyalty and devotlon to
the empire, contributed to its defence.
They have brought their own men and
means. The Imperial government did not
find anything wanting. so far as the pat-
.iotie feeling of this country was concerned,
in that matter, nor so far as the other
colonies are concerned, and each colony in
undertaklng to make provision for its own
defences, showed that each colony will be
ready to spend a very considerable sum in
what is required for reasonable defence,
that would not be ready to place the same
amount at the disposai of some central body
to be expended on their own behalf or per-
haps elsewhere, and in each section under-
taking to make provisions for ltself and to
provide for Its oWn defence, and in coming
voluntarily forward without any force or
any coerclve measure for the purpose of
supporting an empire which commends
itself to their judgmuent, it seems to
me they are on the right track and are doing
that whIch is best and are pursuing a course
more statesmanlike and more consistent
with the growth of the English constitutional
system than by undertaking theoretically to
devise some scheme to tie -the hands of
every portion of the empire in order to per-
form a duty which their patriotism. under
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all circumstances, would lead them without condemned by their supporters in parlia-
any such arrangement to perform. The ment. That is their position. But take
hon. gentleman has spoken with regard the case of a colony. We are a self-governlng
to the repeal of those commercial treaties colony, and that governnent that owes is
with Belgium and Germany, and spoken existence to a majority in the Imperial par-
tauntingly of the Minister of Marine and Dament Is supported by the legisiature and
Fisherles and the vlews Which he ex- is adopting a policy with regard to treaty
pressed In the House of Commons. What is regulations in conformity with the wishes of
the sound constitutional doctrine in this that legisiature. Supposing it undertakes to
muatter ? I am not going Into an elaborate enibrace the colonies as Lord Palmerston
dlscussion of it simply because the hon. gen- dýd la the treaty with Germany or the treaty
tleman has dragged It into this discussion, with Bedgium: and It makes that treaty
but I will say that there are a number of blnding the colonies. Supposlng that treaty
unsettled questions under our constitution vere one whIch says that you shah not lm-
and one of them is how far the sanction of pose a duty upon certain products of Ger-
parliament Is necessary to give validity to many, or that you shah not Impose a duty
the Acts of the Crown in respect of treaties. on certain produets of Belgiim. According
There are some treaties which it is held are to the one view, because the Çrown bas made
biLding without the sanction of parliament, that treaty and it is blnding upon the United
and some treaties require the sanction of Kingdom, it would also bind the colonies. If
parliament. we follow out the doctrine of our constitu-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The tion to its legitimate conclusion, we have
hon. gentleman is speaking of England now. this doctrine; that so far as a treaty relates

to external matters, the Crowni may, by that
lon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. In the case of the treaty. bind ail the empire, but when you

cession of territory It was held in 1890, when turu inward towards the colony itself, or the
England gave up her claims on Zanzibar to United Ilngdom itself, and undertake to
Germany, and when she surrendered the deal witl a matter which limits Its leghl-
island of HIeligoland to Germany, that she lative authority, restrals the one or other
asked the sanction of parliament and her from acting as freely as It would have acted
statesmen were divided. It was an unsettled If no treaty exlsted, I take It the sound con-
question but it is settled now, and it le stitutonal doctrine would necessitate the
clear. that the Crown cannot finally make sanction of that by the parlament of the
a cession of territory wlthout the sanction'country that Is to be so &ound. That, I un-
of parliament. Then It was thought at one derstand, was the position taken by the
time that the Crown could make a treaty (Janadian government on that question of
for the surrender of fugitives from justice the repeal of those two treaties.
wVithout the sanction of parliament, and that
remained undecided until the Creole question
came up, and in the discussion of that case
every law lord held that the Crown could
not, even after making a treaty with a
foreign country, surrender fugitives from
justice unless that treaty was ratifled oy
parliament. Let me take another case. The
Crown makea a treaty with a foreign coun-
try in respect to trade and commerce. That
treaty Is unquestionably, under ordinary cir-
cumstances, binding according to the prac-
tice that hitherto prevailed, In the United
Klngdom at all evenits, wlthout the sanc-
tion of parliament. Why ? Because par-
liament Is Itself the master of the men
who made the treaty, and they are not
likely to mI*ke a treaty unless they
know beforehand that It will not be

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-But that view was
not sustained by the law lords.

lion. Mr. MILLS-It was not decided in
any court of justice. It was considered by
the Attorney General and he took a view
against it. It was perfectly natural for
people residing In the United Kingdom, or
for the Attorney General, to say what every
other member of parliament had said : 'If
we did not approve of the treaty we would
have turned out the government.' But hon.
gentlemen will see that if we did not approve
of the treaty we had no power to turn out
the government. We are in a different po-
sition from them, and therefore I take It
that It was very much like the question
raised on the copyright law-it was of the
utmost consequence to us that when they
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reserved the power to limit by treaty the
power of a self-governing colony and re-

straining it from aegislating on a question
It had power to legislate upon under its

constitution, then It was doing, what was,

at all events, contrary to the conventions of
the constitution If not contrary to the law.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Do I
understand the hon. minister to Jlay down
the doctrine that the treaties that were en-
tered into between Great Britain, Germany
and Belglum by which they bound the colon-
les-that they had no right or power to do
that without our sanction ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-By which they claim to
bind the colonies.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If I
understand the hon. gentleman it was not
done, and If done they had no power to do it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say that that is one
of the unsettled questions of our constitu-
tional law.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It was
never decided.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Imperial govern-
ment will decide, of course, in favour of
their own contention. They will not restralin
their power further than they çan helP.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
was the argument of the hon. Minister of
Marine and Fisheries when he went before

the legal authorities in England, and they
just sat on him.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
they did.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They dissented from
him. I will say that there are some men
W'ho have denied that the three angles of
a triangle are equal to two right angles. I
do not think that that denial will amount to
much, and when you follow up the principles
of our constitution you will see that unless
You are prepared to say that all your powers
exist by suffrance and that the CroWn can
by treaty wipe out your constitution alto-
gether, then it is neither our interest nor
consistent with our constitutional rights tO
mnaintain that a treaty of that sort can be
made to bind us without our having any
opportunity of saying a word upon the sub-
ject.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am surprised
the hon. minister should have raised that
question now.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is the hon. gentleman
from Marshfield who has raised It.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-But the hon. gen-
tleman contending that Canada could legis-
late in tarlff matters in the face of the
Belgian and German treaties, notwithstand-
ing the tact that that contention was put for-
ward by the hon. Minister of Marine and
Fisheries and, I suppose, by the government
of which he was a member, in 1897 ; and the
British authorities decided against him and
his government were compelled to refuhid to
the traders with Germany and Belgium the
difference in tshe duties pald by them.
They were compelled to accede to the
view, give up their own opinion al-
together and accept tie view of the
British government on the subject, and
actually to refund the duties. That was
done in 1897, and in the face of that my hon.
friend comes here to inflict on the Senate
this fine long-spun argument on the subject,
that the Canadian government were right
after all, notwithstanding the Crown law
officers of England decided against them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-So they were.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My object in rising
was to point out again to the committee that
Mr. Chamberlain's proposition in 1897 was
not a proposition such as was not acceptable
to Canadian protectionists or reasonable
people in Canada or in any other part of
the empire. My hon. friend and the hon.
gentleman sitting alongside hlm tried to in-
sist that we stood in the position of those
who had taken an extreme ground such as
the British tax-payer could never possibly
meet. The true position of reasonable Con-
wervatives in Canada, at all events, is to be
be found in the proposition that Mr. Cham-
berlain indicated to be his own, wherein he
said :

That resolution I understand to be one for the
creation of a Brittsh zolleverin which would
establish at once practically free trade through-
out the British Empire, but would leave the
contracting parties free to make their own ar-
rangements with regard to duties upon foreign
duties; except that this ls an essential condi-
tion of the proposai that Great Britain shall
consent to replace moderate dutiea upon certain
articles which are of large production in the
colonies. Now, if I have rightly understood it,
these articles would comprise corn, meat, wool
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and sugar, and perhaps other articles of enorm-
ous consumption in this country.

These were articles that would be a very
essential part of the transaction, that the
British government would put duties on
foreign productions of these kinds, and that
the consumer should pay.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Quite so.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON--On the other hand,
the colonies, while maintaining their duties
on foreign products, would agree to have
free interchange of commodities with the
rest of the empire, and would cease to place
protective duties on any product of British
labour. That is exactly our position. We
are quite satisfied to relax protective duties
as against Great Britain. We are quite
willing you should give a preference to the
empire. We were willing you should give 24
per cent and afterwards we were willing
you1 should give 25 per cent. and now we
are willing you should give 33ý per cent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But Mr. Chamberlain's
contention is that there should be no tax
on British goods coming into the colonies.

Hon. Mr. F-ERGUSON-I am reading Mr.
Chamber:ain's words. and surely Mr. Cham-
berlain is as good an authority with regard
to his own opinions as the hon. Minister of
jA.stice. He says :

On the other hand, as I have said, the colo-
nies, while maintaining their duties upon foreign
imaports, would agree to a free Interchange of
Commodities wlth the rest of the empire.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear. hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-He spoke before
about practical free trade-not absolute free
trade.

Hon. Mr. MIILLS-My hon. friend will
see that Chamberlain says that goods from
the empire coming into the colonies are to
be free.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Not at all.

Hou. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have the words
'before me, and the hon. minister cannot
possibly pervert them. I will go back and
read again so that there can be no mis-
conception. He said :

That resolution I understand to be one for the
creation of a British zollverein, or customs
union, which would establish at once practically
free trade.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Not absolute free trade. Then he goes on
to say :

On the other hand, as I have said, the colo-
nies, while maintaining their duties upon foreign
imports, would agree to a free exchange of com-
modities with the rest of the empire.

The word 'practicallly' governs it ail and
shows what It meant. The extract con-
tinues :

And would cease to place protective duties
upon any product of British Jabour.

Nothing of the kind is Indicated In this
that he meant that we should give British
goods absolutely free admission, but tifat
we should cease to impose protective duties
upon them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That Is not it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-And we ail agreed
to give this preference. We agreed to thé
12J per cent preference and to the 25 per
cent and now we come to the 33J per cent
and that reduces the old 25 per cent to 16 per
cent, which Is fairly a revenue tarif and I
believe would entirely conform to what Mr.
Chamberlain's requirements were. That is
our proposition, and there Is nothing un-
re&sonable in it, but in the face of that pro-
position. notwithstanding the Premier de-
clared that his party were going to adopt a
revenue tariff, not for England alone. but
for the whole world, and then they were
going to send a commission and were going
to get a preferential tarif on that basis, he
went to England and said : 'We do not want
you to disturb free trade for the sake of
increasing trade with us. We are giving
you this out of pure love.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
have been niuch interested in the discussion,
but I do not intened to prolong it. I de-
sire to set my hon. friend the Secretary of
State right in regard to the figures he
gave to the Senate. It Is an un-
fortunate thing that when he touches
figures he places them before his hearers
in such a manner as to leave a wrong im-
piession, but I twill not say that he muddles
them. The hon. gentleman commenced his
speech by pointing out the advanitage which
had accrued to the Canadian consumer by
the adoption of the preferential tarif, and
in order to austaàn his position he tells us
how much the trade with England has In-
creased with Canada. In reply to the hon.
gentleman on my right, (Hon. Mr. Ferguson)
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as to how the preferential tariff had affected
the trade of the United States, he replied that
bas nothing to do with it. What we were
discusslng, or what the bon. gentleman to
my right endeavoured to impress upon the
House was, that while there was a preferen-
tial clause, that preference and the read-
justment of the tariff was such as to give
a greater volume of trade to the United
States than it did to England, the country
that they professed to be so much interested
lu, and from which they erpected to derive
so much benefit. What are really the tacts
in connection with it ? The hon. gentleman
was not very logical, because in less than
five minutes his statements were as contra-
dictory as they possibly could be. He first
said, we put certain articles upon the free
list, which accounted for the large importa-
lions from the United States. Then in reply
to the question: 'What articles have you
placed on the free list, he said they reduced
the tariff on Iron and the products of iron,'
but previous to that lie told the House that
the United States had advanced so in
science, and had such facilities for pro-
ducing Iron that they could produce It cheap-
er than any other country, and that was the
reasons why the importations were greater.
Of course, that is precisely the contention
that we make, that the government so rear-
ranged and so readjusted the tariff, that
they favoured the United States at the ex-
pense of England. That is precisely the po-
sition we took, and 'that ls just what the
hon. gentleman admitted, although it was
an unintentional admission. What are the
tacts ? The hon. gentleman has done pre-
cisely what I charged him with doing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Where are the figures
i misquoted ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
not acouse the hon. gentleman of misquot-
ing. I said he gave figures which left a
false impressàon on the imind of his hearers
who knew nothing of the subject, and then
I said, that ln answer to the question put
by the hon. gentleman from Marsbfield.
with reference to the trade with the United
States, that the hon. Secretary of State said
it had nothing to do with it and at the same
time arguing that the preferential trade was
a great boon, not only to this country but
to the manufacturers ln England. What
My hon. friend intended to imply, and what

he did say, was that the preferential tariff
which had been placed upon the statute-
book is more favourable to the United
States than it Is to England owing to the
rearrangement of the tariff. Now let us
look at it. I am going to read from the
bon. gentleman's blue-book published this
year under the authority of the government
and a report made by the Minister of Cus-
toms, Mr. W. Paterson, wbich the hon. gen-
tleman bas in his hand, and if lie has any
doubt as to the accuracy of my reading he
can look at It and verify it himself. In
1896, the aggregate trade with Great Britain
was $99,670,030, and with the United States
$103,022,434. Last year -the aggregate trade
with England was $136,151,987, and with
the United States $138,140,687. The ln-
crease of the aggregate trade with England
in these periods was about $37,000,000 and
with the United States, $35,000,000. That
shows, in the aggregate trade, about $2,-
000,000 in favour of England, but hon. gen-
tlemen will see in a few moments how that
arises. The figures will show that while
England bas been the great market for the
products of Canada, we have imported from
the United States a larger amount for home
consumption In this country thau we have
from Great Britain, ergo the tariff bas been
in favour of the republic against which we
pretended to legislate, rather than in favour
of England, in favour of which It is con-
tented we did legislate. If hon. gentfemen
wil turn to the next page they will find the
value of exports by countries as follows : I
am leaving out the hundreds in the figures
I give. In 1896, England furnished a market
for the output of Canada of $66,690,000 ;
la 1899, the latest figures we have, our ex-
ports ran up to $99,091,000, being an in-
crease of about $33,000,000 in these three
years to England. Turn to the United
States and we find that in 1896, our exports
to the United States amounted to forty-four
and a half mllion, and last year, 1899,
it was only $45,133,000, an Increase
in these three years of exports to
the United States, or, in other words,
the United States furnlshed us au ln-
creased market et $1,800,000 In three
years, while England furnished us a market
for an increase of about $33,000,00. Tlere Is
where the increase in the aggregate trade
with England over that of the United States
Is shown. Now, take the next table, No. 5,
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the value of goods entered for consumption has been to Great Britain, and for the
from these two countries, and that is a reasons the hon. gentleman himself pointed
point that the Secretary of State tried to out. He gave the answer himself. He said
impress upon the House as showing the they put certain articles on the free list.
great advantage that had acerued to the Those articles come from the United States,
manufactuarers and trade of England by the otherwise the volume of trade would not be
adoption of a preferential tariff. In 1896, so large. He says they reduced the duties
we Imported from Great Britain and en- on iron, and in doing that made it cheaper
tered for consumption goods to the value of for the consumer. Immediately afterwards
$32,979,000. We imported from the United he said the United States had advanced in
States that same year, and entered for home tle production of iron to sucl an extent
consumption, $58,594,O00. Under the pre- that t-ey could compete with the rest of the
ferential tariff of 1899, we imported from world, lence the larger duty which vas m-
Oreat Britain $37,000,000, being an in- posed on the iron ltself was not sufficient
crease of $6,000,000 over the importations to keep it out of t-e country in competition
we entered for home consumption previous with the product of England. The thing is
to the adoption of preferential trade; but we s plain t-at any one who will take the
imported from the United States $93,000,- trouble to look at it wilI see, not only t-e
000 worth of goods, being an Increase of fallaey, but-I was going to say dislonesty,
about $33,000,000, so that the increase of only that would fot be parliamentary-tbe
trade with the United States for home con- unfairness of t-e manner in which tle hon.
sumption, that which was to add so much gentleman places these figures before the
to the good of the consumers of Canada, House. Ail that las been said and argued
and which was to be off sucl great advan- about Mr. Chaiberlain's utterances and Si
tage to the manufacturers off England, was Wilfrid Laurier s utterances, to my md, is
about $6,000,000, whle t-ie increased im- la a nutshell. What we complained off, and
portations for home consumption from the what we complain off now is, that tie ad-
United States amounted to about $,0 vanced opinion off Britis statesmen and the

ladvancing opinions of British statesmen, and

Hon. Mr. MILLS-How muc off that the feeling that- exsts off cultivating the

railway supplies ? unity off the wliole empire, Is growing s0
rapidly that t-le time would come-I do not

Hon. Si-r MACKENZIE BOWELL-I arn pretend t-o say it is at thîs particular moment
lot going t-o discusu te particulars. If the -wen we would be able to obtain t-at
on, gentleman wants nme to enter Into thie which we on this side off te bouse contend

minutia off -wbat composes tihis amount, I we should have in our t-rade witb England.
should have to analyse this wbole book. Al we have to do is to look back a ffew
awhich I do not propose to do at this moment. years. I remember tlie time when Britain
Although we have a small audience It is a refused to allow Canada to enter into re-
select one, and I take it for granted that ciprocal relations witl te United States.
most off them, except the hon. Secretary off or to give a preference to any country, even
State, understand precisely what I ar say- t-o theiselves, and there was a time wben
lng. The facte are as I have given t-hem, they reffused to allow Canada t-o enter Into
and the facts are as they appear tve re- any treaty arrangements off any kind by
tra t-be govwa nment have submitted, tat which there would be a differential duty
te trade off this coutry under t-e prefer- against temselves. I have under My and
ential tarif bas been more advantageous to an ext-het to that effect uttered in 1891, by
the UJnit-ed States than it bas been to Great Lord Salisbury. But they are advancing.
Britain. It is folly-I Wl not use any There was a time, also, when England used
stronger language-fo the Secretary of to make treaties to wk.ch the hon, gentle-
State ad gentlemen occupying his position man referred, without referece to the
t-o make t-e statements he bas made, wle colonies at ail, and the treates wgtrh Ger-
bis own returs and bis own figures show many and Belgium, by whayh they bound
the correetnems of what have st-ated, that t-e colonies to give concessions to those two
le, tat the preferenta tarif liasabeen more countries under t-e favoured nations clause,
advantageous to the United States than It tat we would give to England. But Eng-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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land to-day, and for some years past in fact,
advancing as they are towards giving the
fullest liberty to the colonies, never thought
for years past to ask the colonies to be-
come parties to any treaty without first
having obtained their consent. That sys-
tem was brought into full force and
operation while I was a member of Sir John
Macdonald's government. Whenever Bri-
tain made a treaty, even with the smallest
countries, no matter in what part of the
world, they would send it first to Canada,
and Canada was asked whether she was
willing to become a party to that treaty, and
twelve months was given to Canada to say
yes or no. If we did not pass an order in
council declining to become a party to that
treaty, then by our silence we became a
party to it. That has been carried out, as
my bon. friend knows for a number of
years, and so the principle and powers of
self-government have been growing and
growing year after year, and there is no
question dn my mTnd that during the jubilee,
when the whole feeling of England was
centred upon uniting the empire in one
confederacy, that had not the Premier of
this country, backed by the Premier of New
South Wales, who is an out and out free
trader, a regular Cobdenite, and who bas
carried out bis principles in New South
Wales, joined together, and unsolicited
(that is what we complain of) and unneces-
sarily made the declaration to which we
have referred, something might have been
accomplished. The moment Sir Wilfrid
Laurier landed in England, after the
speeches he had made in Canada declaring
preferential trade was what we ought to
have-that he was equally in favour of it
with Sir Charles Tupper, and that when his
party came into power they would take
steps to ask for and obtain it if possible-
the very moment he landed in Liverpool,
at a reception which was given to the Pre-
miers of the provinces, he made the unsoli-
cited declaration of which my hon. friend
from Prince Edward Island bas spoken,
that Canada did not want anything ln return
for the preference we bad given. The
preferential tariff was then In force, but my
hon. friend must know that that tariff, when
placed on the statute-book, was not a pre-
ference In favour of England exclusively.
He knows that the terms of the tariff were

that any country which would reduce its
tariff and place it on an equality
with the Canadian tariff, should have
the same advantages as Britain. We
pointed out to him that under the
German and Belgian treaties, whatever
their policy might be they could not carry
it out in practice, and we were laughed at,
thougli they had in their possession Lord
Ripon's despatch, a document covering eigh-
teen pages, prlnted by the Imperial author-
ities, declaring that under no consideration
could Canada give a preference to England
herself without giving it to Germany and
Belgium, and every other country with
which Britain had a treaty containing the
favoured nations clause. I heard the debate
in the House of Commons and paid particu-
lar attention fo it. I heard It here also, and
I will say this for the Minister of Justice
at that time, Sir Oliver Mowat, that when
we discussed the question here, you may
search the records of the Debates from one
end to the other and you will not find Sir
Oliver Mowat committed himself to the prin-
ciple, or acknowledged the correctness of the
arguments which bad been advanced in the
lower House by the Premier and the then,
Mr. Davies, Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries. What he said, in reply to me, when
I quoted from this document and pointed
out to him the absurdity of the pretensions
tbey were making, was, 'our government
contends the other way.' That was the most
you could get out of Sir Oliver Mowat. He
is known to be a wily politician, and he did
not commit himself, and I do not think my
bon. friend would have committed hlmself.
had he been here, under the circumstances.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I was here.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hocn. gentleman reminds me he waàs here.
That is quite true. It brings back to my
mind the fact that he never dissented from
the doctrine we laid down, that under the
treaties, and with the despatch before us,
Great Britain would not allow us to carry
out that policy until those treaties were
abrogated. The evidence of that is contain-
ed in the facts mentioned by the hon. gentle-
man who has just spoken-that 1s, when the
question was submitted to the Attorney
General or the law lords,-my impression ls

lit was to the law lords of the Privy Council.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, the question was
argued before the Attorney General, Mr.
Weibster.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I dare
say the hon. gentleman is right. It was
argued 'before him, and when Mr. Davles,
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, wanted
to address the court he was told very plain-
ly and distlinctly it was not necessary to do
so. However, through courtesy, he was
permitted, and the result was they heard
him talk, but paid no more attention to his
argument than they would to the whistling
of somebody outside, as every one reading
these despatches would see.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He succeded, at all
events.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIEr BOWELL-It
must be amusing to any one who knows any-
thing of the affairs of the country to hear
the hon. gentleman say : ' We succeeded at
all events.' It resulted in the abrogation of
those treaties at a period in our history
during which the British mind was turned
almost entirely to the colonies, and there
was an almost unanimous feeling through-
out the empire that there should be greater
unity. Year after year we made the pro-
test against the treaties, and If I would not
be accused of egotism, I have no hesitation
in saying that my visit to Australia-I am
saying this on the authority of the Premier
of South Australia, when he passed through
here at the time of the Queen's Jubilee,-
that the»result of the visit which was made
by a Ganadian commissioner to Australia, the
meeting of the Colonial Conference in Otta-
wa in which this whole question was dis-
cussed, and ln which resolutions were passed
asking for the abrogation of these treaties
arose, the calling together of the Premiers
of the whole empire in London, all led to
the denunclation of these treaties. Now, that
feeling has grown from time to time. There
was a time where a Britsh statesman would
not think for a moment of advocatlng the
abrogation of those treaties. Lord Ripon,
as I have already pointed out, wrote that
long despatch, and I would advise any hon.
gentleman who has not rend it, to study It
carefnlly, in order to prove that the abroga-
tion of those treaties would be detrimental
to the trade of Great Britain and be of so
little benefit to the colonies that they would

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

never concede the point, and yet years rolled
around, circumstances and events transpired
which led the British mind in another direc-
tion, until It culminated in the Queen's
Jubilee, and resulted ln tihe abrogation
of these treaties. I argue from that,
that while England has been a free trade
country for a number of years-while she
lias scouted the idea of returning to protec-
tion-while she has treated with a great
deal of levity any suggestions of that
kind of trade which we ln Canada
would like, the feeling was growing
in favour of uniting the colonies with
the empire, making them one, by cul-
tivating preferential trade between ourselves
-a consummation which would have been
arrived at, at a much earlier period had not
Sir Wilfrid Laurier taken the step he did
when he landed in England. The idea Is
growing rapidly and becoming more firmly
seated in the mind of every true Briton
that the empire should be made as nearly
as possible, one ; and the best meanà of ar-
riving at that is to make the connection
pecuniarily as well as sentimentally advant-
ageous to the whole. I firmly believe that,
from circumstances whlch have takeu place,
and without arguing that question further.
Another opportunity may present itself to
show how utterly regardless some states-
men are of their pledges and statements.
We have the declaration of the Premier that
he would never stop until he had free trade
in this country as it is ln England. We have
his declaration that he would look af ter the
interests of Canada, and would let Lord
Salisbury look after the interests of Eng-
land. That was when he was advocating
commercial union and reciprocail trade with
the United States. Love and affection for the
mother country did not ooze out then as It
does to-day. The government were forced
to do things which led to what took place
to the advantage of Canada, just as they
were forced into consenting to raise the
contingent to send to South Africa which has
done so much to bind the mother country
to this Dominion, and for whlch the hon.
gentleman claimed credit a few minutes ago.
There are many other points whIch, If time
permltted, I should try ln my feeble way to
combat with the hon. gentleman, but enough
has been said on this subject to show that
our contention that Sir Wilfrid Laurier, as
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Premier of this country, joining with Mr.
Reid, the Premier of New South Wales,
Stepped out of their way to refuse that
which they had never been asked to accept.
It was time enough to refuse te accept a
thing when the British government had
Offered it to them, and it was time enough
to say 'we will give you concessions without
any return' when the British government
said 'we will not give you anythlng.' It
'as a foolish declaration on bis part, un-

called for and unnecessary, and was certain-
17 the result of being surrounded by the
glamour of royalty and the greatness of the
People la England with whom he came in
contact. If lie did not at that time lose his
head, lie lest his reason.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. GILLMOR, from tihe committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third Uie and
passed.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (167) 'An Act to amend the Copy-
right Act.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

CUINESE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION
BILL.

THIRD READING.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the third reading

Of Bill (180) 'An Act respecting and res-
trlcting Chinese immigration,' as amended.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I want
to know If it la the intention of the govern-
nient te appoint a commission, and when
the bon. gentleman became converted on
this subject ? I want to express the opin-
ion that the appolntment of a commission te
investigate this Chinese question could only
have been suggested for the purpose of
leading the people of British Columbia te
believe that some good was to result from
It In the way of further restriction of Chi-
Ilese immigration into that part of the coun-
try. There is nothing that that commission
can find out and report to the government,
or lay before the people of Canada, that they
do not already knew about the Chinese,
their habits, their morals, their numbers
and everything connected wlth them, and
the commission which was issued by the
late government, before we were fully ac-

58

quainted with this question, is of such a
character as to give ail the information that
tbey can possibly obtain under any circum-
stances. The census Is te be taken this
next year. There is a large amount In the
estimates for that purpose. What is really
required, and what may be necessary lu
dealing wlth this question further, is to as-
certain the number of Chinese and Japan-
ese in the country, te give those who de-
sire te deal with the question knowledge as
to whether that class of people are in suffi-
cient numbers in Canada to be detrimental
to the morals, or interfere with the labour
of the people In this country. That is ail that
is necessary to be ascertained. The petition
from the Chinese Board of Trade of Vancou-
ver which bas just been laid before parlia-
ment gives this information, of course, It is
only In the petition-that there are only 17,-
000 Chinese In the w'hole country. The truth
of that will be ascertained next year be-
fore we could possibly legislate any more
on the subject. I do net hesitate te say It
le simply a device te blind the people of
British Columbia Into the bellef that some-
thing Is te be done that will net be done,
and it will be at the cost of a great many
thousand dollars. Experience bas taught
me what these commissions cost. If I
could see any possible good te result from
the appointment of such a commission, If
there is any information that could be ob-
tained that we do net already possess In
reference to the Mongollan race, both In
this country and in the other colonies-

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-What informa-
tion has this House as to the Immigration
of Japanese and Chinese into this country-
as to the number that are In the country,
and the possibility of the numbers coming
to the country ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
already answered that. We have no accur-
ate knowledge, but there la a vote of $100,-
000 for the census te find out such facts.
What do you want a special commission
for ? Why does the government wlsh te ap-
point a speclal commission te ascertain a
fact which wlil be found by the census com-
missioners, which must be much more accu-
rate than anything done by a commission ?
How is a commission going to find it out ?
The whole thing is a fraud upon the face
of It.
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Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-If the hon. gen-
tleman will permit me to interrupt again.
1 would submit that the Information as ft

out any call for tenders; and also to the laxity
of the said Minister of Railways and Canals
in failing to enforce the guarantee contained in

the number of Chinese in the country is the Intention of the government to continue
the leastbuying ols frm the Gaena 011 Company, or

the eas Imprtat oftheInfomato tuai any other vendor of oils, without competition.
this commisslon will be supposed to collect.
It is not a matter of much consequence too fisanotin r to ay a few gend
us whether there are 10,000 of 17,000 Chi- 011 t i no I may remark that bon. e
nese in the country. The numbers are tem l0 t roe a I a
there. It is the effeet they have on the i
people of the country, on the social and various times made efforts to obtain infor-
industrial life of the ccuntry, and the inter- mation on the subjeet of this notice. Speak-
ference with white labour. We want to ing In another place, the Minister of Rail-
obtain ail the information possible, especially ways bas made the remark that I am net
in reference to the Japanese and if hon. possessed ef very much Information
gentlemen will permit me- n regard to the matter. I may say

that if sucb be the case, be would probably
Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I rise to a question be entitled te some credît for It, for 1 have

of order. It is quite sufficient for the gov- had ne small ameunt of labour and diffi-
ernment to expect hon. members of this culty in getting information. Before I cor-
House to remain here for nothing, but I do plete the stateinent whlch I am golng ta
not think they have a right to starve us. make te the ouse, it will be for hon. gen-
We have a rule that the Speaker should tiemen to consîder whether I ar ln pos-
leave the Chair at six o'clock If the debate session of information or otherwise. On
be not finished, and as this question seems the 2nd day of May, 1896, tenders
to be the aubject of unlimited debate, we
shouldthe railway management at Mnctn. N.B.,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am very anxious te for the supply of ou for the Intercolonial
haire this Bo read the third time to-day. Railway n the same manner as tenders

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I will
say no more.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottatwa, Friday, July 6, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at
o'clock.

Three

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SUPPLY OF OIL FOR THE INTEROOLO-
NIAL RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON rose to
Call the attention of the Senate tu the viola-

tion of the tender system by the Minister of
Railways and Canals in awarding contracts for
oil for the Intercolonial Railway in the month
of September, 1896, to the Galena 011 Company,
to the improvidence of the said contracte and
their continuation up to the present time with-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

lad been called in previous years. The call
for tenders was based upon elaborate
specifications detailing the character of
the oil requIred, and ail other par-
ticulars in connection with It, and the tenders
recelved were the result of very full and
extensive advertising through the press of
the country. There were received by the
department at Moncton at that time tenders
from the following companies engaged in
the oil trade: 1. The Galena Oil Com-
pany. 2. J. R. Hutchins. 3. Eastern 011
Company. 4. A. Holden & Company.
5. Imperlal Oil Company. 6. The Bushnell
Company. 7. Samuel Rogers & Son. S.
John McGoldrick. The Galena 011 Company
were alleged to be of Toronto Junction,
Can., but were really located in the state
of Pennsylvania. Altogether, elght differ-
ent companies engaged in the oil trade
entered into the competition, and they
were required by the advertisements and
speelfications to furnish samples of the
oil to be analysed to enable the department
to award the tenders, as well In view of the
price demanded as of the quality of oil that
was offered.
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The oils called for were cylinder oils for all
seasons-engine olls for summer and englue
oils for wniter, car oil for summer and car
oil for winter; coach oil for summer and
coach oil for winter; signal hand-lamp oil
for all seasons; petroleum per specifleation
A and petroleum per specification B ; spindle
oil for heavy machinery and dynamo oil-
altogether twelve descriptions of oil for
which tenders were invited. Samples of
these oils were sent to Professor Ruttan,
of McGill University, reputed to be one of
the best, if not the best chemist ln Canada.
Full and elaborate reports on all the samples
,o submitted to him were laid before the
department before tenders were awarded,
and in full view of these analyses, and the
prices contained In these tenders, the De-
partment of Railways and Canals at Mone-
ton, some time during the early part of
July, awarded contracts upon atl these oils.
They awarded contracts at that time, for
We know that notices were issued to differ-
ent parties, some of thema on July 11, and
others on July 18, awarding contracts to
them on the basis of these specifications
and tenders, and the analyses that had been
obtained, as shown by the following state-
ment :

became Minister of Railways, and then other
notices were issued to these tenderers that
contracts would not be made with them. A
gentleman from Pennsylvania by the name
of Lichtenhein, appeared in New Brunswick
about this time. He first made acquaintance
wlth the people of New Brunswick during
the Sunbury and Queen's election. This
may be only the merest coincidence; never-
theless, the fact remains that Mr. Lichten-
hein made the acquaintance of the people of
New Brunswick for the first time in the
counties of Sunbury and Queen's, where
Mr. Blair was running the election for the
House of Commons on his acceptance of the
position of Minister of Railways. However
that may be, Litchtenhein was agent of the
Galena 011 Company, and he appears in these
transactions from beginning to end. How
It happened that he appeared in New Brun-
swick just at that particular time we will
not discuss for the present. The Minister
of Railways, in the answer which he no
doubt authorized my hon. friend to give
to me across the floor of this House about
twelve months ago, said an order ln council
had been issued after the change of gov-
ernment, authorizing him to caîl in the
notices to the successful tenderers and to

Name of Party 5
to whom g

Kind of Oil. - Contractswas Awarded 0
b Iepartment, 2 .
. uly 11 and 18.

Cts. Cts.
1. Cylinder oil. ........................... All seasons.... Imperial Oil Co ...... 30 63
2. Engine oil...... ....................... Summer.. ... 20 39
3. If ........... ... ......... . . W inte......... Eastern OilCo ... 21 39
4. Car oil................ ... Summr .. 0pi Ol C 8 27

.inpera OilCo. 2) 75. n ......,.. ................... . ... ýW inter. . ....... 9 2
6. Coach oil.......... .................. .Eastern Oil Co ....... 2 45
7,. .... .... ..... ........ Su r.... Imperial Oil Co. 19 45
8. Signal-hand lampoi... ............................. .. 3
9. Petroleum, per Specification 'A'... ..... .. . .......... . 20

10. ., .. 'B'.... ....... ...... Bushnell Co .......... 22
11. Spindle oil for heavy machinery ..... ............... J. R. Hutchius ..... 22
12. Dynamo oil............................ ........... 2

A careful inspection of the prices and the award the contract to other parties. I put
analyses of these oils and the specifications a notice on the Order paper shortly after
Will Convince any person, who chooses to that asking for the production of that order
take up the matter and look into it for him- in council, by which Mr. Blair was so
self, that these contracts were awarded in a authorized to cancel the original awards and
businesslike way, according to prices and enter into a new contract, and the return
the quality of the oils. About the time these which I received, in answer to my motion
notices had been given, the Hon. Mr. Blair for an address, ts ' There is no such order fa

58j
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council as above called for.' In the same
statement which my hon. friend the Minister
of Justice read to the House, and which he
was no doubt authorized to read by the
Minister of Railways, he said that a more
favourable offer had been received from the
Galena 011 Company, who were among the
original tenderers, and that on the strength
of that more favourable offer a new con-
tract had been made with the Galena 011
Company. In my motion for papers I asked
tbat this more favourable offer should be
brought down, and in the return the note
la 'there was no subsequent tender re-
celved from the Galena 011 Company, and no
subsequent analyst's report.' Therefore, the
matter stands entirely on the first off er
made by the Galena 011 Company in May,
1896, and upon the report made on the
samples submitted to Prof. Ruttan between
May 27 and July 11, when the awards were
made to the first named parties. On Septem-
ber 17, or a little over three weeks after the
election of Mr. Blair to the House of Com-
mons, a contract was made with the Galena
011 Company, through their agent, Mr. Lich-
tenhein, for the supply of oils for the Inter-
colonial Railway, including all the lubricat-
ing oils excepting two unimportant sections,
dynamo and spindle oil. These contracts were
made on prices enormously high as compared
with the prices given In the contract that
had already been awarded by the depart-
ment early in July for these very same oils.
The cylinder oil was awarded to the Galena
011 Company at 63 cents a gallon, instead of
30 cents a gallon, the price off ered ln the
Imperal Oil Company's tender, an increase
of over 100 per cent. I wIll read the report
of Prof. Ruttan on the character of cylinder
cils. He said, ln speaking of the samples
of cyUnder oils :

The unusually large number of samples of
excellent cylinder olis submitted this year makes
the selection of the best a rather difficult task.
There are certain ois, however, which may be
excluded as being distinctly inferior to others,
including the Galena 011 Works, Reference No.
2248, are decidedly inferior to the remaining
oils. They are inferior in viscosity at the
temperature at which they are used, and pos-
sess other undesirable properties; thus, the Bush-
nell and Hutchins ois contain considerable gritty
sediment, which, of course, may be due to bad
sampling. The Galena Oil Works (2248) sub-
mits a sample of mixed petroleum and fish oil,
probably whale oil. This oil la sure to undergo
a partial decomposition at high teniperature,
setting free fat acids, which in course of time
will affect the cylinders in which they are used.
I belleve this to be true of all cylinder oils con-
taining more than a minute portion of fat oils.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Here he report is that this sample sub-
mitted by the Galena 011 Company was
along with one or two others out of a large-
number of offers, put aside as decidedly in-
ferior. In the face of that fact, the contract
is cancelled with the Imperlal 011 Com-
pany, who had received a favourable re-
commendation from the analyst. The con-
tract was cancelled with them at 30 cents
a gallon, and given to the Galena 011 Com-
pany at 63 cents a gallon. With regard to
this subject, in one of the answers which
my hon. friend submItted to a question of
mine, the Minister of Railways said the
department was satisfled with the analyst's
report on the Galena 011 Company's pro-
ducts, and yet in the face of that, we have
this report by Prof. Ruttan that It was of
such a character that is was sure to under-
go decomposition at a hlgh temperature, and
that it could not be safely applIed to axles for
any length of time, and still the hon. Minis-
ter of Justice told us across the floor of the
House, that the department was satisfied
with that analysis. I will turn to engine
oils (summer) and Prof. Ruttan reports as
follows :-

The best oils among the ten samples submitted.
are the Bushnell Co. No. 2, Imperial Oil Co. No.
10, J. R. Hutchins (B), and A. Holden & Co.,
samples.

The Galena 011 Works submit No. 2272, which
consists of a mixture of mineral oil, lead soap
(or lead plaster) and flsh oil, probably whale oil.
It is difficult to predict exactly how such a
mixture would work in actual practice. It pos-
sesses, however, an objectionable property of
separating into a heavy sediment of aticky lead
plaster and a light plaster and a light mixture
of mineral oil and flsh oil above, hence unless
the container of the oil were well stirred liu
supplying cans the lubricator used would not be
uniform. It is decidedly low in viscoaity, as
well as in fire test. I do not think this would
be a safe oil to use unless by those experlenced
in its use.

The contract was originally given by the-
department, at 20 cents a gallon, to the
Imperial 011 Company. That was cancelléd
and the contract awarded to the Galena
011 Company at 39 cents-nearly a hundred
per cent higher. We will turn now to engine
oil for winter use. The analyst reported as
f oll0ws.

%in the whole, the best samples of winter en-
gine oil submitted are those from the Eastern
Oil Co., No. 297, Reference No. 2276, and A.
Holden & Co., sample, Reference No. 2281.

These possess a very fair degree of viscosity,
combined with a moderately high ignition point,
and low cold test. The sample submitted by
the Galena 011 Works is a very light minerai
oil, carrying a certain amount of fish oil with
lead soap, the latter being prisent in much
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smaller quantities than !n the summer engine
cils. It is very low in viscosity, and possesses
-a very low flash and fire test. It bas the great
advantage, however, of having the lowest cold
test of? any of the samples submitted and would
probably make a very valuable winter coach oil.
The contract that had been awarded to the
Eastern 011 Company at 21J cents a gallon
was cancelled, and the contract given to
the Galena 011 Company at 39 cents, al-
though the report of the analyst was in-
finitely more favourable to the product of
the Eastern Oil Company than it was to
that of the Galena -011 Company. We come
now to car oil, summer, and car oil, winter.
These may be discussed together, because
In this case there were only two tenderers.
Only the Imperial Oil Company and the
'Galena 011 Company put in tenders for this
kind of oil. The tender of the Imperial
011 Company for summer oil was Si cents
a gallon, and for winter, 9j. The Galena
011 Company's tender was 27 cents a gallon
for both seasons, or two hundred per
eent higher. In this case, however, the
analyst's report is more favourable to the
product of the Galena 011 Company. The
report reads :

The sample of freight car summer oil submitted
by the Galena Oil Works, although much lighter
and with a very much lower viscosity than that
submitted by the Imperial 011 Company, la de-
cidedly to be preferred. That submitted by the
Imperial 011 Company being rather too thick and
heavy, contains a very considerable percentage
of suspended tar. The sample of Galena oil ls
Composed of minerai lead and fish oil.

This Is the report with regard to the car
0il ifor summer use, and the report with
reference to the car oil for winter use is
equally favourable to the Galena Oil Com-
Pany's product. Both of these were priced
at 27 cents by the latter company, and the
contract was made at that price, while the

Offer of the Imperial Oil Company was 8 for
summer and 91 for winter. The officers at
Moncton, when left to themselves, without
any hesitation whatever accepted the offer of
the latter company at the prices named. They
had had ample experience of the quality of
the Imperial Company's oil. Yet Mr. Blair
agrees to pay 200 per cent more for the
Product of the Galena 011 Company than
they had been paylng for the product of the
Imperial Company the previous year, and
than they' had an offer to supply it for the
Year that was then about to begIn.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I do not quite
tUiderstand the hon. gentleman. What was

the price paid to the Galena 011 Company
the year before ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON--They were a new
party. This was the fdrst time they were
known to supply oles to the Intercolonial
Railway.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-Their tender was
Si.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The tender of the
Imperial Oil Company, which had previous-
ly supplied the oil, was 8j and 91, respect-
ively for winter and summer use.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-What did they get ?
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The Galena 011

Company received this contract from Mr.
Blair, Minister of Railways, at 27 cents a
gallon. We come now to discuss the ques-
tion of coach oil, winter. In this case there
was no sample submitted by the Galena Oil
Company, but samples were submitted by
the Eastern Oil Company and by other com-
panies, and the analyst reported that the
product of the Eastern 011 Company was
the best, that it was an excellent produet
indeed, and that there were two other ex-
cellent samples but slightly Inferior to it.
The department at Moncton awarded the
contract at 21J cents a gallon to the East-
ern 011 Company, but Mr. Blair, when he
came to deal with this question later, award-
ed the contract to the Galena Oil Company
at 45 cents a gallon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
same oil ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The same oil,
notwithstanding that no sample had
been submitted to the analyst. He let the
contract with his eyes shut as to the quality
of the Galena oil, and in the face of the fact
that a most excellent report was obtained
upon the Eastern 011 Company's product.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My hon. friend speaks
of contracts all along for those ois. Are
there contracts made ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think when an
offer Is asked for, received and accepted
that it Is a contract.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman ls
entirely wrong.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Among honet
men it should be a contract.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is not so.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-In order that we
may have no quarrel over such an unim-
portant point as that, we will say the suc-
cessful tenderer. The contracts were not
executed, but they were awarded. We are
now dealing with what took place hn
the awarding of these contracts in the 1
months of June and July, 1896. We are deal-
ing with what happened at that time, when
the Department of Railways was grappling
with the question as to whom they should
give these contracts. Let me remark
here that all the tenderers did not tender
for every kind of oil, but in some cases near-
ly all the parties I have named put in ten-
ders and soine put in several samples at
different prices. There was not any great
discrepancy between the highest and lowest
of every tenderer except the Galena Oil
Company which was uniformly from 0 to
200 per cent higher than the other offers-not
merely of the successful tenderers, but of all
the others who had made offers. In this case
the contract was cancelled with the Eastern
Oil Company at 21J cents a gallon, and it
was awarded to the Galena Oil Company
at 45 cents a gallon. That was for coach
011 for winter use. Now we come to coach
oil for summer use. lu this case the Galena
Oul Coipany supplied samples, and samples
were supplied by all the other tenderers.
The analyst finds that the only objectionable
samples of summer oil are two, one by the
Iniperial 011 Company, No. 7, and the other
by the Galena 011 Company. The former
contained too much tar. Of the Galena 011
Company's sample the analyst says :

The objection to the samples aubxuitted by the
Galena 01e WorkS is mentioned under the head-
Ing ' Summer Engine Oils,' this being practically
similar in composition. Of the remaining oils,the three best are Bushnell & Co., No. 2, Im-
peral Oil Company, No. G, J. R. Hutchins, B.

The remaining three samples submitted are
slightly inferior to these, as will be seen on
reference to the table in viscosity and fire test,but show no objectionable properties.

Of all the samples offered there were only
two that showed objectionable properties
and one of those two was accepted by Mr.
Blair at 45 cents a gallon. The award to the
Imperial 011 Company at 22J cents per
gallon for a sample approved by the
enalyst, was recalled, and a contract was
made with the Galena Oil Company for 4Z
cents a gallon. I am dealing now with
lubricating oils. The Galena 011 Company

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

put in no tender for spindle oil and dynamo
oil. Tenders were made at reasonable
figures by the Hutchins' Company, but on
looking over the accounts I find no further
reference to spindle or dynamo oils. It is
probable that Mr. Hutchins, having recelv-
ed only two small contracts, did not care to
go on with them, and dropped out, and later
on the oils were supplied, probably, by the
conpany that gobbled up all the important
oil contracts at their own prices, but
we cannot find out how those two
oils were supplied froni that time for-
ward. I will not discuss at this stage
the illuminating oils, because there were two
contracts made, and those contracts deal
with lubricating ole and the signal oils
separately, and therefore, I will dis-
cuss the lubricating oils first and then
deal with the question of illuminating oils.
Let me say that the h1gh prices that I have
read to hon. gentlemen are the prices that
are contained in the contract made on the
17th day of September, 1896, between the
Department of RaIlways and the Galena
Oil Company, and that there was no fur-
ther analysis received as shown by the re-
turne and that this contract was made at
these extraordinary prices, and on these un-
favouralble reports of analysis without any
further data upon which to base these
contracts.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-For what time?

Hon. Mr. FElGUSON-The contract was
made for one year, to date from the lst of
November, 1896. I have the contract in my
hand, and this is the plea that has been put
up in extenuation of these extraordinary
transactions, and hon. gentlemen will agree
with me that so far as I have stated them,
these transactions are extraordinary and
mysterious. I may state here that the Galena
Oil Company did not tender on the specifi-
cations the sane as the other contractors
tendered, but upon a condition-upon a
guarantee which they offered to put in the
contract, and which was put In the contract,
that their work was to be judged by results.
They started on the proposition that a great
deal of the oil on railways Is wasted-that
careless and extravagant hands waste it-
and they said he will reduce the cost of lubri-
cation of the railways to a science-we will
send experts who- will Inspect the application
of this oil to your railways as we do to the
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other railways where we have similar con-
tracts. We ask you to allow those ex-
perts to do their work unimpeded. and with-
out difficulty, to give them free transporta-
tion and assist them in Insuring the proper
wnorking of the contract, and we guarantee
that we will lubricate the road to your satis-
faction, and that it will cost 10 per cent less
than it cost the government for the twelve

eonths ,previons to this contract. I will
read -the clauses of the contract whIch con-
tain this guarantee. because they are very
important, and will throw a great deal of
light on what I am going to say further on
in the discussion. Section 6 says :

That in the exclusive use of the above enu-
ierated oils the contractors guarantee that the

cost of lubrication per thousand miles run in
locomotive, passenger and freight car service
combined shall be 10 per cent less than the
cost per thousand miles run for the saine classes
of service for the previous twelve months' term,
ending October 31, 1896, and said cost shall be
subject to the inspection and verification of the
auditor of the department.

And Her Majesty, in consideration of the pro-
mises and of the covenants and conditions on
the part of the contractors, hereby covenants with
the contractors that they will be paid for and
in respect of the said oils hereby contracted for
at the prices enumerated in paragraphs 1 and
3, for all the oils furnished in accordance with
the foregoing conditions, as per Involces ren-
dered and approved of by the Department of
RZailways and Canals, with reasonable allowance
for leakage. accident, &c., when these shall be
shown to have occurred before the consignment
reach its line. provided, however, that the said
department may withhold payment of Invoices
eoverlng shipments sufficient to secure it against
any excess cost per thausand miles run as may
be shown by monthly reports as hereinbefore
provided until final settlement at the expira-
tion of this contract, at which time the said
contractors are to be allowed for -«Il oils fur-
Tlished at the prices hereinbefore named, and if
the cost of the oils used in locomotive and car
service does not exceed the cost per thousand
miles as guaranteed, then the contractors are
to be paid in full for all oils furnished. Should
the cst exceed the guaranty under the conditions
nawed, then the said department shall have the
Mg9lht to reduce from the payrnent of the con-
tractors' Invoices sufflcient to cover such excess.
The final settlement to be made at the expiration
Of this contract, and shall be based upon loco-
trotive and car services combined.

Now hon. gentlemen clearly understand
the proposition : It was that the result of this

Countract was to be that the company was to
Secure the lubrication of the road at 10 per
cent less than had been paid in the previous
twelve months. I have some figures and in-
formation with regard to that subject which
I desire to lay before the House, which wlHl
show how far this guarantee has been lim-
Plemented, and how far it has been respected
by the Minister of Railways. I have here

in my hand, taken from the report of the
Department of Railways and Canals, the
train mileage, the locomotive mileage and
the car mileage for each of the years to
which those transactions refer. I have them
fo ,the complete year endlng 30th June, 1896,
and for each of the three complete years
following. It is not possible to make an
exact comparison, for this reason, that this
contract commences on the 1st of November
and iterminates 31st of October, while the
regular tern with the Department of Rail-
ways commenced the 1st of July, and ends
the 30th of June. hence the figures which
I subnit will not be the figures exactly for
the year of this contract, but for the railway
financial year, but they will be amply suffi-
cient to give us, I will not say an absolutely
exact comparison, but an approximate com-
parison which must be almost correct. The
only way in which this comparison can be
out at all will be in favour of the Galena
011 Company, because in comparing the first
financial year in which they lubricated the
railway, they only lubricated the road for
eight months, while the lubrication of the
other four months belonged entirely to
the contracts of the previous year, and would
be at the same rate as the tender of the
previous year. The cost would come out
to'be the same as for -the previous financial
year for the four months that the old con-
tract had been extended, and, therefore, the

difference in excess of the previous cost
which will be found ln 1897, must belong
altogether to the eight months of that year,
wlhen the oil was supplied by the Galena
011 Company. The figures for that year, bad
as they are, would have been much worse if
the year had been a complote year ln which
the Galena 011 Company had been supplying
the railway. The resuit is, however, for
every thousand miles of train mileage for
the twelve months preceding the entering
into this contraet with the Galena 011 Com-
pany, the cost was $3.90. The average cost
for the three years that followed bas been
just 12 per cent more than that. I will com-
pare it year by year. The cost is $3.90 per
thousand miles of train mileage for the year
.previous to this contract, and $6.10 per thou-
sand miles for the year that immediately
followed, and, as I have already remarked,
only eight months of that year the oil was
supplied by the Galena 011 Company, and as
explained, the cost of oil has been governed
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by the prices of oil in the previous year. The
conclusion therefore is inevitable that, bad
as this showing Is, it would have been worse
had the Galena 011 Company supplied the
olls for the whole year. We now come to
the locomotive mileage. and here we find
that for tie last year under the old con-
tract it was $3.20 per tbousand miles, and
for the first year under the new contract it
was $4.90 per thousand miles of locomotive
mileage. Ve now come to cars. For
the last year, under the previous con-
tract it was 30 cents per thousand
miles, while the first year under the new
contract it iwent up to 50 cents, an increase
of about 66 per cent. Taking the year 1898,
we find that the figures are higher than
they were under the last year of the old
contract. We find that for train mile-
age where it had cost $3.90 under the old
contract it cost $4.30 under the new. That
for locomotive mileage. where It had cost
$3.20 under the old contract, It cost $3.50
under the new one, and that in the case
of cars where it had 'cost 30 cents
before, It cost 40 cents under the new con-
tract. We will not deal with the last year
for which we have the figures, and
here we have altogether a different story.
I believe this is really the worst part of the
whole thing. We find that the train mileage,
which had been $6.10 per thousand miles
in the first year of this contract, comes
down to $2.70 In the third year. Locomotive
mileage, which was $4.90 In the first year,
comes down to $2.20 in the third year, and
the car mileage, wbich was 50 cents
in the first year, comes down to 25 cents,
and the Minister of Railways and Canals,
speaking elsewhere, said : ' Here Is the re-
sult of this contract we have made with the
Galena 011 Company. We have now struck
rock bottom, and In some .cases we have
come down 50 per cent. I told the con-
tractor that I would not be satisfied with a
reduction of 10 per cent in the cost, that I
wanted a reduction of 15 per cent, and we
have got more than that. Here is a great
and substantial advantage gained by this
contract, and the gentleman who has been
talking on this subject In another place
does not know as much as he thinks he
does.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It may turn out
that I know more than he thinks I

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

do. In response to the varlous addresses
which I secured the passage of In this House,
I have got information as to the purchase
of oil from the Galena 011 Company, and I
have information also as to the deduction that
was made from the Galena 011 Company's
account lu the carrying out of this guar-
antee under the contract. I know all about it
now, as well as does the Minister of Rail-
ways hinself. I find that in the year 1896,
by the returns brought down to this House-
I am speaking now of the exact year cor-
responding with the year for which this
contract runs. These figures are obtained,
not from the departmental report, but fron
returns prepared by the Department of Rail-
ways, and they cover the twelve months
immediately preceding the coming into effect
of this contract, and each of the years in
which this contraet has been in operation. I
find that the Department of Railways paid
for lubricating oils the year immediately
before this contract went into effect, $33,-
377.75. The first year after the contract
went into effect they paid $43,174.09, an in-
crease of over 33 per cent In the cost to the
government in the purchase of oil for that
year over the preceding year, notwithstand-
ing that the car mileage on the road had
dropped about three millions, that the loco-
motive mileage had dropped about a hun-
dred thousand, and that the snow-plough
mileage had dropped twenty-five thousand
miles. Notwithstanding that the car mile-
age, the locomotive mileage and the
plough mileage had fallen during that year,
the Department of Railways pald nearly 30
per cent more In the aggregate to the
Galena 011 Company than they had paid
their predecessors, and notwithstanding this
guarantee that there should be a saving of
10 per cent on the old rates. The next
year, $40,266.12 was paid, which is 20 per
cent more than was paid In the last year of
the old contract, though the train mileage was
less. We have now dealt with two years,
and come to the third year, and the purchase
of oil for lubricating purposes has gone up
to $82,536.14 for that year, being an In-
crease of over 100 per cent above what was
pald for oil In the year immediately pre-
ceding the going into effect of this contract.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I suppose the mileage
has doubled.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The mileage has Company ln order to fulfil the guarantee
Increased a little. The last year was the under this contract. I asked for a
year of expansion, but the mileage would Statement of amounts deducted, with dates of
have to increase 50 per cent to account such deduction from the accounts of the Galena011 Company, ta caver the guaranty in the con-
for these figures. The car mileage increased tract.
from forty-three millions under the old con- Here is the answer which I recelved on
trgct, to fifty-three millions under the -new March 11, last:
contract, an increase of about 24 per cent. Amount deducted on May 8, 1899, from the
Then the locomotive mileage increased from accounts of the Galena Ou Company to cover the
4,713,000 miles to 5,974,000 miles, about 20 guarantee on the contract, $23,067.13.
per cent, and 'the car and plough mileage In- Aithough the contract called for a monthly
creased very little, from 07,000 to 73,000 adjustment under this guarantee-although
miles. The increase in the car mileage, the it called for a final settiement between the
locomotive mileage, and plough mileage was, government and the company at the end of
on the whole, less than 12 per cent-I am the year, the han. Minister o! Railways
now speaking roughlyÉ-the anmount pald allowed two years to pass over bis head
for oil went up from $33,000 to $82,500 in and a thIrd year to advance uearly seven
the same period. It Is possible that there months before he called for any deduction
is some duplication of figures in the varf- on account of this guarantee, and It was
ous returns, and' thait some of the ol was not until this question was discussed in the
held in store. From the returns that I Conservative press and brought up in parlia-
have received, and which are in the posses- ment and talked of ail over the country that
sion of this House, it appears that $99,426.41 the Minister of Railways and Canais, as
was the amount pald for oil to the Galena shown by his own returu, cailed for a de-
Oil .Company after making deductions up to d.uctlon to be made Ln the accounts of the
July 1, 1899, or for the fIrst three complete Galena 011 Company. And here let me
years-or thirty-two months, to speak ac- explalu to hon. gentlemen-for the explana-
curately. It appears that for the last ton lpanot obvous-what wus earntby the
entire year up to October 31, $82,536.14 was MînIster of Railways and Canais when hie
pald for oh. Taking this lu connection taked o! gettng down to rct I k bottom this
wlth the returne for the previous years, St last year and spoke of having reduced the
seenis, if there are no overlapplngs lu the cost of lubricatlng the Intercolonial Railway
returns, that ome te witshin the four ch accordance wftr the terns of the con-
months after the termination of t le tract, wen he clamed he had done ail this
year fïor whch we have this report Of-He hwas quotng from is own publised ac-
June 30, 1899, the goverumient of Canada counts for the year ediyg 1899, and e was
bought oi for lubricating purposes on a the quotng acconts that were deliberately pre-
Intercoloniai Rallway to the amount of $66,- pared and ade up, the whole of this deduc-
549.94, ail of wAch, with the exception of tion that I have spoken of being taken out
about two or three hundred dollars worth, o! the work uf last year, and thus presentng
'was bought f rom the Gal-ena 01i Company. a Most misleading set of figures before par-
I notice that gon. gentlemen have put up a liament and before the people of this coun-
falut 'Hear, hear, when I referred to the *try. He says we have ot the matter dow
,deductions which had bee-n made. It seern- to rock bottom and gIves these figures,

d as If a gleam of light passed over thelr whereas, if h e knew anythng at ail about
countenances when I spoke of the guarantee his department he must have known when
in the contract, although lon. gentlemen he was utterlng these words, and should
Wll see by this time. taklng the natter have known w en ei was presenting the
u the surface, 'that this guarautee bas not fallaclous report, that e -vas not presenting

amounted to much. We were marger pur- the facts to the people of this country.
chasers of o h al the years than wean a
were uer the ld contract, notwltihstand- on M e hea
lug the guarantee. One question I asked Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-But, on the con-
Was to get the dates and the amounts that trary, he had deducted the whole amount

iatd been deducted from the Galena il o! $23,000 from the accounts of last year,
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and then lie turns round and asks parlia-
ment to look at the amazing reductions
which lie had made. Let me just show
what this reveals. It reveals that the in-
crease in cost of train mleage for the
first year under this contract was 56 per
cent, that in the next year it was 10 per
cent over the total amount of the previous
year, and it shows that in the last year there
was a 30 per cent saving, but it was saved
by deducting this large sum of $23,000 that I
have read to the House, out of the expend-
iture of last year instead of apportioning it
to the years to which it belonged. In that way
a most fallacious statement was made, but
notwithstanding all that, notwithstanding
the fallaclous character of this report, such
is the laxity that is evident In the manner
of enforcing this guarantee in the contract,
that the result is that the average cost of
lubrication of these three services of train
mileage, locomotive mileage and the ploug'hs
and cars, is very much larger than during
the year that immediately preceded and on
which this contract is based, and, notwith-
standing this reduction of $23,000, there Is
not an approximation to a reduction such as
was guaranteed lu this contract and of which
so much has been said. We find the increased
cost in train mileage per thousand miles Is
just a little more than 12 per cent greater
la these tbree years on an average than the
year immediately preceding. We find the
locomotive mileage is just 10 per cent higher
than it was, and the cost of ploughs and cars
just 26 per cent higlier. We have the
whole transaction before us. We have the
cancelling of -the oil contract based on the
honest tenders that were given by the oil
manufacturers of tis country and the
United States. We have the Galena 011
Company coming In and saying 'take us at
our prices, and we will give you good oil.'
and the Minister of Railways said last year
that the oil was of a superior quality. I
wonder if he ever read the analysis which I
have read to the House. I think if he did,
even the Minister of Railways would hesi-
tate to claim the oil was of very good
quality. We have the facts remaining that,
after three years' experience, and after de-
ducting this $23,000 from the transactions o1
the third year, the average cost for lubrica.
ting is 12 per cent for train mileage, 10 pe
cent for locomotive mileage, and 26 per cen

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

for cars and ploughs, higher than it was
under the previous contract. These figures
are based on the departmental figures as
given In the report of the Minister of Rail-
ways. I will have something more to say
on this point before I bring my remarks to
a close, but I want to say a word or t*
on the matter of illuminating oils. The
Galena Oil Company only tendered for one
of these oils-hand lamp signal oil. This is
an oil that is generally dearer than ordlnary
illuminating oil, and there were samples sub-
mitted by Hutchins of Montreal, the Eastern
Oil Company, Samuel Rogers & Co. of To-
ronto. the Imperial Oil Company, the Bush-
nell Company, and the Galena Oil Company,
and this is the report of the analysis of
Prof. Ruttan. I will read it in full. It is
as follows :-

The samples of signal or hand lamp oil sub-
mitted by the Eastern Oil Company, No. 291,
possesses sucli properties and composition as
would justify ita being placed at the head of
the list. It has the best average in ail respects.
The Samuel Rogers oil gives a bright light, and
has the lowest cold test, but contains too much
light petroleum, and has too much free fat acid
to recommend it as being a safe light to use.
The signal oil submitted by the Galena 011
Works, Reference No. 2306, contains a very high
perceatage of heavy lard ohl, glvlng It higli cold
test for this climate. It also burns with lesd
brilliancy than many of the other samples, al-
though the light Is steady and even. The re-
mraining samples are superior to the two Just
mentioned, and but slightly inferior to the sam-
pies submitted by the Easterrf 011 Company,
and are of about equal value among themselve3.

The Department of Railways, when award-
ing all other contracts in JuIy, gave this cou-

tract to the Imperial Company at 37ý cents a

gallon, whose oil the analyst had found to
be ibut slightly inferior to the Eastern 011
Company's oil, which had been offered at
40 cents a gallon. That is the condition in
which Mr. Blair found things, but lie with-
drew that notice to the Imperial Oil Com-
pany and awarded the contract to the Gal-
ena Oil Company, whose oil was declared
to be Inferior and objectionable at 46 2-10 per
gallon, being nearly 9 cents per gallon or 25
per cent above the tender of the Imperial

- Oi Company, and let me here tell hon. ger-
tlemen that there was no pretext in this case
to cover up the deal by saying: 'Oh. we

- have a guarantee in the contract.' There
is no guarantee in the contract, and no sav-
ing of any kind assured, and yet the

r Minister of Railways most flagrantly
t violates the tender system by glvlng the
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nigh price of 46 2-10 cents per gallon to the
Galena 011 Company for -this oil which
was found to be inferior in quality. and
cancels the award tbat had been made to
the Imperial Oil Company at 37J cents a
gallon for a superior article. lu this case
there can be no contention that Mr. Blair
was misled by some guarantee in the con-
tract that there would be a saving of 10
per cent in uslng these oils. He had the
unfavourable report of the product of the
Galena 011 Company, and a favourable
report In the other case, and he gives 46 2-10
a gallon to the Galena Oil Company for the
inferior oil and rejects the contract of the
Imperial 011 Company, where 9 cents would
be saved on the contract. besides getting a
better oil. I will say a word or two with
regard to petroleums. I am speaking of
straight kerosene oil, of which there is a
good deal consumed on the Intercolonial
Railway. Tenders were called, as was
usual. under the late government and sam-
ples were furnished, and analysis had upon
them, and contracts were awarded to the
Imperlal Oil Company for one of these olils
according to specification A, and the Bush-
nell Company for the oil under specification
B. These contracts were so let, and then
they were cancelied, and from that time
to the present there has been no public
call for tenders and no analysis of oil.
There bas been no public competition,
in fact. for the supply of this oil, and the
papers that have been brought down wbich
only may be partial show that Mr. Blair and
the Department of Railways have bought
over 2.000 barrels of kerosene oil since 1896,
and have Issued no specifications. In one
case, in asking for a hundred barrels they
asked that they should be according to
specification B, which was a specification
of the late government, but in all other
cases they furnish no specifications. The
only description was in one or two cases
where they asked tenders to state whether it
was Canadian or American. but they have
been going on buying these oils without
competition. The only competition is that a
few nien, most of then friends of the
government-I think all of them are

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Members of the govern-
ment ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Friends of the
government. The Department of Rallways,

no doubt acting under instructions, used to
do all this by public tender and specifica-
tions under the former administration, but
that la all changed. Now, we have a system
introduced of sending circulars to parties,
no doubt friends of the government, and
asking them to tender and state what they
would supply the best kerosene oil for. The
names are :

John J. Barry, St. John.
Charles MeDonald, St. John.
The A. B. MacLean Company, St. John.
The Eastern Oil Company, St. John.
The Imperial Oil Conpany, St. John.
F. D. Walsh, Halifax,
Austen Brothers, Halifax.
Shatford Brothers, Halifax.
Hon. Mr. MILLS-Are the Eastern 011

Company and the Imperial Company friends
of the government ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Very likely. My
lion. friend had better ask the Minister of
Railways and he can perhaps give the rea-
son of the friendship too.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The bon.
said friends of the government.

gentleman

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am not sure that
they were all friends of the government,
but it was a very friendly act of the gov-
ernment to select these people, and say

give us an offer,' and not to allow the
public to come in and compete. There was
some friendship on one side at any rate, and
surely they would be ungrateful if they did
not reciprocate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend Is speak-
ing of bis own experience.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Speak-
ing from knowledge.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I point out that
the fact that the government selected them
for the purpose of ibuying oil from them
shoWS that they regarded tbem as their
friends.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It simply shows that
they had tendered before. Tbey were among
the men who had put in tenders before.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My bon. friend
will do better not to interrupt, because
whenever he opens bis mouth he puts
bis foot in it. If the hon. gentleman will
look at these names he will find that those
to whom these invitations were sent In the
early months of 1896-7 were parties that had
not been known to suppily oil to the Inter-
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colonial Railway before. Take John J.
Barry, Chas. McDonald. the A. B. MacLean
Company, Austen Bros., Halifax. Those
parties had not figured ln oil contracts
before. He speaks of ithe Imperial Oil Com-
pany. It was not notified about oil in the
early days of these operations. It was
not until It belonged to the Standard 011
Trust. until it became a first coudln of
the Galena 011 Company, until it became one
of the hydra heads of the Standard 011 Com-
pany. Up to that time its tender was refus-
ed, and no contract would be made with
them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-But after the Im-
perial Oil Company became a part of the
Standard 011 Trust of the United Sta-tes,
and became a first cousin of the Galena Oil
Company, then it was put upon this list.
I an not finding fault with the prices that
were given for this oil. I am not a judge.
They do not appear exorbitant. That is the
price paid for kerosene oil, and la inviting
friends to tender, I am not complaining of
that except that it should be done by com-
petition and on specifications, as was the
practice of the late government, and the
oil should have been analysed in order tha.t
the department should know whether they
were getting good or bad oils. All this
was ignored by the Minister of Rail-
ways, and he took this way of buying kero-
sene oil. I am treating the question of
kerosene oil separate from lubricatIng oil,
and, also, separate from the signal
oil for whlch a contract was made with
the Galena 011 Company at the exorbitant
rate of 46 2-10 cents a gallon, whereas there
were offers of an excellent oil, far better
by analysis than the Galena 011 Company's
product, at 37J. It has been clalmed by the
Minister of Railways, not only speaking
elsewhere, but in answers to questions in
this Flouse, and In the press supporting the
minister, that a similar contract to the one
which he made with the Galena 011 Com-
pany has been made with a very large pro-
portion, I think the minister says as many
as 95 per cent of the railways of the United
States and Canada, that contracts on a
sinilar basis have been made, and have given
entire satisfaction. From wbat we knfow this
guarantee In their contract is worth-and in
that respect I do not blame them half as

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

mucl as I do the Minister of Railways, be-
cause he did -not invoke the guarantee
thoroughly-from what we know of the com-
pany we would want more than their state-
ment that they were the universal oil sup-
pliers of railways. But if it should prove
to be-true. even if the result were as baid
as with us, it would not surprise me much
to know that the Galena 011 Company being
a part of the Standard Oil Trust of the Unit-
ed States, that It is the branch of that trust
that deals in lubricating oils, and knowing
the way they are manipulating the railways
and people all over the continent, it would
not surprise me to know they were making
contracts with the railways of the United
States as bad as this one, and even If they
are making contracts on the saine .terms
with the other railways, we should hesitate
before we endorse the contract for that
reason. The points which stand out most
prominently are these : The oil supplied by
the Galena 011 Company was generally bad
on analysis. The price was monstrously
high. The result has been unsatisfactory.
The tender system was violated, in the tirst
instance, in awarding this contract to the
Galena Oil Company on this basis of a guar-
antee which was not open to other sup-
pliers of oil to come In and compete on
equal terms. If the government intended to
make the contract In this way without look-
ing as much to the price as to the results,
they should have allowed other oil com-
panies to come In and compete on equal
terms. Even if this system of letting
a contract was a good one, there should have
been competition about it. Then comes an-
other point, and this is the point with which
this House and the people of this country
have most to do, and should earnestly con-
sider, and that is-I will not use a stronger
word, although hon. gentlemen may perhaps
come to the conclusion that a stronger word
is necessary-the extreme laxity of the Min-
ister of Railways in enforcing this guar-
antee that was to provide that an adjust-
ment was to take place every month, and
that at the end of the contract, which was
for one year, a determInation should be had
of the results and that a deduction should
be made equal to the guarantee In the con-
tract. All that was violated In this trans-
action. The Minister of Railways failed to
invoke that guarantee fully and on time.
lie allowed one year to close and he
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Paid this monatrous price to the Galena
011 Company and went on and allowed
another year to close, and it was not
until attention was called to this question
ln the press, and the matter had, I think,
been raised in the Senate, that the Minister
of Railways Invoked that condition of the
contract, and, according to their own return
brought down ln this House. It was on the
8th May, 1899, or two years and a half
after the contract had been commenced, be-
fore there was any deduction made and the
deduction was insufficient. Instead of
bringing it down to the guarantee in the
contract, it still leaves a further deduction
of about 22 per cent necessary in order to
make good the guarantee. Then we have
the misleading statements. I have a list of
the misstatements that are now proved, by
the report of the department and by the
returns which have been brought down.
Some of these I have already referred to
and I will now pass them over. But, we
have this glaring misstatement which ta
found ln the report of the Minister of Rail-
ways, wherein it shows that a most favour-
able result has been obtained in the last
year, without disclosing the fact that should
not have been kept back, that that result
was obtained by making the entire deduc-
tions for the three years fall Into the closing
Month or two, and ln that way showing
results entirely misleading. And then we
have the scandai, for which there la no jus-
tification whatever, no pretext suggested
Of a 10 per cent deduction, of awarding the
contract for signal hand-laamp oil to the
Galena 011 Company, although their ten-
der was nine cents higher, and although
their oil was pronounced to be inferior
to that of the Imperial 011 Company. I
have now gone over the whole ground and
touched upon the main points in this case,
and I submit to hon. gentlemen, that the
facts and figures that I have disclosed to this
11ouse, drawn from the public reports of
the Railway Department and the returns
submitted to this House, and the answers
to questions which we have received in this
flouse, disclose a scandal such as, I am
glad to say, we have not hald many of in
this country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-One would have sup-
Posed if the hon. senator wished to bring for-
Ward a motion of this sort, that he would

have brought it forward at an earlier period
of the session.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If the hon. gen-
tleman had brought do'n the Information
as I wanted it, I would have done so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We had for a consider-
able time, no business sent up to this House
from the House of Commons. We ad-
journed very frequently after an hour's sit-
ting, and we adjourned sometimes for
several days together, and my hon. friend
could have, if he were disposed to bring
forward a motion of this sort, ample op-
portunity to do so; but he brings It forward
when every hon. gentleman, both in this
House and in the other, must be anxious
to bring the session to a close, and he has
taken up two-thirds, nearly, of the time that
we will have this afternoon to make his
speech on his motion, leaving us scarcely
any time whatever for the consideration of
the business on the Orders of the Day. The
hon. gentleman has brought serious accusa-
tions against the Minister of Railways.
The hon. gentleman never speaks without
attributing some mean motive, some dis-
honourable conduct, some base act elther to
the Minister of Railways or to some other
minister. There has never been a speech
made by the hon. gentleman of any length
ln this House in which he has not vilified
and itraduced those who stand ln opposition
to him. That has been the policy of the
hon. gentleman, and his speeches ln this
House would receive more consideration
from both sides if le were more disposed
to be moderate and fair. The hon. gentle-
man has made great complaint that Mr.
Blair, when he came into office, cancelled
the contracts that had been made with
various oil companles for the supplying of
oil on the Intercolonial Railway. He men-
tioned that an award was made upon these
varlous tenders ln July, 1896. What was
that period ? The general election, if I
remember rightly, was on June 23. At the
time this award was made a government
was ln power that had been defeated at the
election, and had not yet retired, and they
undertook to make provisions for various
parties under these tenders, and I might say
that I think Mr. Blair was perfectly justified
ln undertaking to clear the ground, I know
in my own department tenders were let for
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the supply of cloth for five years. that would
cover the entire period the administration
would be in office, before we came in, and
although ·the goveranment succeeded to office
on July 13, if I remember rightly, there was
already a supply of cloth under this tender
sufficient to meet the wants of the peniten-
tiaries for a period of three years. Now,
the hon. gentleman expects that sort of thing
to be allowed and to be justified, and his
whole complaint here to-day is, that Mr.
Blair, when lie came into office, did lot
ratify the awards that bad been made
under this very expeditious mode of trans-
neting business.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
not so understand the hon. gentleman, what
I understood him to say was, that tenders
had been asked for by the late government,
that the contracts and agreements were
made by the officers of the department after
the elections had taken place, and after the
resignation of the late government, and that
the hon. gentleman's ministry cancelled
those contracts which had been made by
the officers of the department upon the
tenders which had been recelved prior to
the resignation of the government.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The statement made by
the hon. gentleman was, that the depart-
ment had awarded the contracts early ln
July after the elections.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I gave the exact
dates of awarding them. There was one
contract dated on the ilth, and the balance
on July 17, and after the resignation of the
government-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-All made on instrue-
tions recelved from the late government.
My hon. friend knows that a new govern-
ment coming to office could not have given
instructions on July 11, as they did not come
into office until, If I remember rlghtly, two
days later, July 13. The same observa-
tions are applicable to the contract let on
July 17.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Mr. Blair dId not come
in until afterwards.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
says it so happened that Lichtenhein, the
manager of the Galena Ol Company, was
in the province of New Brunswick in Sep-
tember-that Mr. Blair's election was in

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

September-that this arrangement made be-
tween Mr. Blair and Mr. Lichtenhein was
made in September, and what is the sug-
gestion that the hon. gentleman wishes to
make with regard to Mr. Blair? What is
the inference he wishes the House to draw
from his statement ? If the hon. gentle-
man thinks Mr. Blair made a corrupt bar-
gain with Mr. Lichtenhein to furnish Mr.
Blair funds for his election-if that is the
insinuation-if he wishes it to be under-
stood by the House that Mr. Blair made a
corrupt contract with this man and obtained
money from him-that he cancelled the con-
tract with other parties to give the contract
to this man in consequence of that. why
does he not move for a committee ? Why
does he not say he is ready to establish those
charges which he Insinuates, and which if
true, would show that Mr. Blair was utterly
unfit to be in public life. and which charges
he has not the courage to make ? So I say
that the hon. gentleman deals in mean in-
sinuations against those who are politically
opposed to him. That Is his practice in
this House, and he has never, since I have
been here, made a speech of any length in
which he has not indulged in remarks cal.
culated to traduce the character of those
who are politically opposed to him. I deny
that there is any foundation for the state-
ments which the hon. gentleman makes. He
read about the price to be paid for oil, but
he knows that the governing provision of
that contract ls, that the expenditure for oil
should, during the first year, be 10 per cent
less than it was the previous year for the
same service, and that for the succeeding
two years It was to be 15 per cent less.
There is the test by which the value of the
service is to be ascertained, and It Is abso-
lutely impossible, under the terms of that
contract, that there could be payment of a
larger sum for the services than the cost
was before. Let me call the attention of
the House to Mr. BlaIr's own statement
with regard to that matter. He says that
the locomotive service cost for oil $3.72 per
mile under the old contract ln force prior
to October, 1896. Ten per cent off that
would be 37 cents less than that, and 15
per cent off would be half more. What does
Mr. Blair say the present cost is ? That
for locomotives per thousand miles there is
$2.72 pald at the present time instead of
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$3.72 for oil; that for passenger cars 80 cents
per thousand miles was the charge under
the old arrangement. At the present time
it costs 22 cents; that under the old arrange-
ment the flat cars were 20 cents, and we
have got the expense down from 20 cents to
12 cents. There is a clear statement. The
hon. gentleman questions the accuracy of
it, but if lie wishes to question the accuracy
of that statement, why did lie not move
for a committee ? Mr. Blair made these
statements on June 27, in the House of Com-
Mons. There was Mr. Haggart sitting
there. Mr. Haggart discussed Mr. Blair's
views on various questions, but on this lie
did not say one word.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Will the hon. gen-
tleman just read those figures again whlle
I compare them vith the report of the de-
partment ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will do so by-and-by.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I pointed out that

the figures which lie asserts come from Mr.
Blair are not correct. I have the blue-book
in my hand.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Mr. Powell was there.
Mr. Powell is a political opponent of Mr.
Blair's. Mr. Powell made an elaborate
speech in the House of Commons criticising
the views expressed by Mr. Blair, and there
Is not a member of the opposition in that
House, elther Mr. Haggart, who is thorough-
ly familiar with the whole subject, nor Mr.
Powell, who lives in the district and who
knows what the facts are, nor Mr. Foster,
the late Finance Minister, who is also a
resident of the province of New Brunswick,
and a keen opponent of Mr. Blair-there was
not one of them that called in question
these statements, and if my hon. friend
opposite wanted an investigation of this
subject, wanted to probe it to the bottom ,
why did lie not call the attention of some
of his friends In the House of Commons to
it, and have them, where Mr. Blair sits,
where lie has an opportunity of, face to face,
meeting those who are disposed to question
the accuracy of his statements-I say why
did lie not do that and have this question
threshed out in the presence of the min-
ister ? I daresay he did. I daresay he
was told then that there was nothing in
the views lie expressed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have simply the exer-
cise of my reason.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Has the hon. gen-
tleman any authority for the statement that
I was told by members of the House of
Commons that there was nothing in this
statement ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say it was a natural
conclusion.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is what you
say now.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was what I said at
the beginnlng, if there was any- foundation
for the statements lie has made, lie would
have asked some member of the House of
Commons to enter into a controversy with
Mr. Blair on the subject. The hon. gentle-
man has not brought this matter forward
now for the first time. Some time ago in
the session, he moved a resolution, and on
that occasion made a vigorous attack on
Mr. Blair. He went over very much the
same ground lie has gone over to-day. All
the facts he has given to-day on that sub-
ject lie gave some time ago, and Mr. Blair
answered the observations which the hon.
gentleman made in lis speech In the House
of Commons on the subject. He says:

There is a gentleman in another place who
has attacked, with a good deal of violence, the
action of the department in respect to Its award
of contracts for the supply of lubricating oils.
It is very evident to me that the gentleman who
has taken this subject up with such energy, has
not acquainted himself with the facts, and that
he has not really known much about the matter
that lie was discussing. When I came into the
department tenders had been received by the
late government's department for the supply of
ouLa for the Intercolonial Railway. I think I
can say that the contract had been awarded.
The contract had not been executed, but It had
been awarded to what I considered the company
making the most favourable offer. It was
awarded very much along the same lines
that the contracts had been In prevous years,
and as far as I could gather, or form a judgment
myself upon the subject, there had not been
satisfaction In the working out of these contracts,
as we had a right to expect.

From whom dld Mr. Blair get the Infor-

mation that the contracts had not worked
satisfactorly ? Why, from lis officers ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-From whom ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-FrOm lis officers.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Does he say so ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Has the hon. mem- Hon. Mr. MILLS-I know fron wFom le
ber any authority for that statement ? got the information.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-He does not say
so, but you profess to know ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It ought to be
that. but It is not that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. Mr. Blair con- 1 Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, it is that.
tinues : <I

Among the many tenderers at that time was a
company known as the Galena 011 Company.
This la a company which had been organized,
which was not then In Canada, but which was
an American institution. They tendered upon
a new basis for the supply of cils for the Inter-
colonial Railway. They offered to guarantee to
the Intercolonial Railway authorities that the
cost of lubricating the road for a year would
not amount to as much per thousand miles
during the continuance of tbeir contract, as it
bad during previous years, by 10 per cent.

Now, that .was their declaration, and that
declaration is embodied in their contract.
Mr. Blair continues :

Or, in other words, they said :. We are pre-
pared to furnish oil at a cost of 10 per cent less
than oil bas cost you hitherto. It looked to me
like a very favourable offer, and when I became
aware that 90 odd per cent of the railways in
America were being supplied by this company
with their oil, and were operating under a con-
tract of the same character as, I have reason to
believe, I felt that it was an experiment that
the Intercolonial Railway might very well make,
instead of continuing along on the old groove
and getting unsatisfactory service. I thought
It would be well to try the Galena Oil Company,
and see how their contract would work out.
The conditions under which the contract was
made, are these : The ails which they supply
are charged for at a fixed rate. I state at once,
and this is where the gentleman who bas been
making the criticsmas upon this matter bas been
labouring under a misapprehenslon, that the
prices of the ail they furnish are high, and they
claim they are high class ails, but the prices
which are charged against the Intercolonial Rail-
way are identical in every particular with the
prices that are paid by all the other rallway
companles. I took pains to satisfy myself that
the Canadian Pacific Railway and the Grand
Trunk Railway Companles pay exactly the same
prices for the cils furnisbed them that this com-
pany charge us. But the question of the price
of the ail was not a very material conaideration,
because I had the condition guaranteed that no
matter what quantity of oil we used. and no mat-
ter what the price they charged, when we came
to wind up the transactions of the year our
bill should be 10 per cent less than it had been
in any previous year. We therefore stood to
wIn to the extent of 10 per cent In any case.
The Galena 011 Company proceed upon the sup-
position that a good deal of ail is wasted, and
so they have experts of their own upon the
railway to Instruct the enginemen and drivers
to be as economical as possible, and they watch
them and complain of them if there la any
waste. They have therefore an Interest to keep
down the consumrption, because the less the con-
sumption the less they lose under the arrange-
ment they made with us.

Hon. gentlemen will see, no matter what

Under these circumstances, I presented the
case to the government, and my colleagues can-
celled the award of contract that was made,
and authorized the entering Into this contract,
and it bas been continued down to the present
time. The service bas been eminently satisfac-
tory. The officers of the road, from the gene-
ral manager down, are assured that the results
Lave been much more favourable in every way
than under the previous aystem of contracting.

Now, the hon. gentleman will see how I
know it. Mr. Blair continues :

After the first contract expired, I thought I
would perhaps press the point a little further,
and I said : You have guaranteed us 10 per cent.
saving, but we will olly renew the contract upon
the condition that you will guarantee us 15 per
cent. Rather than not get the contract-and I
suppose even at that rate it was profitable to
them-they guaranteed that the cost per 1,000
miles would be 15 per cent less than it had been
prior to the time they contracted with us. Now,
we have this arrangement recently entered into.
We find that the expense of oils on the Interco-
lonial Railway bas been, year by year, coming
down, until we are justified in forming the opin-
ion that we have pretty nearly struck rock bot-
tom. Under the operation of the old contracte,
it cost to oil an Intercolonial Railway locomo-
tive per thousand miles $3.72, to oil a passenger
80 cents per thousand miles, and to oil a freight
car 22 cents. Now we have got down to the
point that we have a fixed contract with them
that for locomotives we will not pay more than
$2.72 per thousand miles, which la a saving of
$1 per thousand miles for each locomotive; and
Instead of paying 80 cents for a passenger car,
as under the old aystem, we have got it down
to 20 cents, and we have got the freight cars
down from 22 cents to 12 cents. We are,
therefore, actually saving under this contract
$10,000 a year and upwards in the cost of ails for
the Intercolonial Railway. Yet this gentleman
denounces this government In ail the moods and
tenses because we have made this contract. We
are paying the same price that every railway
company In America la paying.

Now, that is the statement of the hon. Minis-
ter of Railways in the House of Commons.

That statement was made in the presence
of Mr. Haggart, who took part ln the dis-
cussion, and who subsequently criticised
the speech of which that is a part. He
makes no comment upon this portion of the
speech. He was criticised by Mr. Powell,
who ls an active and vigorous opponent,
and Mr. Powell makes no comment upon
this part of Mr. Blair's speech, and I take
It that the speech of the Minister of Rail-
ways is perfectly consistent with the facts.

price ls put on the oil or how much of it is If there is any foundation at all for the
used, the sum paid the company 1s 10 per
cent less than the government paid before
for this service.

Hon. Mr. MIILS.

statement which the hon. gentleman has
made here to-day, it would simply mean
this, not that the 'bargain was a bad one,
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not that the bargain was not in the interests
of the community, but that It had not been
strictly enforced by the Minister of Rail-
ways. I need not enter Into that discussion.
If it bas not been strictly enforced, undoubt-
edly the opponents of Mr. Blair in the House
of Commons will look after that. Mr. Blair
is not in a position, standing upon the ternis
of this contract, maintaining and defending
himself on the provisions which the contract
contains-he is in no position to pay, nor
does lie undertake to pay more than under
the contract would be warranted. If the
company have received more money than
the locomotive mileage will entitle them to,
they will receive less in the case of a future
payment. Whether a demand is made to
settle up strictly every month or not I do
not know. I have not Inquired into the
matter, but I have read to the House the
defence of Mr. Blair. In my opinion it le
full and satisfactory. If there has been
payment in excess of what the contract
provides for, that would be a good reason
for saying to Mr. Blair, or anybody else,
when you make a further payment you
must pay a less sum, because these parties
have recelved, in what you have already
paid them, more than they are entitled to
Under their contract. Whether they have
been pald more than they should recelve,
I do not know. I do not attach a very great
deal of importance to the statement of the
hon. gentleman. I have found him on so
niany occasions making representations with
regard to the facts lie submits to this House
that are not always borne out upon further
Investigation, that I decline to take any state-
ment lie may make here on a question of
this sort in opposition to the opinion and
Views expressed by my coleague, the Min-
ISter of Railways. The bon. gentleman told
Us, that lie knew, of his own personal knowl-
edge, that certain things were so at an
earller period of the session, and it turned
Out that lie did not know of his knowledge
-that lie dld not know at all-that, In fact,
the statement was a calumny.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I call the bon.
gentleman to order. I deny emphatically
that I did anything of the kind.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say the bon. gentle-
man did.

59

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. gentle-
man is always abusive. He tries to misrepre-
sent me and he is not satisfied with doing
this, but he invokes his little newspaper in
London to do the same thing.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
has not made a speech this session without
attacking the character of public men.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I do that on public
grounds, but the hon. gentleman attacks me
personally.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say the bon. gentle-
man's observations are totally unwarranted.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-What was the
calumny to which the hon. gentleman re-
ferred ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
made an Insinuation here to-day--

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman said that In the early part
of the session the bon. gentleman from
Marshfield had made an unwarranted
charge agalnst members of the government.
What was the calumny ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That members of the
government had bought Pineau, and that
lie knew it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I cail the hon.
gentleman to order. I never made the state-
ment that members of the government had
bought Pineau. The bon. gentleman bas
made an assertion that ls not warranted by
the facts.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That 1s the inference
to be drawn from the gentleman's statement.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That Is only on
a par wlth what the hon. gentleman has
been saying. He thinks scolding wIll be
accepted in this Hoiuse, as discussion of
public questions.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Order, order.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Tbe hon. gentleman
from Prince Edward Island is out of order,
as he always le when lie addresses the
House. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I rise to a point
of order. The bon. gentleman says that I
charged members of the government with
havIng bought Pineau.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-You Insinuated it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Then when I de-
nied his statement, he went on and said
further that it was the inference to be
drawn fron my remarks, but his first state-
ment was that I had deliberately said so.
I deny it emphatically. You might infer it
from the facts if you like, but I never made
that statement in this House or anywhere
else. I call for the ruling of the Chair. I
deny emphatically that I ever made that
statement.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is a question of
fact.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It Is
a question of order.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I say the hon. gen-
tleman bas not submitted to this House a
que'stion of order, I made a statýinet and
I am prepared to conflrm that statement,
and. therefore, I am perfectly In order.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. member said
that Mr. Pineau had met certain niembers
of the government and had left the city
with Mr. Tarte, that he had been appointed
by the government to go to Paris, that lie
In fact, had been bribed-that he had been
elected as a Conservative, and that lie was
bribed by this government to desert his
standard, and that he was on his way to
Paris with the hon. Minister of Public
Works.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tie
rules of parliament are laid down so clearly
that the point does not require much dis-
cussion. You made a distinct statement-

Hon. Mr. MILLS--Order. The hon. gen-
tleman sbould not address me personally.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman Is quite right. The bon.
the Minister of Justice alleged that the hon.
senator from Marshfield stated positively
that the government had purchased Pineau.
The member from Marshfield gets up and
denies it. Now, I say whether the hon.
gentleman is right or wrong, the duty of
a member making a charge against an-
other while In the House, when that charge
Is denied Is bound to accept that dental. I
have been placed in that positlon two or
three times myself in the other House-I

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

do not know that I have here, and the
Speaker always rules that if a charge be
made against a member of the House and
he denies it, the charge cannot be reasserted
under the rules which govern debates in
parliament. The very moment that the
hon. gentleman from Marshfield denied
positively that he had made that statement,
the duty of the Minister of Justice was to
withdraw it ; that 1s a ruling that is
made every day in the other House. Fortun-
ately for us, we have not been placed in
the position, nor has our Speaker been called
upon to rule under such circumstances, but
as the question has arisen It is just as well
we should have a ruling on the subject.

lon. Mr. POWER-The hon. leader of the
opposition is perfectly right in saying that
the statement of an hon. member with re-
spect to a personal matter Is to be accepted,
but I think I shall show that this Is not an
ordinary case.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
is an extraordinary case.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not interrupt the
hon. gentleman. I think the practice by
which the hon. gentleman w'ho leads the op-
position Interrupts speakers on this side is
objectionable. In the first place, I listened
carefully to what the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice said. He did not say that the hon. gentle-
man from Marshfield had positively stated
that the government were a party to the
Pineau transaction. He said that the hon.
gentleman had insinuated that (cries of
No. No.) Well, I am giving my recollec-
tion. Then the minister went on to say that
the hon. gentleman had stated something
else positively, and the hon. leader of the
opposition raised a question of order.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman is wrong. I say I did not
raise the question of order. It was raised
by my hon. friend on my right (Hon. Mr.
Ferguson.)

Hon. Mr. POWER-The question of order
has been raised. The hon. leader of the
opposition did raise this point that the state-
ment made by the hon. member was to be
accepted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I want to know whe-
ther. admitting aIl that, the statement of
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the hon. gentleman from Marshfield now le
to be accepted, or the statement made on
the 22nd of tMarch? I turn to the Debates
of the 22nd March and I find the Hon. Mr.
Ferguson (there is no other aIr. Ferguson ln
the House, I believe) after remarking that
Pineau was here, in Ottawa, said :

He was here until about the day Mr.
Tarte left for Paris, and It -is believed, and not
only believed but thoroughly understood, that
he was engaged to represent the provincial gov-
ernment or the federal government at the Paris
Exposition, and that he was employed and bar-gained for to act In that capacity. . . . . .

I am not in a position to say whether It bas
been done in the interests of or by the agents
of the provincial or federal governments. I
have not said by whom It was done. Very likely
it bas been worked out in collusion between the
two. But I make the charge that this man
bas been approached and seduced from his duty
to his constituents.

Hon. Mr. F-ERGUSON-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. Minister of
Justice asked ' by whom ' ? and the hon.
gentleman from Marshfield replied :

By the federal or the Dominion government,
or their agents, and that he is now on his way
to Paris. I make these statements on good
authority, and I have very good reason for
believing it is true; and that being so, it is
not a surprise to me to find that my question
Was not answered yes or no, when all the other
questions were answered directly.

The hon. gentleman made that statement
un the 22nd of March in this House, ac-
Cording to the official report.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Might I ask whether
this question bas anything- to do with the
matter before the House ? It seems to me
it is Inadvisable to refer back to it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have a right to
Speak to this question of order. The hon.
Minister of Justice indulged for nearly half
an hour ln attacks upon me personally. He
did not deal wit'h the slatements that I made
on publie questions, but made personal at-
tacks upon myself, questioning my veracity
generally in this House. That was the trend
Of his remarks from the time he rose until
he was called up on the point of order and
hIe said I had accused this government of
buying Pineau, and that I knew It. What
I did was to present to this House
evidence that Pineau had been sedu-
ced from his allegiance, and I did not draw
anY strong inference on the subject, yet I
belleve almost every independent member
drew from those statements what Infer-
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ences could be drawn from them. That is
a different thing from saying that the gov-
ernment bought Pineau, and that I knew It,
and the hon. gentleman from Halifax who
went wandering over the debate, trying to
help the Minister of Justice out of this diffi-
culty, does not show a great amount of in-
genousness. The hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax, in respect to the telegram from Sir
Charles Tupper-

Hon. Mr. POWER-What has that to do
with the question ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-And what bas the
extract the hon. gentleman from Halifax read
to do with the question? He sald something
was of his own knowledge and he knew it,
and he had to admit he was wrong. The
only part of my statement on the 22nd of
March that was not borne out to the letter
was the statement that Pineau had gone to
Paris. I made that statement the same as
the hon. gentleman from Halifax made the
statement with regard to Sir Charles Tup-
per sending the telegram to Sir Wllfrid Lau-
rier to the Star. I made it under a misap-
prehension, but I put the whole evidence be-
fore this House later, and showed every hon.
member In this House that I was perfectly
honest In making the statement, and I had

at least as good reason for making It as the

hon. gentleman from Halifax had for saying
that he knew Sir Charles Tupper had sent

his telegram to the Star for publication in-
stead of direct to Sir Wilfrid Laurier, al-
though it turned out in both cases we were

not absolutely rigit. The hon. Minister of
Justice is not content to violate one rule

of this House, but he violates several rules.

He read page after page of Mr. Blair's state-

ment in the House of Commons. He

referred to past debates and he made this
statement referring to a past debate, and
charged me with saylng what I had never

said. This practice cannot go on Intermin-

ably. The hon. gentleman, instead of rising
in the House and defending his colleagues.
Indulges ln a tirade of abuse, attacking the

veracity of members on this side and telling
the House he Is not prepared to believe their
statements. There might be a good deaI
of reciprocity on thLs side of the Chamber,
but we have better manners than to

return these compllments. We have more
regard for parliamentary usage than to do
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it, but when he makes misstatements we
will deal with them and show where they are
wrong. My complaint in this matter and
the point of order that I raise is that the
hon. gentleman charged me with saying that
the government had bought Pineau. I deny
It. That might be Inferred from the affi-
davit and information I placed before the
House, but I did not make that statement.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
said the government of Prince Edward
Island or the Dominion had done so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Done
what ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What is meant by se-
ducing him from bis allegiance and appoint-
ing hlm commissioner to Paris, at a salary
of $5 a day. Is that buying ? Does tlhe hon.
gentleman think that is buying ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In-
directly.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Well, it is buying, and
so my statement was completely borne out
by what the hon. gentleman said.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
quite evident the expression seducing a
man from bis alleglance is not construed
usually into a purchase.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And accenting an office
at $5 per day.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Is it to be inferred
that every gentleman who changes sides ln
politics and goes to the other side is bought?
We may say he bas been seduced, but not
that he has been bought.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The statement was
that he was bought and paid $5 a day.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
Everybody knows Pineau was bought. We
know that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--And the hon. gentleman
said it was by One government or the other.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
Would the hon, gentleman from Halifax
tell the Minister of Justice not to Interrupt.
He is the custodian of order in the House.
Apply the same rule to the hon. Minister of
Justice as he applied to me. We have had
Instances ln this House where gentlemen
have changed from one side to the other
and gentlemen have been elected to support

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

one side and have passed over to the other.
They may have had conscientious convic-
tions one way or the other, but It is fnot im-
proper to say they have been seduced. Would
it not be improper for the hon. Secretary
of State, when le was elected to serve in the
House on the opposition side, to turn round
and accept a Speakership from Mr. Blake.
It might be done conscientiously, and you
might apply the same reasoning to this. I
very much regret that this controversy has
sprung up. We ail use expressions in the
heat of debate which should not be used,
but these attacks are not conducive to the
dignity of the House I frankly confess, and.
I say, in all sincerity, that I do not know
any member of this House who indulges in
that positive kind of contradiction more
than the hon. Minister of Justice himself.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is another contradiction. If hon. gentlemen
look at the records they will find what I
state is correct. How often, when I have
been speaking, has the bon. gentleman said
I was not correct. I am not going to argue
that question at all, but I reaffirm what I
stated before, that when the denial of a
statement attributed to another Is made,
the duty of the member is to withdraw the
statement at once, and it is for the Speaker
to say whether that should be the rule to
guide us in future.

The SPEAKER-I do not believe there is
any difference of opinion among the mem-
bers of this House as to the question of
order raised. When an hon. member Is
charged with having made a statement, and
he denles the statement, there is no doubt
the meibers of the House must accept his
denial. In this case the hon. Minister of
Justice said that he did not make the charge
that the hon. gentleman from Marshfield
lad sald that the government had bought
Pineau, but that the hon. gentleman from
Marshfield had Insinuated that. If the hon.
gentleman from Marshifield says he did not
make such an Insinuation, the hon. minister
must accept his denial. I do not believe there
Is any difference of opinion on the question
of order that the denial by a member of hav-
ing made a statement must be accepted. It
remains for the House to appreciate the-
words used in the debate.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
we will take it for granted that the hon.
minister withdraws it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If the hon. gentleman
says he made no such statement.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I did not make-
that statement.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Made no such state-
ment ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Not that state-
ment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If the hon. gentleman
wishes to deserve the charge-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
-not think we liad better leave this matter
Until we see whether the Minister of Justice
acts in accordance with the ruling of the
Chair. We do not propose to go on with
any business in the meantime.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I accept the ruling.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I wish'
to take exception to one or two remarks
made by the hon. Minister of Justice. He
complains that the senator from Marshfieldj
did not bring this subjeet before the Senate
at an earlier period, and lie also said that it
should be brought up ln the Commons,
where the Minister of Railways couli an-
swer any charges that were made. Perhaps
it would be better that it should be brought
up in the House of Commons, if any member
of that House thought proper to dea.l with
It. If they do not bring it up there, It does
not follow that members of this House
'should not bring the matter before parlia-
ment in order to expose what they be-
leve to be a wrong. What are thie two
ministers here for but to anLswer for the
government? The hon. Minister of Justice
and the hon. Secretary of State have seats
in this House for that special purpose, and
during a late administration, when there
was no minister in the Senate to represent
the government, some hon. gentleman was
selected for that purpose, and when ques-
tions were put upon the paper that require
answers from the goveriment, the govern-
ment furnished hlm with the answers,'and
lie gave them, and when charges were made
against any of the ministers, the gentleman
in1 that position, although not a minister,
always assumed the responsbilty of an-

swering for the minister, and yet we have
two ministers who, wlien we bring anything
before the Senate which we think is in
the public interest, are constantly telling us
that it should not be brought liere, but in
the other House. In reference to the com-
plaint madie by the hon. Minister of Justice
that this question was not brought before
parliaient at an early date, the lion. sen-
ator for Marshfield has been for two years
trying to get these very returns upon whlch
to base the motion and the remarks which
lie lias made, and It is only a week or two
ago that the last information on which he
sougiht to make the charge against the
Minister of Railways was laid upon the
Table, and yet the Minister of Justice tells
us it is unfair to the government that he
did not bring the question before us five
months ago. I regret very much that par-
liament is not sitting longer-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWETLL--No. I
do not mean that. Biut I regret that we did
not have this information at an *arlier per-
io1 in order to enable the lion. gentleman
fà!o)m Marshfield to move for that very con-
mittee to which lie refers, when we would
have been enabled to get at the actual
truth and ascertain which was correct, whc-
ther these public documetits froi which the
hon. senator from Marshfield quored1 antd
the official report from the department, or
the statements made by Mr. Blair, in the
other House, are correct. There is one point
that the hon. Minister of .lustice did not
refer to on which I should like bi to in-
form the House If lie can. The "ion. sen-
ator from Marshfleld made this distinct
statement, and to my mind a very serious
statement and a serions charge against th~e
department, that while the contract provides
for a deduction of 10 per cent from the ac-
count for the oil used should it fail to be
less by that amount than It had cost the
government under the previous contracts,
the reduction was only made, so far as the
public documents show, this year, the Sth
May, 1899, and that deduction was made
covering, so far as we can judge, the whole
term during which this contract has been
running, and it is credited to the expendi-
ture for this year, and does not cover the
three years as it shiould if we had honeet
book-keeping. That is the point.
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Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-A 40 per cent dis-

count.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I want
to ascertain whether that statement, which
has been made by the lon. gentleman from
Marshfield, based upon the documentary
evidence in his hands, is correct ; because
if it be correct, then we have a positive in-
stance of cooking the books and giving a
credit to one year which should be distri-
buted over three years. If that be the case,
how much dependence is this House, or the
country, to place in other statements made
by the gentleman who keeps books In sucli
a way and presents such a statement to
the House ? That Is a serlous question and
that is about the only point to which I de-
sire to call the attention of the House. To
my mind, the hon. gentleman from Marsh-
field lias made a statement whici deserves
the serlous consideration, not ouly of the
goverument, but of this country. He has
shown that contraets were given at ex-
orbitant rates as compared witli the offers
made by others. He bas established that,
by documentary evidence laid before the
House. le read from a contract whicli
made certain provisions. Those provisions
were not complied with. They were to be
investigated once every month, and it was
not done, nor was any deduction made, or
any investigation as to the cost, untIl the
third year after the running of the contract.
Is that correct, or Is it not ? If it is correct,
then why were not the ternis of the con-
tract carrled out ? That is the point we
want to know, and we should know whe-
ther the deduction made, in order to bring
it below what they pledged themselves to
.bring It, so far as the other contract was
concerned, was credited to the one year's
expenditure instead of to the three years,
which enabled the minister to say that our
expenditure this year has been so much
less than it was ln 1896. The hon. senator
from Marshfield also established this fact,
from the documents whieh are before him.
that Instead of being 10 per cent less, it
was more than 12 per cent la excess of the
cost of oil prior to the entering into the
present contract. That is another point
we would like to have explained be-
fore we can accept the dietum of the Min-
ister of Railways as implicitly as bis col-
league does. I am not finding fault with

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

him for accepting the minister's statement,
because lie is bound to do so, or go out, and
E never supposed he would do that. He will
take the word of his colleague until it is
proven positively incorrect. If we live
till next year, I think It would not be a bad
step for the hon. senator fromn Marshfield
to accept the suggestion of the lion. geiitle-
man and move for a committee at the earliest
possible moment after the House ieets, and
have a thorough examination into the whole
matter, and see who tells the truth and
what little manipulations have taken place.
As to the political part, we take it for
granted that the agent of the Galena Oil
Company appeared in Queen's County purely
accidentally. What le was doing there we
do not know. If it was sumier. we miglit
suppose lie went there to take up a sumumer
residence.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It was lu August.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
will give him the credit of going there, as
to a health resort, and not with referente to
elections.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Did It never occur to
lion. gentlemen that the agent of an exten-
sive oil company, making contracts witir
the Canadian Pacific Railway and the Grand
Trunk Railway and other railway com-
panies in Canada, would go to New Bruns-
wick to ascertain what chance there was toe
make similar arrangements with the Inter-
colenial Rallway ? That would not be a
remarkable thing.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not at
all. We accept that explanation at once
without any cavilling at all, but it strikes
me very forcibly that a man doing a large
business would go to the head-quarters and
not to a country district. He would go to
the city of St. John if lie wanted to deal
with the railroad officiails, or le might go
to Moncton. If lie were going to make a bar-
gain In Ottawa, lie would not go out to the
town of Renfrew or Arnprior.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But supposing-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-t will
not suppose anything about it. I take the
facts. This gentleman was there, and I
intimated that he went there for the benefit
of bis health, and then after lie had spent
a little time in recreation and make a bar-
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gain with the Canadian Pacifie Railway. No
doubt about that. It is, of course, a mere
incident in the oil transaction. There we
will leave it, and I hope the hon. gentleman
will answer my question, if he knows whe-
ther this amount was credited to the ex-
penditure of last year, or whether it was to
cover the whole three years.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-All I can say to the
hon. gentleman is that there is a contract,
the terms of which the hon. gentleman be-
side him bas read. The terms of the con-
tract are that the Intercolonial Railway
shall be supplied with oil at 15 per -cent less
than the previous year. The terms are per-
fectly simple, and I assume that the hon.
Minister of Railways bas conformed to the
terims. The hon. gentleman says he bas
not.

lon. Mr. FERGUSON-I said that on the
authority of the Department of Railways.

Hon. 'Mr. MILLS-That is a fair subject
for inquiry for those who have no confidence
in, the ministers.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-The
statement he took out of the official returns
laid before parliament.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am sorry that a
personal altercation arose over this matter,
and I appeal to the House in the observa-
tions that I addressed to\it on the subject
that I discussed the matter without any
personal attack on any person, unless the
stating of the fact whicb has been re-
ported to me by very many witnesses, that
Mr. Lichtenhein appeared In New Brunswick
during the election in Mr. Blair's constitu-
ency be regarded as a personal charge.
He made the contract on September 17
and beyond that and what inference might
be drawn from it, I made no personal attack
on any person. In addition to that, I very
miuch regret that the session is so far ad-
vanced that I am not able to go into an
investigation of the subject now. i arn
perfectly wlling to go Into it If the House
could give the time and attention to it. If
I live to be here another year, I will move
for a committee of inquiry and have the sub-
jeet investigated to the bottom. In the mean-

this contract at the exorbitant prices contain-
ed in the tender of this company. They will
expect that members of the government will
answer the points that have been raised.
That is, were these deductions faithfully
n;ade In the terms of tiis contract ? They
wiil. not be satisfied with the presumption
of my hon. friend or the presumption of
the Minister of Railways, or of anybody.
They wil require a clear and distinct show-
ing that these deductions were faithfully
made month by month, and year by
year, since this contract was entered
Into, and they will also have to show
that a sufficient amaount bas been deducted.
I am making my stateient on the author-
ity of the returns brought down by tihe leader
of the House himself from the Department
of Railways. When I asked for the detailed
statement of deductions it was shown the
deduction was made on the 8th of May, 1899.
I make that statement on that authority, and
that that deduction was all taken out of the
operations of one year, and that It was the
result of that unfair deduction from the
year ending 30th June, 1899, that the hon.
gentleman read to the House from the
statement of the Minister of Railways. I
made the further statement that, after that
deduction, It still did not reduce the cost
of the lubrication of the road below the
ninount paid in 1896 ; that it is stiil, taking
the three divisions of the service together,
12 per cent higher than it was that year,
instead of beng 10 per cent lower. I make
these statements, and if correct, it shows
extraordinary laxity In the enforcing of this
contract, and is calculated to throw a great
deal of doubt and suspicion on the whole
transaction from beginning to end.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-There bas
been no answer to the inquiry.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Certainly we have
a right to a reply.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is a contract
existing, and I have no doubt the Minister
of Railways will live up to the terms of the
contract. The hon. gentleman bas the con-
tract before him.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There is no con-

time, however, the duty devolves upon the tract. The contract made in 1896 was for
Minister of Justice to reply to these state- oe year.
ments clearly and f ully. The country will ex- bon. Mr. MILLS-It ruas from year o
Peet to find some justification for awarding year.
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JUDG<ES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS

BILL.

FIRST READING.

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (189) 'An Act to
amend the Act respecting the Judges of
Provincial Courts.'

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the Bill be
read the second time on Monday next.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
Bill relates to the North-west Territorles and
the Yukon.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. I carried through
a short Bill here providing that one of the
judges of the North-west should be a chief
justice. There were five puisné judges be-
fore that. There is no change in the num-
ber, but there is a provision that one of
them shah be a chief justice, and the Bill
provides that the salary of that chief jus-
tice shall be one thousand doUars more than
the salary of the other judges.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Have the government
appointed a chief justice for the North-west
Territorles ?

Hon. Mr. MtILLS-No, we cannot, until
the salary is fixed.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Will the hon. gentle-
man say when they will appoint a chief
justice ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-1 cannot say.
The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READING.

Bill (93) 'An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for the
relief of the Servis Railroad Tie Plate Com-
pany of Canada, Limited.'-(Hon. Mr. Mc-
Kay.)

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself Into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (156) ' An Act to
an-end the Civil Service Act.'

clause make6 provision for junior second-
class clerks.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-What is the mean-
ing of that ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-You cannot appoint a
nian niow to the public service unless you
appoint him at four hundred dollars or
eleven hundred dollars. Some years ago the
second-class elerks were abolished. You
could not get a capable clerk for four hun-
dred dollars. This authorizes the appoint-
ment of junior second-class clerks at $600.

lion. Mr. CLJEMOW-Will these second-
class clerks occupy the position of third-
class clerks ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is a clause In
this Bill which says that third-class clerks
shall become junior second-class clerks.

lion. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I)-This is
reverting to the principle we had in the
original Act.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Under another naine.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-It just shows
the mistake the government made in doing
away with the provision. We are now re-
verting to it. I believe the former Act vas
good and serviceable, and was satisfactory
to the country and to the civil service. I
believe the governiment made a mistake
when they changed it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
quite agree with the hon. gentleman, ai-
though I was partially responsible for It.
Experience bas taught us that that restric-
tion cannot be well worked out in practice.
I have always thought it was a mistake
to restrict the salary to four hundred dol-
lars. As the Secretary of State lias said
very properly, if you get a clerk that is fit
for the position you must pay him a fair
salary. For some positions $400 is enough,
but it is not enough for others. I am fully
in accord with the principle of the Bill.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 6,

(In the Committee.)lin'-I.C M W- oetathsp-(In Ic Cmmitecivision wiUl be caried out sti-lctly. There
On clause 2. was a statutory allowance under the old
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In the case of writers, civil Service Act by whldh clvii servants

or extra clerks as already existing, this w-ie entiîled to an increase of $50 a year.
Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTf-If approved of.

Hon. Mr. CDEMOW-No.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is for eacl optional
6ubject. It has nothing to do with a sta-
tutory increase. In the original Civil Ser-
Vice Act, as it is in the Revised Staïtutes.
there is this same provision with respect to
third-class clerks, and it is replacing the
law as it was before.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Was it ever carried
ont ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I never understood
that it was.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It bas
been the law for a great many years. If a
yoùng gentleman who lias been appointed
a third-class clerk, passes two or three op-
tional subjects-that is subjects not em-
braced in the examination papers neces-
sary to give him the appointment, lie was
allowed fifty dollars for each.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-That was In the old
Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-And was it carried

out ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-Yes,
I carried it out myself.

the increase should be granted. I do not be-
lieve in paying one and refusing to pay an-
other. It should not be discretionary with the
minister of any department to say 'We will
pay A and will not pay B.' I want to see full
justice done to the civil service employees.
They are entitled to it. If it was a con-
tract under the statute, it should be carried
out. I know it lias been carried out in'some
instances. Some have received more than
$50 a year increase, while others have not
received a cent. WVas that the understand-
îng when this law vas passed some years
ago ? The old government carried it out in
its entirety. If a man is not fit for the
service, discharge him, but I believe in car-
rying out the conditions of the agreement
on which lie entered the service so long as
helsretained in it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-As a
rule it was carried out by the late govern-
ment, but in some cases it was not carried
out.

.Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-For reasons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
law requires that a report shall be made
and signed by the deputy minister. He must
report. under the law, to the minister that
the clerk is worthy of that $50 increase.
I somewhat agree with the hon. gentleman
when lie says. if the clerk is not worthy of
the increase le should be dismissed. There

The clause was adopted. iare some cases where the conduct of a clerk

The clause was ad .is such that the government are justified In
On clause 8, Z

withholding the $50 increase. I had some

Hon. Mr. CLEMIOW-I want anl explana- cases of the kind in my own department.

tion of this. When I called the attention of the deputy

minister to their conduct hie refu-sed to
make the recommendation, and the minister
had no authority or power, under the law,
to make it. All I could do was, either to
disniss the man and throw him upon the
world. or punish him for that year by with-
,holding the $50, and I think It is a very
good provision. The old law says 'may do
it,' and this Bill says 'may.' I know we

always practiced it in the goverument of
vhich I was a member for some seventeen

years. If the ministers are lonest and do
not wlsh to punish a man for his political
views, and only punish a man when bis
conduet deserves it, it is better to withhold
the increase than to throw him on the world
to find a living for his family in some other
way.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When Sir Oliver
Mowat was Minister of Justice, he gave it
as bis opinion that the increase of $50 did
fot follow as a matter of course, but only
1when recommended by the deputy and ap-
proved by the minister-that it was fnot a
matter of contract.

Hon. Mr. C4EMOW-I believe other legal
opinions had been had to show that it was
compulsory-that it was a contract entered
into with these parties when they entered
the service, and the government had no
Power to restriet it. I know there Is a
contrary opinion, and I should like the
thing to be thoroughly understood. If these
men entered the service with the condition
that the $50 a year increase should be pald,
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Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The law-
yers differ on the subject. Some say the
increase is optional, others that it Is obli-
gatory ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-It is
optional. This only applies, as I understand
it, to clerks in the inside service, not to
employees in the outside service.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 13,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When this Bill was
introduced it was thought it would have
received the royal assent before the lst
of July. It will not now, of course, and
it is necessary to amend the clause so that
the salaries of second-class clerks shall date
from the 1st of July. Therefore, I propose
to amend this clause to that effeet.

The clause was amended and agreed to.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY, from the committee,
reported the Bill with amendments, which
were concurred in.

The Bill was read the third time and
-passed under a suspension of the rule.

ORIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONSIDERED.

Consideration of the Message from the House
of Commons disagreeing to the amendment made
by the Senate to (Bill K) 'An Act further to
amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'-(Hon. Mr.
Mills).

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move:
That the Senate do not insist on their dis-

agreement to the 3rd and 5th amendment to the
sald Bill, but concur in the said amendment.

I prefer taking that course rather than lose
the Bill.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I object to that.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I

think we should delay the consideration of
this matter, because there will be some dis-
cussion and it wll take some time. Speak-
ing for myself, I do not propose to vote
for that motion. I should prefer voting for
a motion declaring that we insist on our
amendments, and give some reasons.

Hon. Mr. CiLEMOW-I take the same
ground as the hon. leader of the opposition.
This is a matter peculiarly pertaining to the
department of the Minister of Justice, and
we should insist on our amendments. I do

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

not understand on what principle the House
of Commons interfered with a matter of
that sort peculiarly devolving on the depart-
ment of the Minister of Justice. I take
strong grounds on that matter, and I Intend
to vote against concurrence in these amend-
ments submitted to us by the Commons.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move that the Order
of the Day be discharged and .placed on the
Orders of the Day for Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (11) 'An Act to amend the Pilotage
Act.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Bill (182) 'An Act respecting the con-
struction of a branch railway from Char-
lottetown to Murray Harbour.'-(Hon. Mr.
Mills.)

Bill (167) 'An Act to amend the Copyright
Act.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

J. W. ANDERSON RELIEF BILL.

The Order of the Day being called:
Consideration of the amendments made by the

Standing Committee on Miscellaneous Private
Bills to (Bill 10S) ' An Act to confer on the Com-
:nissioner of Patents certain powers for the re-
lief of J. W. Anderson.'-(Hon. Mr. DeBoucher-
ville.)

Hon. Mr. McKAY moved the concurrence
in the amendments.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was then read the third time, as amended,
and passed.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Saturday, July 7, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Eleven
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE DISMISSAL OF LIEUTENANT-
GOVERNOR MeINNES.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I beg to lay on the Table
the correspondence asked for in reference
to the dismissal of Lieutenant-Governor
MeInnes. I may say here that a return was
brought down at the end of last session
which gave al the correspondence in re-
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lation to the dismissal of Mr. Turner's ad-
ministration. It has been printed by order
of the committee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman did not duplicate that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When that motion was
made by the hon. leader of the opposition,
particular reference was made to myself.
The hon. gentleman read, I presume, from a
British Columbia newspaper, or some paper
that had copied the article from a British
Columbia paper, in which It was intimated
that if the Lieutenant-Governor had made a
mistake he had been advised Improperly by
the Secretary of State, that the Secretary
of State had marked his letters ' confiden-
tial,' and that therefore they could not be
produced. At the same time lie quoted
several paragraphs from confidential com-
munications, and intimated that there was a
difference in the advice given him on one
occasion from the advice given him on
another, under absolutely similar conditions.
It is only proper under these circumstances
in laying those papers on the Table, that I
should be permitted, to make a very short
statement, as my name has been so promin-
ently connected with this matter. I may
say that after this statement was read by
the hon. gentleman in this House, I sent
the following telegram to Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor McInnes .
Hon. T. R. MeInnes, Victoria, B.C.

You have referred so fully to our private con-
fidential correspondence, and published extracts
from it, there is no longer any reason for re-
garding it as private. Your statements refer-
ring to ny private suggestions were read in the
Senate and I was asked for an explanation,
Which I must now give. by bringing down ail
Drivate letters and telegrams.

That was sent on July 4. . 1 received no
answer to it, but I understand addl.tional
extracts, copied from my letters, have been,
in the meantime, published by Lieutenant-
Governor McInnes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
Were published ln full, judging from the
telegram from Victoria which I read this
morning in the press.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-Hon. gentlemen who
Were in the Chamber when Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor McInnes was here know my relations
With him. He and I were acting in friendly
co-operation, and when lie became Lieuten-

ant-Governor, lie commenced to write me oc-
casional letters marked ' private and conti-
dential.' I was only too glad to give him
any suggestion that might be of use to him,
not by way of advice, but simply as one
friend would write to another. In any of
my private and confidential letters to hlim
they were not written at the Inspiration of
the government, nor were they shown to my
colleagues, and some of my colleagues have
expressed very great surprise at the an-
nouncement made in the press, as it was
the first intimation they had received of
those letters. My ,hon. friend, the Minister
of Justice, only saw the correspondence
on the morning of the day on which re-
ference was made to it here. However,
the letters written by myself, and off my
own bat, as the saying is, are not ln any
sense as representing the views of the gov-
ernment. I thlink on only one occasion
h&ve 1 written a letter, and marked it 'pri-
vate and confidential' to Mr. McInnes, that
was not an answer to a previous communi-
cation from him. I shall draw attention
to that ln a moment. The House probably
will remember that a general election took
place in British Columbia, in July, 1898. The
Turner government were dismissed in
August, 1898, before the returns were all in,
and in the same month Mr. Semlin was
called on to form a government. Less than
three months after the election, Mr. McInnes
sent me this communication: I do not know
that It was marked 'confidential.' How-
ever, I did not put it on file, as I thought
it was not a question which ought to be
made public. The letter is dated Victoria,
October 21, 1898. I read this in order that
the House and the public will understand
that my communications with Mr. McInnes
were not voluntary on my part in any sense,
but, as a rule, were answers to requests
from him to me. This, it will be remem-
bered, was ess than three months from the
general election, before the House lad been
called together. I do not kfnow that the
telegram was even in cypher:

Victoria, Oct. 21, 1898.
Liut.-Governor to R. W. Scott.

Can I consitutionally grant request for dissolu-
tion before new legislature was formally con-
vened ?

Please wire reply.
T. R. McINNEJS.

That communication was sent shortly after
the general election. The new government
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wanted to have another election. My an-
swer was this :

While technically you might have the right to
grant dissolution on advice of your ministers,
yet the exercise of that power under existing
circumstances would be regarded as extraor-
dinary and unprecedented, and I would advise
against its exercise. Contidential.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is that
in this correspondence ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, I put it there. The
first letter I wrote of My own mere motion
to Mr. MeInnes was in August. 1899. It

would remove one of the grievances now being
developed at Washington, and one which is likely
to be brought before the Joint Commission when
they meet again.

Hoping you are well and enjoying your post-
tion.

I remain, yours very truly,
R. W. SCOTT.

The Honourable T. R. McInnes.
Lieutenant-Governor British Columbia,

Victoria, B.C.

Then he writes me on September 12, a letter
in which he acknowledges that, and he
quotes my letter. It is a long letter in whicl
he says I am mistaken, that Martin is not

w-hi be reneibered that the legisiature there the one, but there are other parties who are
meets in the month of January, and usually pressing for a dissolution, or for an early
prorogues in February. In 1898, the House meeting. He says :
had prorogued at the ordinary time, I think
on February 27. It was reported that Mr.
MeInnes was forcing his government either

Victoria, B.C., September 12, 1899.
(Confidential.)

to call a meeting of the legislature or to The Hon. R. W. Scott,
tisole tm st re Secretary of State,
dissolve the Huse. Lt must be remem- Ottawa, Canada.
bered the election was only in the preceding
year-that the members of the Semlin gov-
ernment had met the House-had carried
through their measures successfully and the
House had adjourned in the usual way, yet
in the month of July or August it was re-
ported that pressure was brought to bear on
his ministers in order that they might be
brought to act. This is the only letter I
wrote

August 30, 1899.
(Confidental.)

My dear McInnes,-Since Martin left the gov-
ernment rumours have been afloat that he intend-
ed ' carrying the war into Africa,' and to accom-
plish that feat his friends were pressing for an
earlier meeting of the legislature that he might
make his attack.

I presume that the members of your govern-
ment have no intention of giving Martin the
opportunity he would like by calling the legisla-
ture before the usual time of meeting, and your
ministers are the proper judges of the time to
summon the assembly-keeping, of course, with-
in the year's limit.

I was glad to observe that the charges made
against you by the Turner government fell flat,
and outside of the newspaper discussion your
action did not evoke much criticism in parlia-
ment. Still it must be admitted that the course
ycu took in getting rid of the Turner govern-
ment was a little more drastic than that usually
adopted under similar conditions. I should not,
however, like to see you repeat no dashing a
method of changing your advisers. It is always
better to leave to the representatives of the peo-
ple in the assembly the delicate question of de-
ciding whether the advisers of the Lieutenant-
Governor have the confidence of the country.

I was glad to get your report on the Atlin
district. It Is iikely to prove a rich field for
the miner. I note that it is stated that the Allen
Act has rather retarded than helped the develop-
ment of the district, and that it Is in contempla-
tion to repeal the Act next session. Its repeal

Hom. Mr. SCOTT.

My dear Scott,-Your letter of the 30th ultimo
received and contents carefully considered. You
say : ' Since Martin left the government rumours
have been afloat that he intended carrying the
war into Africa, and that to accomplish that feat
his friends were pressing for an earlier meeting
of the legislature that he might make his at-
tack.' That is hardly crrect. I have neither
spoken with nor seen Martin for the last six
months, and have no idea of what his plans may
be, but, judging from his past record doubtless
he will be inclined to ' carry the war into Africa.'
But it is not Martin's friends who are clamouring
for an early session, but Martin's bitterest eue-
mies-parties represented by such papers as the
Victoria ' Colonist' Victoria ' Globe,' Nelson
' Miner,' Kamloops ' Standard,' &c. These par-
ties expect that an early session would resuit
not exactly in the restoration of the Turner
government, but in the installation of a govern-
ment In sympathy and in line with the old
government. Personally, I am of opinion that
an early session should be held, altogether ir-
respective of the question of the government
being sustained, or of this or that party coming
into power. For permit me to say that without
being in the province you can hardly realize the
feeling of unrest and uncertainty existing as a
result of the present political situation. Busi-
ness interests, particularly in the matter of min-
ing development, are rather serlously affected
by it. And I have been urging upon my minis-
ters that under the circumata'ices tney should
meet the legislature by the end of October, or
appeal to the electorate. In obedience. however,
to your suggestion that my ministers should be
allowed to fix the date of the meeting of the
legislature, as they think most advisable, keeping
within the year's limit, and also giving consid-
eration to the reasons urged by them against a
session before January, I have withdrawn my
request for an October session, asking however
that early notice be given of a meeting of the
legialature for January 4-the date suggested by
themselves, and only one day earlier than the
ireeting of the legislature last year. I inclose
editorial from the ' Globe ' from which you
will learn that petitions are to be circulated
throughout the province asking for my dismissal
on the ground chiefly that I have not dismissed
the present government, or insisted upon an
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early session. I merely mention this, not that I Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He wrltes to me Justlfy-
feel at ail concerned by the said petitions, but as
an evidence of the strong demand existing among
the people for an early opportunity to pronounce On Mardi 4, le wrote me another confiden-
upon the present political situation. However, tiai letter, which I dld not answer, on the
as above indicated, I will follow your advice in
the matter, and await a session in January. You same subjeet, justifying lis dismissal of the
express a hope that I am enjoying my present Semil government. Then by advice of the
position. I cannot say that I have found it to
be any particular sinecure so far, and I may goveriment, as Secretary of State, I did send
tell you frankly that i seriously contemplate giv- an officiai communication on Mardi 15 by
ing it up at an early date, and re-entering Do-
minion polities. There are some matters that I wire
do not care to treat of In a letter, but had I the The government desire to know whether you
opportunity of an hour's conversation with you, have comp]eted your Executive Council, and how
I might enlighten you somewhat as to the actual soon you expeet your advlsers to receive the
state of affairs in this province-particularly as of the people or their representatives.
irom a Dominion party standpoint. I fear thatuly.
the government has relied over much upon the
advice of inexperienced politicians as far as this Then there is correspondence in which he an-
province is concerned-upon the representations of
those who cry * all is well ' where ail lis not well.
Remember, my dear senator, that I am far from in. Tien there was a very conslderabie
saying this in any spirit of hostillty or captious-
ness, but from a desire that you ahould be in- gap before other ministers were sworn in.
formed as to the true state of affairs here. I need fot bother the House with it; I sup-

By the way, the letter you sent me about the
beginning of my term with directions as ta the p
use of Slater's Code, was burned in the govern- press. At the Instance of the government,
ment House fire, but as I remember it the sen- telegrams were sent to hlm from time to
der was to add four hundred to the code word,
the recelver to substract-and so, unless other- time, pressing hlm to either dissolve the
wise instructed I will interpret any cipher mes- House or cali the legisiature together, or
sages you may have occasion to send me. ap

Believe me, yours very sincerely,
(Sd.) THOMAS R. McINNES. important telegram. It will be remem-

bered that Mr. M nnes formed a new gov-

Hen hisose course Idtril did notpar anwrta etr

advertising that there should be an earlier
session. The next communication was be-
fore the formation of the Martin govern-
ment. I was wrong in stating that I had not
written a second communication except as
an answer. In February, after the dismissal
of the Semlin government, I wrote :

Ottawa, February 27, 1900.
Lieutenant-Governor McInnes,

Victoria, B.C.
I understand your government is being ma-

terially strengthened by accession of several
rambers from opposition ranks. Think you
should give them a little time rather than force
dissolution or a change.

(Sd.) R. W. So'r.
He answers :
Hon. R. W. Scott,

Ottawa.
Several hours before receiving telegram I

called other advisers. Will write full detalls
which will justify my action.

(Sd.) THOMAS R. McINN]DS.

The communications that I am reading of
course are all ln the returns. The next is
a letter of March 3, in which he gives rea-
sons for Mr. Semlin's dismissal, I do not
know that I need read it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
will read It at our leisure. It is a very
long letter.

ernment on February 27. On April 9, this
telegram was sent, after we had received
his report :

Your report received. After giving It and
all the circumstances every consideration, the
Privy Council is of opinion that the existing
legislature should elther be immediately sum-
moned to meet or immediately dissolved, and
an appeal made without delay to the people.
Postponement of such a meeting or appeal can-
not, in the opinion of the Privy Council, be
justified. .

He had formed his government and he had
taken six weeks to do it and the government
was being carried on without the represen-
tatives of the people having any seats In the
legislature and wholly in defiance of the
principle of responsible government. I may
say here that one member of the govern-
ment, Mr. Spencer Ridout, was sworn in on
April 3, as Finance Minister. He held
office for a month. He did not go to the
people, and on May 4, he resigned, and
another gentleman was named Finance Min-
Ister in his place, so that there Is the un-
precedented prInciple of a man belng Fin-
ance Minister of an Important province for
a month who had never been in the legis-
lature, who was not lin the legislature at
the time, and who, I belleve, now has not
been elected in the new House. In com-
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munications to me Mr. MeInnes endeavoured
to make explanations, stating that it was
Important that they should wait for a new
list. That was really the argument he
used later on, and finally, when he delayed
so long, he stated the law would not allow
thein to have an election until some time
in the month of June. It should be re-
membered that in February the change took
place, and in the meantime the members of
the government held office without any re-
cognition by the people. Hon. gentlemen
will also remember the scene that took place
when the House was prorogued, that the
members on both sides of the House got up
ad left the Chamber, Mr. Martin, who had
himself of course resigned and taken the
oath of office. being the only one who
had been a member of the legislature that
attended in the Chamber when the Lieuten-
ant-Governor addressed the vacant benches
and prorogued the legislature.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The Speaker was
there.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-- am reminded that the
Speaker was there. Then there was a letter
which was marked 'strictly confidential,' of
April 13.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
Is where the hon. gentleman tells him that
he thinks it is unconstitutional to allow so
long a time to elapse before completing the
personnel of the government.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The letter reads:
Ottawa, April 13, 1900.

(Strictly confidential.)
My dear McInnes,-Personally I fully appre-

clate all the difficulties you have had to en-
counter in the formation of a stable government,
but the judgment expressed here is that with a
legislature so recently eleefed you should have
cndeavoured to form a government out of the
niaterial ln the House. Provincial legislatures do
not necessarily divide on party Unes, and a coall-
tion seemed possible. Then there is a very
strong opinion here that it was unconstitutional
to permit so long a time to elapse before com-
pieting the personnel of the government and ap-
pealing to the electors, particularly as so many
of your advisers are new and untried men.

At the instance of the Privy Council I have
wired for an explanation of the delay in dissolv-
Ing and ln calling the new House. As the lists
were revised last fall, it seemed indefensible to
postpone the elections for new lista.

The communications passing between the gov-
ernment and yourself are sure to be calied for,
and, therefore, they must not be addressed to me
confidentialy as any letter marked private or
confidential does not go cn file, and this letter,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

of course, must be treated as confidential and
destroyed.

Yours truly,

(Sd.) R. W. SCOTT.
Hon. T. R. McInnes,

Victoria, B.C.

It has not, however. been destroyed. He
quoted from it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It Is
quite evident the hon. gentleman put it on
record.

Hon. Mi. SCOTT-1 fortunately kept a
copy of it. I did not put it on record. Then
ln another letter he complains that I gave
different advice ln my letter of May 15, to
the advice I gave him on August 30-that
seems to be the offence I have committed ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Which
is that ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That the letter of May
15, which I am now about to read. gives
him different advice from that given in the
letter of September 12, where I advised him
to be governed by lis ministers, his min-
isters at that time having prorogued the
House with a fair majority and having all
been members who had been elected by the
people. The letter reads:

(Confidential.)
Victoria, B.C., May 15, 1900.

My dear Scott,-I fully appreclate the expres-
sion of sympathy conveyed in your confidential
letter of the 13th ultimo, respecting the difficul-
ties with which I have had to contend in en-
deavouring to secure a stable government.
Frankly, however, while I shall always be glad
to receive a confidential letter from you, I do
not quite appreciate the way in which you have
conveyed official direct:ns and instructions in
the form of confidential communications. And
I will tell you why. Your letter to me of Auguat
30 last, although marked 'confidential,' and so
excluded from the list of documents that may
be laid before parliament, yet contained definite
and specific instructions restraining me from
bringing pressure upon my ministers to either
cail a session of the legislature, or bring on a
general election at an early date.

I never did that. My letters were only sug-
gestions and were always marked so. How-
ever, I am perfectly willing to stand by
the advice I did give hlm. It will be
remembered that in August it was a
new House. They had only been elected
the year before, and they were not bound
to call the legislature together until the or-
dinary time. There was no special reason
for it, and I did advise him to be guided by
his ministers. He goes on to say-that the
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advice given by Mr. Martin and the gentle-
men who had been named by him ought to
be as readily followed as the advice of the
Semlin government who had been sustained
.by the legislature and who held seats in the
House. The letter proceeds :

And now, In your letter under reply, also one
that cannot be laid before parliament, I am
in effect censured for not having brought pres-
sure to bear upon my present constitutional ad-
visers to compel them to bring on an early ses-
sion of the legislature, or a general election be-
fore the date already fixed. You end your letter
by saying :

' Any letter marked private or confidential does
not go on file, and this letter, of course, must be
treated as confidential and destroyed.'

Neither he nor I destroyed the letters.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
quite evident that the hon. gentleman and
Mr. MeInnes had no great confidence in
each other.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I thought it was better
to exercise caution.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. Secretary of State had been his inti-
mate friend and knew how to appreciate
him.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The letter continues:
I iànay tell you that no one but my secretary

and myself bas seen anything of these confi-
dential letters from you, and I do not think that
there need be any occasion for taking them from
the obscurity of a private file, but I would point
out to you that you now apparently find my
course blameworthy, through having acted in
strict compliance with the directions given in
your letter of August 30, reading :

' Your ministers are the proper judges of the
time to summon the assembly, keeping of course
within the year's limit.' Certain portions of that
letter are quoted in my report to the Privy
Council of March 27 last. But those portions I
could hardly avoid quoting, in justice to myself.
I think It is done in such a way, however, as to
make further reference to the said letters un-
necessary. I certainly should have preferred an
official notification from the Privy Council If they
ccnsidered that I had left untouched or unex-
Plained any relevant phase Of my action through-
out the present criais. Not having recelved one,
however, I have undertaken to forward to His
Excellency in Council a supplementary report of
this date, dealing with the criticisms upon my
conduct subsequent to the dismissal of the Sem-
lin government, as far as I could gather them
from the Ottawa press despaches, and your let-
ter under reply. I have stated fully all I have
to say touching the points you refer to, without
In any way referring to your letter ltself. I am
not setting up for a constitutional lawyer, but
I do say that I have sought to discharge my du-
ties faithfully, under probably as trying circum-
stances as a Lieutenant-Governor has yet been
Placed in in Canada. But the attitude taken to-
wards me by some of my old friends and col-
leagues in Ottawa, at least as represented by the
press and private report, has been a genuine
surprise to me, and I cannot help thinking that

they have been grossly misinformed and misled.
Some of the provincial press contain references,
and extracts from Ottawa letters, like the fol-
lowing taken from the Greenwood 'Times' of
the 27th ultimo:

'A prominent Liberal member writes under
date of April 11, as followa

' We hear to-day that the House is dissolved,
and that elections will be held June 9. Well, I
would not give much for McInnes's scalp if Mar-
tin is turned down.'

Another Liberal who is in close touch with Sir
Wilfrid says :

' Blame the Lieutenant-Governor, I know the
view of our friends here, and it Is very hostile to
McInnes. These views fairly express Sir Wil-
frid's position.'

Very well, let them ' blame the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor ' If they will. But It may prove to be no
wiser course than it was for Mr. Duncan Ross,
the editor of the above-mentioned paper, who
for doing that very thing, was expelled from the
Liberal Association of Greenwood. And here in
Victoria, at the annual election of officers of the
Liberal Association, every officer-with the ex-
ception of Mr. Drury, who bas taken a perfectly
neutral stand-was turned out, and others elected
in their places, in consequence of having taken
a somewhat similar attitude to that of Mr.
Ross.

In conclusion let me say that I am, and always
have been ready to acknowledge the authority
of advice and directions given by you respecting
my official duties and prerogatives. but I do not
propose to be swayed from what appears to be
my line of duty by the hostility of a certain
section of the press, or their contributors-et
the outcome be what It may.

Yours very truly,

(Sd.) THOS. R. McINNES.

The last letter I wrote him was in answer

to that communication, and Is as follows:

(Confidential.)
Ottawa, June 2, 1900.

My dear McInnes,-Referring to your letter of
May 15, commenting on our correspondence.

My letter of August 30 was not intended ' to
convey official directions and instructions in the
form of a confidential communication,' but was
only a suggestion due to a report that I had
heard you were bringing pressure to bear on
your government to call the legislature before
they were ready to meet it, and the advice was
certainly sound, as I consider it would have been
indefensible for a Governor General or Lieuten-
ant-Governor to force his government to call the
legislature under the circumstances then exist-
ing.

You seem to think that the advice subse-
quently given as tc the Martin government was
inconsistent with the suggestion in my letter of
August 30. I do not so regard it. The two
cases have no parallel ; there Is no analogy be-
tween the two cases. In the one there was a
responsible government whose members had
been endorsed by the people, in the latter case
not a single member of the existing government
had then or even bas up to the present time re-
ceived the approval of the people. Only one of
them had ever been a member of the legisla-
ture, and he had no following ; and I think it
is without a parallel in the history of consti-
tutional government that a body of men, five-
sixths of whom had never been members of the
legislature, should be permitted to carry on a
government for three months without any public
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sanction or approval. It is useleàs now to con-
ment on it. I was sorry at the Une taken, and
as you must have observed by the public press
all over the Dominion, the propriety of the action
taken bas been very severely criticised. I have
always recognized that the conditions existing
in British Columbia during the last eighteen
montbs, made your position a most difficult one
-the bitter personal feeling shown between the
rivais for place and power intensified the em-
barrassment as the rivals were so nearly equal
In numbers-yoU certainly have not had an easy
task in your efforts to guide the ship of state.

Yours truly,
(Sd.) R. W. SCOTT.

The Honourable T. R. Mclnnes,
Government House, Victoria, B.C.

That ends the correspondence and embraces,
I believe, all that can be in any way regard-
ed as confidential. The letters are produced
in the file I laid on the Table together with
the official communications, so that hon.
gentlemen will have an opportunity to per-
use them. It was ra.ther regrettable that
any necessity should arise to make public
private and confidential communications of
that kind between gentlemen. They were
written by me simply as one friend to
another-not in any sense as the Secretary
of State nor at the suggestion of the Privy
Council. but solely with a view of giving him
the benefit of my judgment, If it was worth
anything. He was not bound to follow it.
He spoke of it in the original communica-
tions as suggestions only-and In subsequent
letters as directions. They were not direc-
tions. They were advice which I think was

sound, and had he followed it there would
have been no crisis In British Columbia.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This is
a very unusual course- to pursue.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is in answer to my
hon. friend's request.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI--Under
the circumstances, the hon. gentleman is
justified in the course he bas pursued. I
am of the opinion still that he bas reason'
to thank me for bringing this matter be-
fore the House and country. This is not
the time and occasion to discuss the ques-
tion. That I shall reserve for some future
time. I have simply to say this, that in
looking through the correspondence, I do
not see that there is any difference in the
manner in which the letters have been sign-
ed by the Secretary of State. While Mr. Mc-
Innes has in many cases signed his ' T. R.
McInnes, Lieutenant-Governor,' in each case

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

the Secretary of State has simply signed
his own name, without putting 'Secretary
of State' to it. Some of these documents,
the hon. gentleman admits, were official,
and that he spoke on behalf of his colleagues.
If I were in the position of Mr. Mclnnes,
whatever his faults may be, I should assume
that all those letters were written at the
instance of the government, from the fact
that they are all signed in the same way, and
some of them the Secretary of State says
were official, and some of the telegrams
were sent at the instance of his colleagues.
Taking one with another, wi-thout arguing
the question any further on the constitu-
tional aspect, of the interference of the
Dominion government with the local gov-
ernment, that we can leave to some other
time, but whatever my opinion of Mr. Mc-
Innes may be, I certainly would come to the
conclusion, if I were in his place, that these
letters were all of an official character.
Otherwise it would have been so stated. I
see a gentleman in the Senate to-day who,
from a telegram published In this morning's
paper, seems to have been made the am-
bassador of the government. Whether he
was their plenipotentiary extraordinary or
not, I do not know, but he is here to answer
for hinaself. Governor MeInnes is reported
this morning to have stated that he was
waited on by Senator Cox, and Mr. Jaffrey,
of Toronto, who urged upon him the im-
propriety of calling upon Mr. Martin. I am
glad my hon. friend (Hon. Mr. Cox) is here,
because I cannot conceive he acted except as
a private individual, and the country is in-
terested in knowing whether, like the Secre-
tary of State, he acted as a private indivi-
dual and gave the Governor private advice,
or whether he went there as a plenlpotentiary
and ambassador from the government at
Ottawa, to direct the Governor as to what
he should do. I have no doubt the bon.
gentleman will give us the Information in
bis own defence, and also in explanation of
the statement made, whether true or
false. I can scarcely believe It is true my-
self, although I would not like to question
the veracity of a gentleman who bas filled
so Important and responsible a position as
that of Lieutenant-Governor. But I have
learned this from the correspondence and
what bas taken place, that these two in.
timate friends, the Secretary of State and
the late Lieutenant-Governor of British Col-
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umbia, had very little confidence in each
Other, and were prepared, in all their corre-
spondence, to put it on such a basis as to
destroy It so that no evidence could be pro-
duced in future. I commend the Secre-
tary of State for his caution.

Hon. Mr. COX-I am very glad to have
an opportunity to make an explanation.
There is no truth whatever in the statement,
directly or indirectly. I gave no such ad-
vice to the Lieutenant-Governor, elther as a
Private individual or as a representative of
the government. I did call upon Senator
McInnes when I was in Victoria. It was
a friendly call only, and I had no conver-
sation with him on the subject whatever.
The Semlin goverument was in power at the
time, and so far as was then known, or
Understood, there was no probability of a
change. At any rate, to answer the hon.
gentleman's question, unqualifiedly and un-
Conditionally, I gave no advice either as a
Private individual or as a representative of
the government.

lon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-Evidently this
question is susceptible of further discussion,
and It is my Intention to place a notice on
the Order paper that it be taken up on
Wednesday next, so that the constitutional
side of the question can be considered. It
is not' by any means exhausted yet.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-It Is rather unfor-
tunate that such an important question as
this should be introduced in this House at
such a late period in the session. It ap-
Pears to me that the correspondence shows
the impropriety, to say the least of it, of
nlnisters of the Crown and lieuÉeuar-.gov-
ernors holding private and confidential cor-
respondence on public busines.. There Is
no reason why this private correspondence
should not take place as to their family
and business affairs, but where a minister
of the Crown and the Lieutenant-Governor
Of a province undertake a private and confi-
dential correspondence, the disclosure of
Which proves it should have been neither
Private nor confidential, it is another matter.
The Secretary of State writes the Lieuten-
ant-Governor of British Columbia and asks
hiu to destroy the letters as soon as read.
The fact that on recelving that letter lie does
not comply with the request, and that the
gentleman who wrote it does not destroy

his own copy of It, shows that there was
no confidence on either side. It illustrates
the danger and the trouble brought about
by writing private and confidential com-
munications on public affairs when they
should not be private or confidential. I am
sorry this discussion has been forced on the
House in a one-sided way. I have no parti-
cular interest in the case of the late Gov-
ernor of British Columbia, but as a British
subject, and a lover of British fair-play,
when a discussion of this kind takes place, I
claim the Lieutenant-Governor should have
an opportunity to answer for himself. We
have had the correspondence read us by the
Secretary of Staite and \bis comments on it.

We see in the newspapers that the lion. gen-
tleman from Toronto (Hon. Mr. Cox) has
been brought into this matter. He denies
some newspaper reports that we* see pub-
lished. We have heard the hon. senator's
denial, but we have not heard the other side
of the question.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN-Does the hon.
gentleman not accept his denial ?

Hon. Mr. POWER--Under the rules of
the House we are bound to accept the lion.
gentleman's statement.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-That is true. I do
not know whether the word of a senator
stands any higher in public estimation than
the word of an ex-senator and the word of
a Lieutenant-Governor.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
depends on the standing and reputation of
the two.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move that this cor-
respondence be printed for the use of the
Senate Immediately. In regard to the ob-
servations made by the hon. senator from
Prince Edward Island. my hon. friend opi
posite can tell him that a large part of the
correspondence that passes between His
Excellency and the Colonial Secretary, who
stand to each other in precisely the same
relation that my hon. friend stands to the
Lieutenant-Governor of a province, is confi-
dential, and it le public at the sane time.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Then it would not be
ordered to be burned or destroyed..

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, because it is publie
although confidential.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But might occur, If such were possible, and in
when letters from the Colonial Secretary order to keep themselves within the law.
are written ' confidential' you are never per-T The Bill was read the first time.
mitted to use them without his consent.

H The House was adjourned during pleasure.
Hon. Mr. MILLeuite so. The rule as -to the colonial office does not apply to this;

case, because these are not public letters
in any sense. My hon. friend was writing
in his unofficlal capacity, and he had a right
to ask the Lieutenant-Governor to destroy
the letters if lie thought proper. That was
his own business.

The motion was agreed to.

BANKING ACT BILL.

FIRST READING.

BILLS ASSEINTEDi Tu.

The Honourable Mr. Justice Taschereau
acting as deputy to His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General, being seatied on the Throne.

The Honourable the Speaker commanded
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to
proeed to the House of Commons and ac-
quaint that House:

It is the Deputy Governor's desire that they
attend him imme.liately in this House.

Who, being come with their Speaker,
Hon. Mr. MILLS introduced Bill (Y) ' An The Clerlk of the Crown In Chancery read

Act to amend the Banking Act.' He said: the Titles of the Bills to be passed, as
I may say to hon. gentlemen that this amend- foîîow
ment is in substitution for section 40 in
the law as it now stands. That section An Act respecting the Ontario Power Company

of Niagara Falls.
provides for the amalgamation of banks. As An Act to incorporate the Quebec and Lake
It now stands, the restriction of the previous Huron Railway Company.
section of the Act operated from the time An Act respecting the Nlplsslng and James

Bay Railway Company.
the agreement was entered into, which An Act to authorize contracts wlth certain
would make it Impossible that the circula- Steamahlp Conpanies for Cold Storage accom-
tion could be greater than that of the pur- modation.
chasing bank. I understand there are two Act respecting the Nickel Steel Companyw ofCanada.
millions of dollars being added to the capital An Act to incorporate the Canadian Bankers'
oH the Bank of Commerce by an arrangeRa Association.
ment that the Bank of Commerce Is making An Act to confer on the Commissioner of

BriisICoumbaandInPatents certain powers. for the relief of thewit the Bank of BritishColu1Froat & Wood Company (Lmlted).
order that that arrangement may be carried A c oaedteAtsrsetn neet

in i An Act to authorize ctrasct n wIt eretai

ot, It is necessary to amend the section as it An Act toa incorporate the Manitoulin and
new stands, because it contaAns no provision North Shore Railway Company.

for deallng witb a circulation larger than» An Act to incorporate the Quebec Southern
o Raiway Company.

that of the purchasng bank. m An Act to enabe the cty of Winnipeg to
utiliz the Aainiboine River water eower.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tie An Act re3pectlng the Algoma Central Rail-
hon, gentleman migit have added, there way Co pany.
weuld be an lnterregnum between the pur-. An Act respectlng the British Yukon Minlng,
chae dan th acmrclation tdlrgr thn Trading and Transportation Company, and tothat of the pchas ofing ban. cange Att nane to the British Yukon Railway
there utould be a large circulation Af bsins CObrpany.
for whi h there would be no sanction, and An Act respecting the Domýn1on Atlantic Rail-

hon getlean igh hae aded threway Company.

that weuld subjeet the bank to penalties. An Ctrpah sM
An Act respecting the Toronto Hotel Company.

This is in order to remove that difficulty so An Act to amend ' The Bank Act.'
as to enable the Bank of Commerce, in pur- An Act respecting the Buffalo Railway Com-
cha'sing the Bank of British Columbia, to pany (Foreign).
complete their transaction without subject- An Act respecting the Ottawa and Hull Fire

Relief Fund.
Ing themselves to any penalties, and, as I An Act respecting the Safety of Ships.
understand it, the Bank of Commerce will An Act to incorporate the Dominion of Can-
be prepared to put up the two million dol- ada Rifle Association.
lars, if neqessary, In the hands of the Finance An Act to amend the Act respecting the Mer-

clants' Bank of Halifax, and to change its name
Department In order to cover any loss that to the Royal Bank of Canada.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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An Act to incorporate the Accident and Guar-

antee Company of Canada.
An Act for the relief of William Henry Fea-

therstonhaugh.
An Act to amend the Land Titles Act, 1894.
An Act to amend the Expropriation Act.
An Act to incorporate the Ottawa, Brockville

and St. Lawrence Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Salisbury and Harvey

Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Acadia Loan Cor-

Poration.
An Act respecting the Canada Minlng and Met-

allurgical Company (Limited).
An Act to confer on the Commissioner of

Patents certain powers for the relief of James
Milne.

An Act to a.mend the Acts respecting certain
Savings Banks in the pr3vince of Quebec.

An Act to amend the Penitentiary Act.
An Act respecting the Grain trade in the In-

section District of Manitoba.
An Act to amend the Weights and Measures

Act.
An Act to incorporate the Lake Superior and

HUdson's Bay Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Schomberg and Aurora

Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Timagami Railway Com-

pany.
An Act to amend the Companies Clauses Act.
An Act to amend the Customs Tariff, 1897.
An Act to confer on the Commissioner of

Patents certain powers for the relief of the
Servis Railroad Tie Plate Company of Canada
(Limited).

To these Bills the Royal Assent was pro-
]lounced by the Clerk of the Senate in the
fOllowing words :

In Her Majesty's name, His Honour the De-
pUty Governor of His Excellency the Governor
General doth assent to these Bills.

Then the Honourable the Speaker of the
Uouse of Commons addressed Hie Honour
the Deputy of His Excellency the Governor
General as follows :
May it please Your Honour:

The Commona of Canada have voted certain
8Upplies required to enable the government todefray the expenses of the public service.

In the name of the Commons I present to Your
lonour the following Bill :-' An Act for grant-
'ng to Her Majesty certain sums of money re-
quired for defraying certain expenses of the
Dublic service for the financial year ending June
2, 1900 ; ' to which Bill I humbly requeat Your
IIonour's assent.

Then after the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery had read the title of the Bill,

The Olerk of the Senate, by Hie Honour's
-comnand, did thereupon say :

1n H',r Majesty's name, His Honour the Deputy
0f His Excellency the Governor General thanksler loyal subjects, accepts their benevolence,and assents to this Bill.

601

After which Hie Honour the Deputy Gov-

ernor was pleased to retire, and

The House of Commons withdrew.

After some time the House was resumed.

PILOTAGE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (11) ' An Act to amend
the Pilotage Act.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-For some years there
has been a good deal of friction between the
pilots and and Harbour Commissioners of
Montreal, and the only way of solving the
diffleulty and having matters run smoothly
seems to be by the creation of a pllot's
court, to consist of a commissioner who shall

be an advocate of the province of Quebec
of not less than seven years standing, ap-

pointed by the Minister of Marine and

Fisheries, who must be sworn in, and two

persons who are regarded as assessors, one

appointed by the pilots and the other by
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. The

clauses of the Bill provide for the referring

of disputes that arise as to the qualification

of pilots and cases where they have been

guilty of errors and mistakes, and charges
have been brought against them for running
vessels out of the channel on the rocks, in
order that the case may be tried summarily
before a board of this kind. The owner bas
heretofore been in the Montreal Harbour
Commissioners and it le only affecting the
pilota so far as the city of Montreal la con-
cerned. The fees that are derived from this
will be amply sufficient to meet any charges.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. minister anticipates that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, there is no doubt
about it. The commissioner 1a only paid

while he le trying the case. He ls paid
ten dollars a day, and the two assessors five
dollars a day each.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I see,
casually running my eyes over the clauses,
that it has simply reference to the establish-
ment of the court to settle disputes which
have heretofore been settled by the Board
of Harbour Commissioners.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Bill has been materially changed since its
introduction, and I would ask the chairman
to read the clauses. I know the attempts
that were made in the past and I know
the attempts that were made in the Com-
nions to give most extraordinary powers
to pilots which the Senate rejected. This
has nothing whatever to do with that branch
of the subject, has It ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, I think not.

On clause 3,

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is one remark
which I should like to make on this clause.
Clause 2 says :

The court shall consist of a commissioner,
who shall be an advocate of the province of
Quebec of not less than seven years' standing,
and who shall be appointed by the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries and sworn in before a
judge of the Superior Court of the province of
Quebec.

And the next clause of the Bill provides as
follows :

The court shall, in the hearing and determina-
tion of any charge or complaint against any
pilot, and also in any inquiry in connection with
any accident or damage happening to or caused
by a vessel in charge of any pilot, have power
to call in the aid of one or more assessors ap-
pointed as hereinafter provided.

It occurs to me that clause 3 should pro-
vide that if an assessor selected by one of
the parties is called in, there should also
be an assessor selected by the other party.
The judge may call in an assessor ap-
pointed by the pilots, and lie may or may
not call in an assessor appointed by the
pilotage authorities, or vice versa. I think,
as a matter of fair-play and equity. that if
there is an assessor representing one, there
should be an assessor representlng the other.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The difficulty at the
present time is that the pilots complain that
the present mode of proceeding before the
harbour commisskoners does not deal with
them fairly, and s0 the object of giving the
pilot or the pilotage authorities an assessor
is in order that the case of the pilot may
be fairly heard, and that was the whole
complaint on the part of the pilots. This
arrangement is one that will continue in
force until there is a judge of the Maritime
Court who will take charge of the business.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
has power under this to appoint one or more.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWrTLl.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think it is all right.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It will be ail right
until it comes to be tested. It is well known
that although the interest of the pilots is a
considerable one, the interest represented by
the Montreal pilotage authorities, the har-
bour commissioners, is a much more im-
portant one ; and if for instance some ques-
tion arises with respect to the pilotage of
one of those large steamships coming from
Europe : supposing it is charged that the
pilot has made a mistake, it seems to me
that we should have two assessors, the as-
sessor who represents the pilots and the
assessor who represents the port of Mont-
real. It is desirable to try and provide as
far as possible that these difficulties shall
not arise in the future. The sympathies of
the gentleman who is appointed a commis-
sioner may be with the pilots ; and that
gentleman may Call in a pilot as an assessor,
and may refrain from calling in a represen-
tative of the mercantile interests.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-And then we have this
case tried practically before two judges
whose sympathies would be one way, and
there would be no one to represent the more
important interest.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They must cali In two.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The clause says that
the court shall be required to call In the
aid of one or more assessors.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Sometimes a case hap-
pens In which the pilotage authorities have
not the slightest interest and it does not
concern them at all and in such an event
it would be altogether unnecessary to in-
sist upon a representative of the pilotage
authorities being present. Sometimes they
are interested, and when they are interested,
under the provisions of this Bill they will
undoubtedly be represented. There is not
an attempt to enter into detail, because that
would be difficult.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-In al cases it is the
complaint agalnst the pilot, and I think there
Is a great deal of force In the what the hon.
gentleman from Halifax has said, that If
there Is a complaint against the pilot, and
other parties are lnterested In the complaint,
say for Instance, the steamship companies, It
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is only fair that there should be two re-
presentatives.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-Are
these assesors to be judges ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No. They are advisers
Of the court of commission.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not see any case that could possibly arise
in which the party mentioned by the Min-
ister of Justice would not be Interested.
This is a court especially to settle disputes
between pilots and the mercantile interests
of that section of the St. Lawrence near
Montreal, and as intimated by my hon.
friend to my left iHon. Mr. Allan), every
case that comes before this commission must
be to settie difficulties that have arisen be-
tween mercantile interests and the pilots,
and when we reflect upon the actions of
pilots in the past and the difficulties which
have arisen, it strikes me that there is very
much force in what the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, says : I do not say that the
commissioner would be partial, but his sym-
pathies might be with one or the other.
They might be with the mercantile com-
munity and against the pilot, and the pilot
might be in the right, and still the party to
be the assessor between them would be a
party wholly interested in the mercantile
community, or vice versa. Ir the Minister
Of Justice will think of it a moment, he
will come to the conclusion that the sug-
gestion Is a good one. It would do no
hari and would place the court in a posi-
tion to deal Impartially with every question
that came before it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The assessors are only
advisers. They do not take part in the,
adjudication of the case at all. The com-
Missioner is the person who is charged with
adjudicating on the complaint, whatever it
mIay be, and he has the power to call in one
or more assessors that have been named by
the two authorities that are referred to in
the clause 4. The licensed pilot% appoint
Ole or more qualified pilots, and the Mont-
real pilot authorities appoint one or more.
It Is assumed the commissioner would act
fairly. He is in the position of a judge.
When we appoint a judge we do not limit
his powers.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The very fact that this
additional party ls to be called In to give his

advice makes it more necessary that that
advice should not be biassed in any way,
and that It should be advice which could be
relied upon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is
there any clause in the Bill which deûnes
what the duties of the assessor are ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-An assessor to a court
is a party who can advise the court, with-
out the power of giving judgment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
might be an assessor for the purpose of de-
claring what damage has occurred to the
vessel through the negligence of the pilot,
and then the question would arise as to
whether the pilot was guilty or not.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The object of assessors
Is to give to the judge professional or tech-
nical Information, and in the admiralty
courts assessors are frequently called in to
give information of that kind, and I fancy
that the gentleman who sits as judge, or
commissioner, after evidence has been taken,
consults with the assessors as to the effect
of that evIdence, as to what It means and
all that, and it does seema to me, that if
one of the objects Is to have an assessor
who is to consuIt with the gentleman who
acts as judge, there should be some one who
acts for the ot'her party to put the other
side of the case before the judge also. The
probabilities are that this lawyer may not
be a man very familar with navigation, or
with trade and commerce, and I think a
few words might be added to the third
clause to this effect :

Provided, that if the aid of any assessor ls
called in there shall be an even number of such
assessors, selected equally by each of the bodies
mentioned in the next succeeding section.

That ls, that there shal be two, or four, as

the case may be, and that they shall be

selected equally by the harbour commis-

sioners and the pilots.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-How would it do

to add to clause 4:

And the assessor so appointed, or selec t ed,
shall, with the commissioner, constitute the
court.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They are not part of

the court ; they are assessors. I discussed
this matter with the Minister of Marine

and Fisheries, and the fact is there are a
very considerable number of cases In which
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the pilots as a board are Interested. Of
course, they are Interested ln defending
their own order if the pilot bas conformed
to the law, and they are assessors as pro-
fessional men, that is, men having a skIlled
knowledge for the purpose of Informing the
commissioner with regard to the conduct
of the pilot which le called in question. That
may be a matter in which, what is called
here the pilotage authority, may not be in-
terested at ail. It may be a matter between
the pilote as a body and the particular pilot,
and It may be a matter between the owner
of the vessel, or some one on board the
vessel, and the pilotage authority should be
called In in every case where their special
interests are affected and where their repre-
sentatives possess skilled knowledge which
It is important should be made known to
the commissioner, but ln every case the in-
terest of the pilot is Involved, but not in
every case is the interest of the pilotage
authority involved, and that, I have no
doubt, le the reason for the Bill being framed
In this form. That clause might be allowed
to stand.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If that
le necessary, then the whole Pilotage Act
should be amended, because it is defined
how the Quebec Pilot Commissioners and
also the Halifax Pilot Commissioners should
deal with those questions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This Is giving to the
commissioners the same aid as the judge
gets.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I think
we might amend it by strIking out the words
' or more' and It would read that the court
appoint one and the licensed pilote one, and
the Minister of Marine and Fisherles one,
so that there would not be more than one.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The case might not be
one involving twenty dollars, and we are
creating a body that would cost twenty
dollars every day they sat, if that suggestion
were adopted.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-The greater the
number of assessors you appoint, the greater
the expense.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We might have a man
appointed and he might be a hundred miles
away.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-If the Act is
to be effective it would be required to have
a commissioner on the spot, and one great
object of the Bill Is to do away with the
delay which must necessarlly occur where
the cases are referred to the harbour com-
missioners, where there are a large number
of people concerned.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They appoint one or
more assessors, but the pilot they appoint
does not necessarily leave his occupation.
If he happens to be in Montreal. he will
take the case, but if not, somebody else Io
selected. His duties are not to be inter-
fered wlth, and he ls not to be pald any
sum unless he acte. It will be necessary
to have two or three appoInted, because one
may be away. It is not contemplated to
have a permanent court.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I under-
stand that it is intended to appoint one for
each case. A man is not appointed an as-
sessor to hold office as long as he lives.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
Is confined to Montreal. That limite its
operations to that district. What I am at
a loss to know is, what le the power of one
or more assessors. If you look at the 13th
clause and the proviso it would seem as if
the assessors had more authority and power
than mere assessors. The clause reads :

Provided always, that in the hearing and de-
termination of anv matter brought before him
such judge shi ave power to call in the aid
of one or more specially qualified assessors, and
hear and determine such matter either wholly
or partially with the assistance of such assessor
or assessors ; and that such judge shall have
power to make all necessary rules-

Are these assessors to be merely advisers or
partial judges ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Merely advisers.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They give skilled Infor-
mation with regard to their profession. How-
ever, we might let this clause stand.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On clause 7,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
le the meaning of that word 'branch '-' the
f ault of any branch pilot ?'
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Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I belleve
it means a licensed pilot-one who Is licensed
to guide the ship into the harbour.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 12,

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is important that
this court should be constituted with great
eare, because the decision in the court is
final.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The person must be an
advocate of seven years' standing.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 3,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If
clause 3, which has been allowed to stand,
is amended it will be necessary to amend
Some other clauses. I might mention that
I asked a member of the House of Com-
mons, who spoke to the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, as to the meaning of the
Word 'assessor,' and his explanation is some-
what similar to the one the hou. minister
has given here. It really means bringing
in an assessor and asking him to give the
commissioner professional information.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We all know what a
strong feeling there is between the pilots
and the Harbour Commissioners of Montreal.
Here is a ship coming up the river which is
Worth, periaps, three-quarters of a million.
She Is damaged through want of skill on
the part of the pilot, and then there is an in-
quiry ; and in the first place, with regard
tO this lawyer of seven years' standing, there
are a number of such advocates who do not
know much about navigation and whose
opinions upon almost any subject are not
Of great value, and he may sit there with the
Pilot as assessor and no one else. The feel-
ings of that assessor are in favour of the
pilot. He wants to get his friend clear,
and there may be no representative of the
People who own the ship, who have suffered
the loss. The question comes up as
to What order the pilot should have given
at a certain stage. There is no one to tell
the judge when there is a mistake made,
but If there is some one representing
the shipowner the commissioner would
have the information from both sides.
I sPeak now as a friend of the government.

I think they should be particularly careful
not to pass any legislation that the shippIng
interest of Montreal is likely to be dissatis-
fied with, and my suggestion is to add to
clause 3 some language such as this :

Provided, that if such aid is called In in any
case, there shall be an even number of such
assessors, aelected equally by each of the bodies
nientioned In the next succeeding section.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That gives them a
quasi judicial position.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Supposing it does. You
entail a little expense, but the property may
be worth a million dollars.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend makes
a suggestion. I am not prepared to accept
it, because I have reserved the clause and
we will have an opportunity of consulting
the minister who is specially interested in
It. This Bill has been the subject of a very
considerable amount of discussion. My hon.
friend knows that some years ago the Eng-
lish government handed over the Admiralty
jurlsdiction within the Dominion of Canada
to the Canadian government. It Is under
the control of the Canadian authorities.
There is an Admiralty judge in each pro-
vince, and there has been a complaint made
that sometimes it is inconvenient to consult
the Admiralty, and that there ouglit to be
some further provision made for dealing
with matters of minor Importance. In the
early portion of this session I introduced
a Bill for the amendment of the procedure
In admiralty courts and providing for the
creation of divisions in the district. For
Instance, the whole of Ontario Is one dis-
trict, and the whole of Quebec is a district,
and the judge in Admiralty of Quebec re-
sides in Montreal, and there are a good
many in Quebec who are very anxious to
have an Admiralty judge at Quebec, and in
Montreal they desire an Admiralty Court
there. There is not work to occupy the
time of one judge, and lu that Bill we pro-
vided that the Admiralty judge might hold
court in Montreal. We might create Mont-
real a division for that purpose, but the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries thought
there were a large number of inferior cases,
cases of very little consequence, involving
small sums, and that it might be desirable

.that the commissioner should have, to a
limited extent, admiralty jurisdiction to hold
court for the purpose of dealing with these
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cases, and that he should be aided by an
assessor, or by assessors, as the case might
be, the sane as the Admiralty judge is. If
the Admiralty judge were holding a court
and the Admiralty judge would be aided.
if he came to Montreal, lu an Important case
for the purpose of holding an admiralty
court, so that it is only with the inferior
cases of controversies that this commis-
sioner will be called upon to deal.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am contending that
he should have a chance to do that.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-And lie
will take good care to make application to
have an assessor appointed in his own in-
terest to look into it and see that it is pro-
perly guarded in the court.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I understand the clause
is reserved for the present.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If the hon. gentleman Hon. 'r. MILLS-Yes, it le reserved.
looks at clause 6 he will see that he Is
slightly in error. Hon. 'r. COX, from the commlttee, re-c ported that tlîey had made some progrees

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly the Montreal with the Bil and asked leave to sit again
pilotage authority has no longer any power on Monday next.
to hold court, and what was complained of
was that it was practically putting the CHARLOTTETOWN AND MURRAY
power of holding the court into the hand HARBOUR RAILWAY BILL.
of one of the parties that was interested. 1
That was the complaint made by the pilots. POSTPONED.
Now, it is put in the hands of the commis- The Order of the Day being caled
sioner. The commissioner is the judge and

the ssesoris nt. a al th cortethe Committee of the Whole House on (Bill 182)the assessor is not. In all the courts thebranch
assessor is one who is there to give advice. raiiway from Charlottetown to Murray Harbour.
In England the judges are called ina (Hon. Mr. Mlis.)
assessors in parliament, ln order te aid Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have asked for
the law lords ln coming to a conclusion.' some returns la reference to this matter.
They are assessors in their own sphere, and I do not think they have been brought down
relatlng to their own duties la those mat- and I should like to have them brought
ters with whirh they are particularly ac- down before toos measure Is proceeded
quainted. MMwith.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I amn not finding fault Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think my hon. frlend
with the minister. He agreed to let this brought down the returns three or four
clause stand, but I was trying to empa- weeks ago.
rize the importance of making sore amend- Hn. Mr. FERGUSONs-ha hat could not
ment. tu befoe this not three or four weeke

Hon. Mr. -ACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I do ago that I made the motion.
iot agree wd the objections made claluon. stnd but I was t oeby the hon. gentleman frome Halifax. 

brogh dow th rtunstre ofu

He appears to consider that the interestag
of the shlpowners might be jeopardized by Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Asktng for cor-
the Act golng into force as it now stands. Irespondence with the provincial authori-
The shipowier muet be notified before any ties bearni upon the construction of the
action .an be taken, and there lI no doubt bridge. I made the motion about a week
be wil look out for hie own interest and or ten days ago, and I cal my hou. friend's
ee that au assessor s appointed In the attention to th Importance o! havlng these

court. s returus brought down before we proceed
th A g t f as it wlth the Bihh.
Hon. Mr. POEIR±n-The comnissioner has

to summon the assessor.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-He can-
not personally appoint an assessor, but his
interest Is In seeing that his own side is pro-
vided for before the commissioners.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move that the Order
of the Day be discharged and placed on
the Orders of the Day for Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, July 9, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

TIIRD READING.

Bill
South
(Hon.

(176) »An Act to incorporate the
Shore Line Railway Company.'-

Mr. Gillmor.)

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (189) 'An Act to amend the Act
respecting the judges of Provincial Courts.'
He said : Hon. gentlemen will see that the
only thing new in the Bill is the substitution
of the word seventeen for fourteen, which
is mentioned in the first section.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is in Quebec?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In Quebec. In the case
of clause 2, we carried through In the early
portion of the session a Bill to provide for
the payment of a chief justice In the North-
west Territories, and clause 2 is a provision
for the purpose of giving effect to that Bill.
Hon. gentlemen will know that in the su-
perior courts of all the provinces, the chief
justice Is paid one thousand dollars more
than his associates, the puisné judges. In
the North-west Territories there are. five
judges. They are all puisné judges of equal
rank, receiving a salary of $4,000 each.
That is a somewhat anomalous position. The
Territorles have grown in population, the
judicial work has increased, and it was re-
presented to me-and I think properly so
represented-that it was desirable that one
of the judges should be inade a chief justice
and the Supreme Court of the Territories
Organized the same as the superior courts
or the supreme courts are in the provinces.
That. I think, is a reasonable provision.
and this clause 2 is simply carrying into
effect what was thiere already determined
nipon by the adoption of the Bill to which
I have referred. Then the third clause Is,
in fact, no alteration of the law as it now
stands. In the first instance we made pro-
Vision for the appointment of judges in the

North-west Territories and Yukon country.
We. lu the first instance, took only an ap-
propriation for the salary of one judge, but
last. year we took an appropriation for the
salaries of two judges, and it was only re-
cently that a second judge was appointed.
We required first to get information as to
the amount of business that was being done,
and as to the condition of things in the
territory, and we found that the amount of
litigation was very large in proportion to
the population, owing to the nature of the
business that was being done, and that one
judge was wholly unable to overtake the
work. There was some difficulty in indue-
ing a competent man to go there, and be-
come a High Court judge in that distant
country. However, in the end Mr. Craig, of
Renfrew, was persuaded to go. He is a
very competent mian, and I have no doubt
will prove an efficient judge. The only mat-
ter. in the Bill about which perhaps I need
say anything is with regard to the first
clause. Before the session that preceded
this, the government and legisiature of Que-
bec had provided for the appointment of
three a'dditional judges la the Montreal dis-

trict. The number of judges there engaged
in the work was found unequal to the

amount of litigation that had arisen in the
district, and so the appointment of addi-

tional judges became necessary. Imme-
diate action was not taken by the govern-
ment here, because we thought that it

might be that the local goveriment, by re-
organizing their judicial districts, might be

able to enlarge some of the districts and to

transfer some of the judges from other dis-

tricts to the Montreal district; but that was

found impossible, or at all events, In the

estimation of the Quebec government and

legislature undesirable. Hon. gentlemen eau

well understand that, in a country like Que-

bec, a portion of which Is sparsely populated,
there is a desire sometimes to have a judge

where it may be the case that there is not

a very great deal of work for him to do,
but when the necessity arises, It is import-
ant that the judge should be accessible in

order that urgent work might be immediate-
ly performed. That is the condition not

only In the province of Quebec, but in some

other sections of the Dominion of Canada,
and the responsibility of deciding what shall

be the constitution of the courts is. under
the British North America Act, remitted en-
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tirely to the provincial legislatures and parliament to make provision for the three
governments, and all we bave to do in the additional judges that are deemed necessary.
matter is to give due time for the con- Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before
sideration of the question after the plan is the second reading of the Bill, it is just as
adopted. The legislature and government ývell to discuss at least Its merits and the
of Quebec, feeling that the plan which they eIl t wics ae im ta the
had adopted was the one best in the publi2 etTect that it will have upon the revenue of
interests of the opulaon ofi the pvic, the country. We all readily admit what theinterests of the population of the proince, provisions of the constitution are. Whether
there was nothng then bt to acquiesce n the doctrine laid down by the hon. Ministerthat arrangement. of Justice is correct is a question that is

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not debatable. I have heard it discussed re-
necessarily. peatedly in the House of Commons when

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My bon. friend says 'not tîis question of increasing the number of
necessarily,' but I remember very well, in judges for the different provinces bas been
the case of British Columbia, Sir John brouglt under the notice of parliament.
'Macdonald held a different view. There isWile the framers of the British Nortb
no coercive power conferred upon us with America Act made a provision that the con-
a view of forcing the local legislature to stitution of the courts in the different pro-
depart from that plan which they believe the viaces should be left with the provincial gov-
best. The respousibility of deciding how eraments aud the provincial legislatures, It
the court shall be constituted rests with provided aiso, that tle appointment of the
them, not with us. The only power that we judges and the payment of their salaries
possess in the matter is that whiclh simple should rest with the Dominion. Whether
reason bestows. It would be highly impro- that was donc for the purpose of keeping a
per on our part to undertake to exercise any check upon the action of the local legisa-
coercive authority over the legislature with tures, is a question of whlch we have. no
a view to compelling them to adopt a dif- knowledge, but the presumption is, that
f cirent plan of organization to that wbich wheu they gave the power to so arrange the
comnicnds itsclf to their judgment. Now, courts in the different provinces to the local
so far as the existing districts lu the pro- legislatures, that the reason for reserving
vince of Quebec are concerned, they were the riglit of appointmcnt and the paymeut
lot adopted under our regime. They sx- of the judges to the Dominion was that it

isted before. They have been in existence should be a cbeck on the action of the
for a great many ycars. Iu the Montreal legisiature. What are the facts in con-
district the amount of work bas increased uectio wit the courts in tbe province of
until the judges that arc at present assignad Quebec? a speaking, as Most hou. gen-
to the performance of judicial duty in that t renue t know, as a layman. but what 
district, until tbis ameudment to the law itend to say will be dealing with facts as
took place, were unequal to the work that they exist. Lt bas been known for a long
devolved upon then. That being so, when tue to the Statesmken f that province that
the sche m, or plan, was presenited to us for the systeg that prevailrd for so long a
increasing the number of judges in the dis- time, and to which the bon. Minister of
trict of Montrea and it w-as sho that Justice called the attention f the pouse,
these additional judges were required in that is defective in tbis particular respect, that
district, it as no part of our duty to un- the location in whicb the different judges
dertake to coerce the province of Quebee, are compeuled to reside-athougi. by the
or the legislature of Quebec, to alter the by. tfey bave not lived in accordance with
constitution of ail the other judicial dis- the provisions of the law lu many respects.
tricts. There is at least as enuc work. toQube. I a speakin , msh.
perfor lu those districts Dow as there wasnow, asDa-ar, bar t
years an i years ago, when those districts Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
were differently situated, and that being so , not hold the present goverment responsible
and the work baving grow up In the dis- for that any more than the late goveroment,
trict of Montreal, and additional judges but wc kaow that that provision of the law
there being required, we proposed to ask has been violated to a very great extent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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Judges who have been appointed, and whose antiquated right. I am using the word anti-
residence should be in the districts below quated, because it was the word which was
the city of Quebec, and probably to the used by the Premier himself. It is his own
north of Quebec, have taken up their resi- word. One can scarcely conceive, living in
dence in the city of Quebec and remained a province like the one In which I reside,
there in defiance of the law. An attempt where a great reform is considered neces-
was made in the legislature some few years sary, particularly in dealing with the judi-
ago by the present member for Montmo- I cature of the province, that that idea should
rency, then Attorney General for the pro- be allowed to interfere. Supposing a systerm
vince of Quebec, to change the whole system similar to that In Ontario was inaugurated
so as to utilize the judges In the different in the province of Quebec they would then
sections of that province very much In the have the resident judge in the shape of a
manner in which they are utilized in the county court judge, and the Superior Court
province of Ontario, so that each judge work moved to the city of Montreal. In
would be enabled to perform a reasonable the city of 'Montreal we find -they have ten
amount of work at least, and not throw the judges, and there ls a judge also who lives
whole responsibility and weight of admin- in the City of Montreal w'hose work more
istering the law upon the judges who are particularly is in the district of Terre-
eentred in the city of Montreal. As pointed bonne. That makes eleven. In Quebec,
out by the hon. Minister of Justice, it is there are four judges, and in the rural dis-
quite correct that the mass of business is tricts, sixteen judges, making thirty-one ai-
done In that city, while a very small amount
of work is performed by the judges living
i the different districts. It is strange that
While the Attorney General in the province
Of Quebec In the Conservative administra-
tion desired to make this change, for some
reason or other he was unable to do it, and
what is still more singular, you are unable
to carry out a great reform of that kind,
although both parties agree as to the neces-
Sity of It. L recent debates which have
taken place on this subject, the Solicitor
General and also th e Premier of the pro-
vince agreed with the proposition made by
Mr. Casgrain, then Attorney General for
the province of Quebec, and acquiesced In
the proposition which he had made, but
they asserted at the same time that
it was impossible to do so, on account
Of the prejudices wiich existed among the
People against any change, or, to use the
Word of the Premier himself, the system
which prevails may be antiquated but they
Were fnot prepared to interfere even with the
Prejudices of the people, even though it
WoUld be in the interests of the whole popu-
lation. The only conclusion that one can
arrive at, after studylng the question is,
that in certain districts they have had the
advantage of having had a resident judge,
and any system which would Interfere with
the taking away the resident judge from that
district, though he might have little or

together. The chief justice recelves $1,O0
more than the puisné judges, which I think
is quite correct. The chief justice receives
$6,000, while the others receive $5,000. Then
there is a provision also In the Bill for In-
creasing the salary of the judge of Sague-
nay and Chicoutimi.

Now, what do the statisties show In refer-
ence to the work of these judges ? I read
them for the purpose of emphasizing what
I have already pointed out-a necessIty for
reforming the system which exisits In the
province of Quebec at the present time. It
may be considered presumption on the part
of a representative from another province,
particularly a layman, to talk on a question
of this kind, but when we consider it is a
matter of common sense, rather than a legal
question, It is something we May all deal
with. and on which every man may forn
an opinion. In considering the figures which
I propose to give to the House, you will come
to the conclusion at once, that more than
half the judiciai work In the whole province
of Quebec has to be performed by the Mont-
real judges. Hence the necessity for more

judges In that district. I do not think any
one who studies the question wlll dispute
this fact, which Is a very important one,
and that the judges of the district of Mont-
real are overworked and that it is absolutely
necessary, if they are to keep up with the
work and perform It properly, to give tlem
assistance, and that is why at present, the

955

ing111 to do, was an Infringement of that government propose to appoint three new



9~6 [SENATE]

judges instead of doing as the ex-Attorney
General of the province of Quebec, Mr.
Casgrain, attempted to do and to which the
present Solicitor General, and the present
Premier, Sir Wilfrid Laurier, agreed. It is
evident they are not as great reformers as
they wou'ld like the people to believe they
are. There is something in name, and there
is something in practice, and in this case
It is quite evident the name is adored rather
than putting the reform into practice. l
Arthabaska last year-I an quoting from
the statisties laid before parliament :

In Arthabaska last year there were thirty-nine
contested cases and twenty-four judgments in
the Superior Court; in Beauharnois, twenty con-
tested cases and twenty-five judgments ; in Chi-
coutimi, forty-seven contested cases and thirty-
three judgments; in Gaspé, nineteen contested
cases and ten judgments ; in Iberville, thirty-one
contested cases and thirty-two judgments; In
Kamouraska, forty-five contested cases and
forty-two judgments; in Richelieu, eighteen con-
tested cases and twenty-elght judgments; In Ri-
mouski, fifteen contested cases and seventeen
judgments. An analysis of these figures shows
that the judges had not enough work to employ
them usefully for two months In the year.

While the judges in Montreal were con-
stantly enmployed. In discussing this ques-
tion il the lower H louse it was stated that
Mr. Justice Cimon. of Kamouraska, said that
he had not work enough to occupy him for
one month, when he would much prefer

courts is concerned. But if the province
will do that which is not necessary-if they
wil declare that they will not change a
systen which has prevailed for a number of
years in order that these economies might
be affected, should not the Dominion step
in and say, from the faets and the records
we have indubitable evidence that additional
judges are not required if you will only re-
arrange the constitution of your courts, and
until you do that we refuse to make the
appointments or provide an appropriation. I
find the Premier used language of almost a
sinillar character in discussing this question.
He said : Hc would have supported Mr. Cas-
grain were he in the legislature at the time
-that is, in the reform which he then pro-
posed to make, being evidence of the cor-
rectness of what I said at the commence-
ment of my remarks, that they are all in
accord with the idea. He said :

He would have supported Mr. Casgrain were
he in the legislature at the time, not because
that body provided for an increase in the num-
ber of judges, but because It proposed to reform
the system. He would have been quite favour-
able to the systen Mr. Casgrain proposed, but It
did not meet with approval. There was no pro-
vince in America where the people were more
tenacious of their laws than in Quebec, even
when they were antiquated.

No one can blame the people for being
jealous of interference in their laws. their
religion, their race or their rights. But this is

having more work to do and less leisure. flot a question affectlng tieir laws or their
Surely, under the circumstances. would it rigts. It is a question of reforming a system
not have been better to remove that judge which inherferes with nelther the one nor
to the city of Montreal and adopt some the other, and tiough there are many things
systei by which the judicial necessities of in other provinces whleh we May cali anti-
the district of Kamouraska could be per- quated. stili neither party would hesitate to
formeïd by some other person. I am quite step la and nake a reform if they considered
sure if the Minister of Justice had a free it necessary. particularly where botb parties
hand he could so arrange the judiciary of were agreed. They do not stop to Inquire if
the province of Quebec as to obviate the the people are ia favour of a change under
necessity of this extra expense. The ap- sncb circuustances. Sir Wilfrid said that
pointment of these three judges Is adding 'on the whole le wns InclinQd to regard it as
to the expenditure of the Dominion no less a w-olesome trait'-that is a wliolesome
a sum than $15,000 a year. It may not be trait of eiaracter In a people to le antiquated
muuch, but it represents, at 3 per cent, half and refuse to have any reform ln their pro-
a mi-llion of dollars. So that, if that could vince Our Premier nt the present day may
be saved. there would be that much to the be a democrat to the but, but it is quite evi-
good. at least. The Solicitor General. in dis- dent that le Is in favour of aatiquated
cussing the question, used this language: ideas. and is fot very much of a reformer

He agreed with Mr. Casgrain that there were la practice. He said
a sufficient number of judges In the province. Public opinion would fot sanction the change.
The fact was that a system existed in Quebec They were wedded to their system, and public
over which the House of Comimons had no con- opinion would fot countenance the changes pro-
trol, and which they could not remedy. posed by Mr. Casgraln.

That is an admitted fact. under the con- I have read suffcient to show that botb
stitution, so far as the constitution of the parties In the province of Quebec-the lead-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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ers of both parties, are in favour of this passed by this House with these additionai
reform, and the only way, it appears to me, amendmeuts.
that it can be accomplished is by the Do- Hon. 'r. MILLS-Not at ail. Tis is
minion government stepping in and saying: another Bi. The Bil that 1 carried througl
'You have sufficient judgeis in the province
to perform the work if you will only place te eoies a prlviding the -
them in a position to do it, and alter the postmentfaief A tice,&leing the co-
constitution of your court.' I can readily
understand it to be a responsible position for T is 0f th c rt. Th ha ecm
any government to take, but no great reform
is accomplished in any country unless the on. r. FERGUSON-I arnot going to
government of the day is prepared to as- make any observations on the first clause of
sume the responsibilty and say to the peo- this Bil, which bas been diseusseil so fuily
ple : 'You are to be better served by the by my hon. friend, but I want to say a word
reform which we propose than by adhering or two With regard to the clause referring
strictly to your antiquated ideas.' Speaking to the Yukon territorial Judges. I eau very
for myself, I do not feel inclined at present well understand wlat the lon, leader of the
'o assume the responsibility of saying to buse las said, that it was a matter of difi-
the Senate ' Reject this Bih.' I am quite culty to get a really good nan to accept a
willing, after having placed on record what judgeship in the Yukon territory Iu view 0f
I think should be done, to leave the responsi- the salary offered, $4,000. We know the ex-
bility with the government. The gentlemen Pense of living iu Dawson ils very higl, and
from Quebec, who understand this question I am Surprised that it w&s possible to get a
much better than I could possibly understand :0od iman to go to that place, and undertake
it-who understand its workings and de- the duties of the position at $4,0O a year, un-
fects and benefits, are the gentlemen who iess there is provision made for living expen-
should deal with it rather than a layman ses, of which I bave no knowledge. I am glud
like myself from another province. While to heur that a good man las conseuted to
I say that, though they are another pro-" go. 1 hope he whll turn out to ho as good
vince, we have ail to bear equally the re- as he las been described. Unfortunately,
Sponsibility of paying the taxes of the coun- our experience of that country is that men
try, and if we unnecessarily add this amount do fot aJways turn out there to b as good
to the annual expenditure which represents, as was expected they would be when they
as I have already pointed out, without tak- went. 1 a-happy, however, to say that I
Ing into consideration the increased salary have had a good deal of correspondence with
to the other judge, of which I do not com- acquaintances aud friends living lu the
plain, we are to assume our responsibility Yukon country, and while condemniug the
and have to meet the expenses which are i- conduct o many others, the testinony n
curred. I should like very much, if I could, favour of Judge Dugas las been stroug, and
to hear the opinions of some gentlemen from the statement made by the Minister of Jus-
the province of Quebec, but I felt it my tice that le would 1e utterlY unable to deal
duty to point out that we are adding an un- with ail the litigation 11n the Yukon country
D1ecessary expenditure. I have taken this is strIctly correct. We can form no con-
OPportunity to make these remarks as the ception in the oider parts Of Canada of the
details of the Bill are not such as require amount of lîtîgation, and the amounts at
.any great amount of discussion in commit- issue in the litigation arising In a mlniug
tee. Do I understand, with reference to couutry sucl as the Yukon. My correspon-
the Bill that was introduced by the Minister dents. before this Bil was heard of, had
of Justice in the early part of the session, pressed on me very stroigly, the important
dealing with the judges in the North-west, character of the suits and the amounts
that that Bill has been dropped In the lnvolved, sucl as would not 1e found
lOwer House? amongst the sae mimber of population In

te older parts of Canada. Probably it wil
Hon. Mr. MILLS-No. a l l h1is i

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Then
the Bill before us is the Bill Introduced and

turn out, as the Mnjs e r LLo%- cas saU,
that a good man has been Induced to go in
there who wIll give satisfaction, but I can-
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not help expressing the opinion that the
amount provided as salary, unless living ex-
penses are given in some other way, is in-
adequate.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I should like to call
the attention of the government to an ob-
servation made by the present Attorney
General in :he province of Quebec. An-
swering a speech made by the Hon. Mr.
Chapais In the legislative council of Quebec,
Mr. Archambault, the present Attorney
General said :

He may rest assured that I urged the federal
authorities to apply the law of the last session,
but I have become aware that instead of ap-
plying it, they have done nothing but prevent
its operation by the provisions of the statute
they passed at the last session of the federal
parliament. We have, in this matter, two powers
face to face, but they must come to an under-
standing. The provincial legislature makes
known its needs, to Ottawa belongs the task of
applying a remedy. I have been unable to
obtain the desired remedy, so I have taken an-
other means. In presence of the statute which
I propose to pass, the federal government will
see that the remedy lies either in the law passed
last year and la the provisions tending towards
the same end, or in the law of this year ; it
will then decide ; as far as I am concerned, my
responsibility will be covered.

It seems from this utterance that the prin-
cipal difficulty lu the way of the Attorney
General was in the attitude by the federal
government, and being unable to overcome
that difficulty, the Attorney General of Que-
bec then came with this new legislation
which, as a matter of course, asks for an
additional number of judges and an addi-
tional salary to be voted by this parlia-
ment. We never heard lu the province of
Quebec that any demand was being for-
warded for an increase In the number of
judges. I should be very jealous of the pri-
vileges of our province, and it would be with
very great reluctance that I would consent
to an interference on the part of the federal
power-In tact I -would oppose it, but in this
instance I merely take the legislation pro-
posed here, not as legislation in the interests
of the province of Quebec, but as legislation
entirely In the interests of the Liberal
party of the province of Quebec. That Is
the whole scope of this legislation. We do
not need additional judges In the province
of Quebec. I wIll cite only two cases that
are In evidence in the city of Quebec. We
have lu the city of Quebec a judge named
Judge Pelletier, who Is judge for the district
of Beauce and for the district of Montmagny.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

The law in general imposes the duty on
judges of residing In their own districts.
Should, in tis instance, the judge I have
named reside in the district of Mont-
magny, the people of Beauce would com-
plain. They would say 'we want the judge
in our precincts, but we cannot get him, be-
cause he is residing in Montmagny. Should
he reside in Beauce, the same objection
would be raised by the people of Montma-
gny. To meet that objection the judge's
place of residence was fixed in Quebec so that
he is residing there. When his duties call
him to Montmagny, he goes there, and when
his duties call hlm to Beauce he goes there.
In fact he never resides amongst the people
over whom he has been appointed judge.
He always resides in Quebec. That judge
la Quebec could render very valuable as-
sistance if the first scheme of the late At-
torney General had been adopted, and if the
suggestions made to this parliament had
been carried out. Take another judge, a
judge who has been aippointed by the present
administration. I am speaking of Mr. Cho-
quette, who has been appointed for Artha-
baska. Is he living in lis district ? Not at
all. He is building a house actually lu Que-
bec. He intends to live and die in Quebec.
He could render very valuable assistance in
the city of Quebec, acting as judge In revIew,
or in the first instance for the Su-
perior Court for the city of Quebec, as lie
is residing there. It would not entail on
him any additional expense to leave his
bouse and go to the court to administer
justice. But what is done by this law is
to appoint three other judges, and pay their
salaries, and for what purpose ? Just to
meet the exigencies of the situation which
could be met entlrely, not by appointing new
judges. but 'by utllizing those already ap-
pointed in a different way and with no more
expense to the community. Wlith these few
remarks I think it is my duty to register my
vote against this proposition, and I shall do
It. I have had no time to look inito ail the
detalis of the law, and for that reason
I will not oppose Its second reading ;
but I think on the motion for rthe tihird
reading, If the government cannot answer
those objections made by the present At-
torney General of the province of Quebec,
we should take steps to remove this legisla-
tion which, I repeat, Is not for the benefit
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of the province of Quebec but for the bene- jurisdiction of those judges, and that would
fit of the Liberal party ln Quebec. meet the difficulty the hon. gentleman refers

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
who has just spoken will see that his ob-
servations are directed, not against the Bill,
but against a particular clause of the Bill.
That is that particular clause relating to
the province of Quebec. It does not relate
to the second or third clauses. I have a few
words to say with regard to the objections
made by the hon. leader of the opposition.
I remember many years ago that Mr. Blake
suggested and went into a very full dis-
cussion of this question In the House of
Commons, recommending the province of
Quebec to adopt a judicial organization
similar to that of the province of Ontario.
That proposition did not meet with any
favour with the government of the day.
Sir John Macdonald was, I think, at that
time, Prime Minister, and Sir Hector Lan-
gevin, Sir John Abbott and other gentle-
nen of prominence were connected with
the government from the province of Que-
bec.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-When
Was that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was somewhere be-
tween 1880 and 1890.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-It was
since confederation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. But it was shown
then by members from the province of Que-
bec, who were defending the then ad-
ininIstration, that the cost of the admin-

istration of justice ln proportion to the
Population was less in Quebec than in On-
tario. Let me call my hon. frlend's attention
to this : He suggests-and it is the only
Other suggestion that could be made to meet
the local requirements in the administration
of justice in the province-that you do away
With the present organization In the pro-
vince of Quebec, and adopt a county court
sYstem having a very limited jurisdiction
and placing a judge ln every county. If
You were to adopt that, and so diminish the
lumuber of the Superior Court judges-and

they would be diminished, no doubt, in the
province of Quebec-would you diminish the
Cost of the administration of justice ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
but the proposition was to increase the

to.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If you did Increase the
work of the local organization, I say if you
were to adopt the county court system, that
from the point of economy there would be
no saving in the administration of justice
in the province of Quebec. I understand at
the present time there are two judges in
the province of Quebec who do not reside
in their judicial districts.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-More
than that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There are nine or
ten.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The-law requires them
to reside in their respective districts, and
it Is in the power of the local government
at any time to insist that a man shall reside
in the district for whlch he has been ap-
pointed, so that the fact that he does not
reside there is not against the present ju-
dicial organization. It is against the man-
ner la which it is carried Into effect. Let
me say, further, my attention has, on several
occasions, been drawn to the administration
of justice in the province of Quebec. You
have the power to call in a judge from one
Of the outside districts, in the Superior
Court, and I think also in the court of
Queen's Bench. You pay him a certain sum
when he comes in to cover his expenses.
So that the attempt to supplement the
work of the judges in their own dis-
tricts is itself a source of very considerable
expense in the province, and you would
enormously increase the expense if you were
to undertake to do the work ln the Mont-
real district by bringing in the judges from
distant portions of the province where there
is less work devolving upon them than there
is in the district of Montreal.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
that Is done.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say it Is done to a
limited extent, but you do not bring judges
from Chicoutimi or Saguenay up to Mont.
real to assst-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
they are brought in from the adjoining dis-
tricts and the expense to which the hon. gen-
tieman refers Is added to their salary.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, and it does not
work satisfactorily and does not enable the
court to overtake the work. This question
was before every government with which
my hon. friend was associated. It was be-
fore the government with which I was as-
sociated some years ago, and it is before
the present government. No federal gov-
ernment bas ever yet undertaken to seize
hold of the work of the organization of the
courts in the province of Quebec, and take
it out of the hands of the local author-
ities. It would be an unconstitutional pro-
ceeding, and it would be also an un-
constitutional proceeding for the federal
government now, as it has been in all times
past, to undertake to refuse to carry into
effect the law which the government of
Quebec may adopt, even though we may
regard that law more nearly approaching
a point of impracticability.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If you
could do it for one year you could do It for
three. You did it last year.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We waited until we
saw whether the government of Quebec
would be disposed to modify their system.
My hon. friend has read from the views of
the Attorney General : what he complains
of is that we did not make the appointment
of the judges sooner. That is the whole
point in bis observations. We have delayed
with a view of seeing whether the govern-
ment of Quebec thought they could adopt
any improvement in the present system, and
the result is that, having made up their
minds that the proposed Increase in the
number of Supreme Court judges in the
district of Montreal was the most satis-
factory way of meeting the present require-
ments, it becomes our duty to undertake to
provide for the appointment of those judges
in order to meet that situation. I think
there is no alternative open to us. It is the
only proper course to take. It is the duty of
the federal government, If they think any
improvement could be made, where the bur-
den falls upon the federal government, to
suggest what modification, ln their opinion,
might have been adopted. It would certainly
by a very high-handed act on out part to
undertake to override the wishes of that
legislature and government, for no one can
doubt that in this respect that legislature

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

and government, as ail their predecessors
have done, represent public opinion in the
province of Quebec.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Sup-
posing the province of Ontario so arranged
their judicial districts and demanded the ap-
pointment of a dozen or twenty more judges,
according to the bon. minister's argument
they would be compelled to carry it out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Of course we can sup-
pose a revolutionary state of things, but our
whole constitutional system is based on the
fact that the people are able to govern them-
selves. It is the right of the people, be-
caïuse It is upon them the burden falls. We,
as a Dominion, do not represent a distinct
community froi what the various provinces
represent. We are simply representing
them in another and dIfferent capacity, and
the intention of the law is that we shall
work in harmony, as far as possible, that we
shall not undertake to override their judg-
ment, that we shall leave them free to exer-
cise their judgment in conformity with what
they believe to be best in the public interest,
and in conformity with the opinion of the
representative assembly that stands behind
then, and that being so, that the constitution
of the courts of justice rests with them and
not with us. Look at what the position of
things is. I am not a resident of the pro-
vince of Quebec. The majority of my col-
leagues are not residents of the province of
Quebec and are not supported by tihe people
from the other provinces to override the
judgment of the legislature of Quebec upon
the subject of the constitution of the courts
which the British North America Act has
left to the local legislature, and the local
government that enjoys the confidence of
that legislature. It would be a monstrous
proceeding, and would be altogether at
variance with the spirit and principles of
our constitutional system, and my hon.
friend sitting opposite knows that just as
well as I do. He bas had a longer experi-
ence in government than I have had. He
has been associated with the government
under Sir John Macdonald, under Sir John
Thompson, under Sir John Abbott, and he
was at the head of a government himself.
Not one of these governments ever under-
took to override the judgment of the legis-
lature of Quebec in a matter of that sort.
Ail they undertook to do was to carry that
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into effecit, and the same was true of the
legislatures of other provinces of the Do-
minion, and in this matter all we eau do is
to endeavour to meet the situation which
the legislature and government of Quebec
have created. That the number of judges !n
the Montreal district are not adequate to the
performance of the work is known to every
one who bas looked into the situation, and
to meet that requirement, the legislature of
the province of Quebec provided for the ap-
Pointment of three additional judges. My
hon. friend sitting opposite said this was
done in the interests of the Liberal party.
He might say that with regard to any matter
that was carried when the present admin-
istration was in power, and we might have
said the same thing when my hon. friend
Opposite and those associated with him were
in power, but that is not the proper way of
looking at these things. Somebody must
make provision for the constitution of the
court in a way adequate to meet the re-
quirements of the province. Somebody must
provide for the appointment and payment
of the judges that are to take their places
in that court for the purposes for which
the court is created. That duty devolves
Upon us at the present time, but if this
change had been made, as changes were
Made when my hon. friend opposite was in
office, the duty would have devolved upon
him. He would, In ail probability, have
Sought from his own party, members of the
bar, the persons to occupy those places.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Not
always.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But generally. I do not
think my hon. friend will find anybody in
the province of Quebec that was appointed
Of the opposite party.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
Were in Ontario and In Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There was in Ontario
I know.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Mr.
Boyd was a Liberal, Mr. MeLennan was a
Liberal. Mr. Samuel Blake was a Liberal,
and in Winnipeg Mr. Killam. These gentle-
men were appointed by the Conservative
party.

HoU. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-By whom
Was Mr. Killam appointed?

61

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-I am
not sure, but think it was by Sir John Mac-
donald. Certainly the others were appointed
by the Conservatives.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am speaking of the
province of Quebee, and my hon. friend will
see that even if we were to appoint these
three men and they were ail Liberals, the
Liberals of the province of Quebec would
form but a very small fraction of the judi-
ciary. My hon. friend referred to changes
that Mr. Casgrain suggested. While they
were not in the line of a radical change in
the system, it was an alteration no doubt,
but it contemplated the appointment of
forty-one judges-seven judges more.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
the expenditure would be less.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not know whether the hon. gentleman thinks
so, but I am speaking from the records and
figures, because the salaries would be simi-
lar to those in the province of Quebec, $2,250
instead of $4,000.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The salaries of the
judges would be less, but the cost of ad-
ministration of justice under that system
is not proportionately less than in Quebee
under that system.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Liti-
gation is greater In Ontario than dn Quebec.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If litigatioln is greater,
some of the courts are receiving larger fees
in Ontario than in Quebec. Take, for in-
stance. the Court of Probate. It is paid
by fees altogether.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
not finding fault at ail. I do not think the
Superior Court judges are pald enough.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not saying whether
the systen of the organization of the courts
In the province of Quebec is a good or bad
systeim; that question is one to be decided
by the government and the legislature of
Quebec, subject to their responsibilities to
the people of Quebec. There is where the
responsibility rests. There Is where the con-
stitution puts It.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-There Is
a distinction to be made. While the con-
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stitution of the province of Quebec Is all
right, ln this case the federal government in-
terfere and we are in the position that after
the law is adopted we cannot change it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--We are not interfering.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The gov-
ernment are lnterfering by providing for new
judges. The government are passing a law
by which new judges are paid by the federal
government. How can the province of Que-
bec, if it thought proper under 3%r. Cas-
grain's Bill, reduce the expenses ? They
could not say we are going to sai-e
$15.000. They could not do that. But
I do not rise for that. I rose to say
this: I rather agree with what the lion.
gentleman from Stadacona said about the
first clause, but I could flot vote against the
Bill in its entirety, because I approve of the
second and third clauses. My objection to
the first clause is this: We are going to
give to the province of Quebee $15,000 more
than the province of Quebec has at present.
As a representative of Quebec, I might not
object to that clause, but there is one
danger, and I must come to something that
was said by the hon. Minister of Justice
just now, with which I do not agree. The
hon. gentleman sald, if 1 understood him
right, that Mr. Blake and Sir John Mac-
donald, arguing this question of changing
the administration of justice in the province
of Quebec, declared that the province of
Quebec cost more for its administration in
proportion than the province of Ontario.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not say that. I
said that when Mr. Blake was arguing in
favour of the Ontario system, some support-
ers of the government from the province of
Quebec, and I think some of the ministere
naintained that the cost of administration

in Quebec was less In proportion to popula-
tion than lt was in Ontario.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I differ
from those hon. gentlemen. I think the cost
ln proportion to population Is exactly the
same. 'I had occasion some years ago-I
thouDght the province of Ontario had more
than its share-to compare the expenditure
ln both-I am speaking of the money paid
In Ontario 'and Quebec by the federal gov-
ernment. I found that the proportion was
not larger in Ontario. It was exactly the
same as in Quebec. If that is the case-if

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVIILE.

the expenditure in both provinces is equal
in proportion to 'population, if you add $15,-
000 to the expenditure in the province of
Quebec, you are changing that proportion,
and what will prevent you to-morrow chang-
ing it again and giving a larger sum to
Ontario ? I think it is safer, and ln the
Interest of every province, especially those
that are not rapidly increasing, as much as
the North-west and British Columbia, to con-
tinue that same proportion in the payment
of our judges. We are changing that pro-
portion by this Bill. If you change it-to-
day, there is nothinsg to prevent you chang-
ing it to-morrow, and I consider it a danger-
ous policy.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We are not changing it.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-You are
adding $15,000 in the province of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The province of Que-
bec create a certain judicial system. They
provide their own organization of courts and
we appoint the judges. What the effect of
the system is I cannot say. There is no
regulation that there shall be an exact
amount for the administration of justice In
the different provinces. In British Colum-
bia, until very recently, it was very much
higher than anywhere else, because the cost
of living was higher.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-In the old
provinces,-not the new, where the increase
In population is 'more rapid than in our own
-the policy of the Conservative government
and of the former Liberal government has
always been to maintain the proportion be-
tween the old provinces. The hon. gentle-
nwan does not deny that, I suppose. If that
is the case, are we not endangering that
very good policy by adding $15,000 ln one
case, and, therefore, opening the door to giv-
Ing perhaps $50,000 or $60,000 more to an-
other province ?

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read a second timne.

ORIMINAL CODE, 1892, AMENDMENT
BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMONS MESSAGE.
The Order of the Day having been called:
Consideration of the Message from the House

of Commons disagreeing to the amendment made
by the Senate to (Bill K) ' An Act further to
amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'
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Hon. 'Mr. MILLS said: I have already
mentioned to the House that in respect to
these proposed changes to the Criminal
Code, hon. gentlemen will remember that
the first amendment was with regard to the
time at which the Act was to come into
operation. The House of Commons provided
It should come into operation on the first
of January next, and we provided for the
first of September. Seeing the way the ses-
sion hae been lengthened, that might not,
perhaps, be an early period. The House of
Commons did not agree to our amendment
as fixing the time for the Act to come Into
operation. Then ;here was a further pro-
vision that related to fraud committed by
persons misrepresenting the circumstances
under which they obtained credit. That
was con6idered here and was not agreed
to, and it was inserted in the House of
Commons. Then the third amendment re-
lated to the Industrial organizations, that
the provisions of the Act should not apply
to these labour organizations which might
be established for the protection of labour.
There ie a provision in the Act relatIng to
labour which exempts them from the opera-
tion of the general law in that particular.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
Is the title of that Act ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-The Trades Union
Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am inclined to think
that the amendment made to the Criminal
Code was of a suffliently sweeping and
comprehensIve character to repeal that pro-
Vision of the Trades Union Act. The provi-
Sion that was struck out of the Act and
was restored In the House of Commons re-
lating to the subject of organized labour,
L8 broader than that provision In the Trades
Unions Act In this regard, that it would
apply not only to trade unions, but to
every volunteer organization, which seemed
to me most desirable. My own view was lu
favour of this amendment. It was In the
Bill originalily, but was struck out here. It
Was restored in the HouSe of Commons, and
we propose to etrike It out again, and they
have refused to recede from their position,
and so I propose to acquiesce in their deci-
sion In the three cases. This measure has
been three times before the Senate. It has
been three times carried through the Senate.
This i the first time that It has gone through
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the House of Commons. Many of the pro-
visions contained In these amendments are
those which have been suggested by judges
and prosecutors on behailf of the Crown, and
are very necessary to the Improvement of
the code, making It more effective and more
suitable. I think these amendments which
have been made by the House of Commons
are of far less consequence than the passage
of the Bill ; so I would greatly deprecate
the insistence by this House upon Its views
with regard to these particular provisions
which might have the effect of preventing
the passage of the Bill during the present
session.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to say that lie, himself,
was in favour of the clause relating to labour
unions which the House of Commons struck
out ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, I was very strong-
ly in favour of that clause.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-You would rather see
It struck out ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was struck out here.
I had it in the Bihl originally, and It was
struck out in this House. I think it is essen-
tial, in order to prevent It being a substi-
tion for that section In the Trades Union
Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
would suggest to the hon. gentleman the
propriety of separating his amendments and
testing the sense of the Senate on the three
separately. The Senate might feel inclned
to insist on some of their amendments, and
might probably not object to others. Speak-
ing for myself, II should like to see the Sen-
ate insist on two of them. If the hon. gen-
tleman would accede to this request and
make a motion for his first amendment, then
we can test each one upon Its merits. My
reason for It is this : some members of the
Senate might feel inclined to vote, for in-
stance, on one amendment, and might not
have any feeling at ail In reference to an-
other, and might be willIng to accede to the
request of the House Of Commons. The
way the hon. gentleman has put It, he com-
pols a vote upon the whole three.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have no objection to
their being put separately If my hon. friend
desires It ; but with regard to the first
amendment, of course, I feel that a good
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portion of the year has gone by, and a very
short time will 'put an end to that amend-
ment. In the first amendment, there will
be no difference between one view and the
other. I, therefore, move that the Senate
4o not insist upon the first amendment sub-
*tituting the first of January for the first
of September.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
have affirmed, by this amendment to the
Criminal Code, the iniquity of the lotteries.
We amended the Houise of Commons Bill
by declaring that it shall come into force
on the lst of September instead of the let
of January, and we did so on the ground
that if the lottery system, which has been
carried on lu the province of Quebec par-
ticularly, is wrong, the sooner it is put a
stop to the better. Now, what is the rea-
son given for disagreeing with our third
amendment ? The House of Commons say
they disagree with the third amendment-
that if the one creating a new crime-ob-
taining goods under false pretenses. That
system of obtaining credit and getting
goods has not been regarded as a crime until
it is made a crime by this amendment to
the code. The Senate objected to that on
the ground that it might lead to a good deal
of abuse, and my hon. friend from Brandon
took very strong grounds on this subject.
He was supported by the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, and the reason for rejecting
that amendment Is as follows :

(a) The proposed section 359a would offer great
inducements to perjury on the part of vendors ;

(b) It would give a creditor, who claimed or
asserted that there had been a false pretense
on the part of the purchaser, an opportunity
to practically coerce such purchaser into giving
such creditor an undue preference over his other
creditors;

(c) It would injuriously interfere with the
ordinary and long-established methods of con-
ducting business between vendors and pur-
chasers;

(d) No act should be declared a statutory
crime where there Is a substantial doubt as to
the desirability of such declaration.

That comes into force immediately after
the sanction of this Act by the Governor
General. Now, if the system which existe
of obtadning goods in the manner pointed
out by the law be a fraud, then It is In the
interests of the country that it should be
stopped at once. If one is a fraud, the
other le a fraud also and the sooner we
put a stop to it the better. To show the
length to which the authorities in the pro-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

vince of Quebec, particularly in Montreal,
are going to put a stop to this system of
fraud, I quote from the Star, of Saturday,
the folilowing :

Chief Benoit is determined to stamp out gamb-
ling and kindred evils among the firemen. Now
that he has banished the lottery agents from the
stations, he is after the card players, and yes-
terday caused the following notice to be posted
in a prominent place in each station:

' It is strictly forbidden for all members of
the fire brigade, and also all persons not con-
nected with the fire department, to play at any
game for any stakes of any kind whatsoever
in the fire stations, or any part thereof, under
the control of the fire and light committee.

' The captains of the stations will be held re-
ponsible for the proper observance of this order.'

So far has this lottery system been carried
on in the city of Montreal that the chief of
the fire brigade has found it incumbant on
him in the performance of his duties to pre-
vent any further sale of lottery tick-
ets in the fire station. If it be so
bad as is indicated by that very act
itself. is it not in the interests of
morality and in the interests of the people,
that this evil should be put a stop to
promptly ? It seems to me that it is a fair
and reasonable proposition. Most laws come
into force as soon as they are passed by
parliament and sanctioned, and I cannot
understand why a law which provides for
the punishment of a crime should be allowed
to renain in abeyance for a certain length
of time in order that those who are per-
petrating the crime and breaking the laws
should have five or six months more to con-
tinue their swindling operations. Under the
circumstances, I regret very much that the
House of Gommons have not accepted our
proposition. I should be inclined to vote
'No' on the motion made by the Minister
of Justice and say that we should insist on
our amendment.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Would it be better to
lose the Bill, or have It go into operation
on the lst of January ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not thik that is a proper way to put It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That Is the attitude of
the other House. I certainly would rather
the law carme into force at once. But I do
not like to see a good Bill endangered by
taking a stand that the House of Gommons
will not agree to.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What are the reasons
given by the House of Gommons for taking
that sband ?
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The House of Commons
had a perfect right to do that if they thought
proper.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Have we not the
same right ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The consequence of in-
sisting on our amendment will be to throw
out the Bill. The House of Commons say
we do not think the Bill should go into
operation until the first of January. We
say it should go into operation the first of
September. If they refuse, the Bill drops,
and we lose the Bill.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is that a government
measure ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, it is a government
measure.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then the government
can have it passed lu the House of Com-
mons.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We are near the end
of the session, and If this Bill were to go
down to the House of Commons, and that
House refused to acquiesce in our view,
that would be the end of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-I was one of the first
who strongly advocated the passage of this
clause to prevent lotteries, and I should
prefer that the Bill should go into operation
the day that it is sanctioned than either
the first of September or the first of Jan-
uary. At the same time, I should prefer to
have it go into operation on the first of Janu-
ary rather than to lose it completely. The
House of Commons has certainly as much
right to say that the law shall be put in
operation on the first of January as we have
to say on the flrst of September. I regret
their stand very much, but as I am afraid
that our insistence would endanger the pas-
sing of the Bill, and as I am very anxious
that the Bill should pass, even though it
Comes into operation on the first of Jan-
Uary only, I prefer to let the amendment
pass.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I sympathize with the
hon. gentleman who preceded me in re-
gretting that the House of Commons should
have taken the action they have taken in
respect to this measure. The hon. Minister
Of Justice referred to the fact that three.
Bills to amend the criminal law have been
Passed by the Senate during the present par-

liament. We passed one in 1897, another in
1899; and finally this one. The House of
Commons did not consIder either of the
previous Bills. They have considered this
one, or at least have gone through the form
of considering it, and they send it back to
us with fourteen amendments, to eleven of
which we have agreed. Three of their
amendments we declined to agree to, and
we gave what I think were substantial rea-
sons for not concurring in those three
amendments. With respect to this amend-
ment now before the House we said :

2. That the Senate hath amended the first
amendment of the House of Commons by striking
out ' the first day of January, 1901,' and insert-
ing in lieu thereof 'the 1st day of September,
1900.'

Because it is desirable that the Improvements
made in the criminal law by this Act shall go
into operation at the earliest possible date con-
sistent with the due publication of its provi-
sions.

The general rule as two hon. gentlemen have
stated is, that an Act goes into operation
as soon as it is assented to by the Governor
General, and there was really no substantial
reason why this Bill should not have been
dealt with in that way. The House of
Commons adopted the unusual course of

providing that the Bill should not go into

operation until the flrst of January. It was
stated when the amendments carne from
the Commons-I think it was stated

publicly in the House-I know it was
stated in conversation-that that action
was due to the influence of persons con-
nected with those lotteries in Montreal, who
wish to continue their operations for another
six months, so there is really no merit in
this proposition to wait until the first of
January. The laws are published in the
first Gazettes which are issued after proro-

gation, and the parties interested in this
particular matter would know the very
moment that the Governor General assented
to the Bill, all about it. So that on the
merits of the case I think we really should
not concur in the amendment. On the

other hand, although yesterday I should have
voted not to concur in the amendment, there
is a great deal of force in what the hon.

gentleman from Beauce (bon. Mr. Bolduc)

has said. If we do not agree to any amend-

ment inade by the House of Commons, I
assume that the Bill will be lost altogether,
and it would be better to have this law
lu operation from the first of January than
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not to get It at all. We might under-
take to pass another measure next year,
but we do not know what the fate
of It would be. I think that, on the
whole, the balance is in favour of our
not insisting ln the case of this particular
amendment. It is not of a vital character.
It is a highly objectionable amendment, and
one which should not have been made, but
it might possibly be contended in another
place that we were showing obstinacy and
want of willingness to meet them half way,
and it might prejudice our action with re-
spect to the other amendments ? With
respect to the other amendments, I shall
be inclined to vote that we do not concur ;
but this does not affect the substance
of the Bill, but merely postpones its opera-
tion for four months longer than we pro-
posed. and I am disposed to agree on that
ground.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It seems to me
that those who are responsible for making
this change [n the Bill, that it shall not go
into effect until the first of January, are very
much less desirous of putting a stop to these
gambling operations than the members of
this House are, but the Senate should be
-careful that in grasping at the shadow we
are not losing the substance, and that by re-
fusing concurrence we are not really giving
full scope to the desires of those who want
to perpetuate those lotteries. That would
be the effect if the Bill was lost-that in-
stead of going into operation at the end
of the year, it could not be effective for
another year. I shall support the motion to
concur in the amendment.

'Hon. Mr. LANDRY-This Bill, as has been
stated, is a government measure. It was
Introduced by the Minister of Justice. This
amendment was suggested by the minister
hinself when it came before this House.
When the month of January had been fixed
by the House of Commnons, the amendment
was adopted ln this House, at the suggestion
of the Minister of Justice, making it the first
of September. If the government are not
able to carry this measure through the
House of Commons, then they should resign.
If they are beaten on that measure, that is
the only recourse I think the government
should take a stand, and when the Minister
of Justice has himself fixed the first of
September as the day for the coming luto

Hon. Mr. POWER.

operation of this law, the government should
carry their measure through.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The hon.
gentleman from Halifax told us that he
thought he must agree with the proposition
of the hon. gentleman from Lauzon (Mr.
Bolduc). That opinion was that we should
not reject any of the amendments, because
we might lose the whole Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, this amendment.

Hon. Mr. De BOUCHERVILLE-The hon.
gentleman says he agrees with the hon.
member, but he is going to insist on another
amendment. I do lot see how the matter
can be reconciled. And then we might be
accused of not going half way. I think we
might go more than half way. We might
agree with all the other amendments, but
not agree to this anendment which was
proposed by the hon. Minister of Justice,
and there is a danger if it is rejected, which
I liad not thought of, which is that the
lottery companies in Montreal will take ad-
vantage of it to swindle the people of Mont-
real as much as they can by their lottery
scheme. Therefore I think we should agree
to all the amendments.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I do not understand
what the hon. Minister of Justice intended
to convey to us when he said that our not
agreeing to all these amendments would im-
peril the Bill in the House of Commons.
If we disagree to one of the amendinents
of the House of Commons and agree
with the others, what will the effect be ?
Will the Bill in that case be lost ? For my
part, I thought the objection to this parti-
cular clause was one which we could urge
with greater force and would be one more
likely to be acquiesced in by the House of
Commons than auy of the other amend-
ments. particularly the one with regard to
the labour unions ; but if I am to under-
stand ithat there is no doubt that, if we
make amendiments at all, the Bill will be
rejected, we have no choice. but must either
vote for agreeing to all the amendments of
the Commons or against them.

Hou. Mr. MILLS-I am speaking without
any knowledge of what the House of Com-
mous will do, any more than the knowledge
hon. gentlemen possess. I feel that we will
Imperil the Bill if we insist upon our posi-
tion on these amendments.
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Hon. Mr. ALLAN-With respect to any
of thlem ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is my own view.
If that were not my view I would have in-
sisted upon declining to acquiesce in some
of them. My hon. friends know this Bill
was twice before the House of Commons
and not even moved in the House of Com-
ions, and now that It has been acquiesced

in by the House of Commons It is most de-
sirable to get it through, and to fight with
the Flouse of Commons upon these amend-
ments, and perhaps upon some methods re-
lating to criminal legislation on another
occasion. We have agreed to everything
else contained in the Bill, and I think it is
Most desirable we should get the Bill
through in the present form.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It seems strange the
the government, with such a majority, could
not carry tiheir own issue in the House of
Comnimons.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It seems to me the
government is desirous of extending the
time four months that these people can ply
their nefarious occupations. That is some-
thing I cannot assent to. This Bill has
been before the Senate three or four times
and received no consideration from the
House of Commons, and I think we should
place ourselves in a most favourable posi-
tion if we accede to the demands of the
Flouse of Commons. The lion. Minister of
Justice should understand the subject better
than the House of Commons or any commit-
tee of the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-One of these amend-
ments restores a provision I had in the Bill,
w-hich was struck out here.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The sooner we put
a stop to this lottery business the better.
The papers have been agitating this subject
for years, and we should bring It into force
as soon as possible. Therefore we should
Insist that the Act come into force the lst
Of October and not the lst of January.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
Will discuss the other amendments when
they are proposed. We are in this position,
that if the Senate thinks It is in the inter.
ests of the country thait a certain amendment
be made. all the Commons has to do is to
say n1o, and hold the rod in terrorem over

the Senate, and say to Us 'If you do not
accept this you will get nothing,' or like
Davy Crocket, when lie points his gun at a
coon, the coon says ' Don't shoot, l'Il
come down.' That is just exactly our posi-
tion. I agree with the Minister of Justice
when lie says that if we were to act upon
the principle of fear-because It 1 nothing
but that-that this Act will not become
law. then we are bound to accept the amend-
ments. I think the objection to the other
amendIment could be overcome by the addi-
tion of a few words. It is simply a question
whether the Commons Is to say to us that we
must accept the amendments or Imperil the
Bill. They have rejected other amendments,
and we must give way, and It is little use
for the Senate to occupy hours and hours
in disýussing this question-I do not say it
direspectfuliy to the House of Commons-
with more deliberation and more thought
upon the effect it will have upon the people
than it is given It in the other House. We
are liere as an independent body dealing
with questions affecting the vital interests
of the country without regard to the electo-
rate. I am speaking of the lower order of
politics, not politics in the higher sense, and
the fact of saying to us 'unless you accept
it, the Commons will reject it,-we'll, I would
let theni reject it and take the responsibility.

The House divided on the motion which
w-as carried on the following division :

Roldue,
Burpee,
Dever,
Ferguson,
Gillmor,
Mills,
Power,

Contents :

Hon. Messrs.
Scott,
Templeman,
Vidal,
Watson,
Yeo,
Young.-13.

Non-Contents
Hon. Messrs.

Baker, McKay,
Bcuchervil:e, de (C.M.G.' McKindsey,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie),Merner.
Clemow, Primrose,
Landry, Pro wae,
Lovitt, Sullivan.-13.
Macdonald (P.E.I.),

The SPEAKER-I think I would have the
right to vote now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Cer-
tainly.

The SPEAKER-The motion is carried.
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Hon. Sir 3IACKENZIE BOWELIr-The
whole three amendments are not carried?

The SPEAKER-I put the motion and
asked if It was the intention to carry the
motion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I did
nlot understand that.

The SPEAKER-I waited a few seconds
and declared It carried.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am making no ob-
jection to its being reconsidered.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The question is as
to whether the vote was upon the first
clause.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Speaker put the three together and I was
pointing out to the House that I did not
hear it put in that way.

The SPEAKER-Then it is moved now
that the Senate do not insist on their third
amendnent to the Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We sent down to the
House of Commons the following reasons :

That the Senate hath disagreed to the third
anendment for the following reasons:

(a) The proposed section 359a would offer great
inducenents to perjury on the part of vendors;

(b) It would give a creditor who claimed or
a.sserted that there had been a false pretense
on the part of the purchaser an opportunity to
practically coerce such purchaser into giving
such creditor an undue preference over his other
creditors;

(c) It would lnjuriously Interfere, with the
ordinary and long-established methods of con-
ducting business between vendors and pur-
chasers;

(d) No act should be declared a statutory crime
where there is a substantial doubt as to the
desirability cf such declaration.

Hon. gentlemen will admit that there Is
some force ln these reasons. What Is the
answer of the House of Commons to that
amendment ? They Insist on their third and
fifth amendments to the said Bill for the
following reasons:

Third amendment: Because it would be ln
the public interest to punish and prevent a form
of fraud which is becoming of frequent occur-
rence.

They do not meet the reasons we eent
do^wn at all. This is not like the other
amendment. It is not a question whether it
Is to come into operation on the lst Septem-
ber or the lst January, but it Is a question
whether the law is to contain this provi-
sion or not. We were satlisfled that it was

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

an objectionable provision when the amend-
ment was before us, and I am still so satis-
fied ; but I think we might be prepared to
go this far to meet the views of the Com-
mons : we might be prepared to agree to
tihe amendment if It were provIded that those
false representations should be in writing.
If the vendor .gets credit by false representa-
tions which have been reduced to writing,
there may be something said ln favour of
making that a statutory offence ; but to say
that a representation made ln the course of
conversation, where misunderstandings are
so likely to occur and w-here an unscrupulous
man may swear that a representation was
made where it was not, is an indictable
offence I think would be wrong ; but with
that modification, if we amend the Commons
amendment providing that if the represen-
tation is ln writing it shall be an offence, I
should be prepared to vote for it, otherwise
I shall vote against it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think it is a pity we
should not discuss this. I have not the
amendment which came from the Con-
mous.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
on:y object in that would be to prevent dis-
pute as to what was really said.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This amendment was
suggested to me by some parties in Toronto.
I did not embrace it in the Bill, because I
did not think it was desirable. The rea-
sons which my hon. friend behind me has
stated, were those that occurred to me, that
a man who had trusted on representations
made would perhaps stretch those repre-
sentations unconsciously, so as to bring the
party within the purview of the criminal
law. I think if the amendment suggested by
my hon. friend were adopted, that where
the representation is in writing prosecution
might take place, it would remove the ob-
jection.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-And It
would not jeopardize the Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not say about that.
Perhaps the Conmmons might accept It.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Is it not
an offence already to obtain money under
false pretenses ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, It is against the
law.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
principal argument was about people get-
ting board at hotels and other places and
running away and not .paying for it. Put-
ting it in writing would place the matter
beyond doubt. If it is mere verbal con-
versation between the parties, then there
Might be a dispute as to what was said.
That is the object the hon. gentleman from
Halifax has in view, but a man might even
then put in writing a statement 'I will pay
you at a certain time,' and circumstances
mlight transpire that he could not. Is that
a fraud ?

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Supposing
It was one of those agents who sell machines
i the country, the men in the country can-
Lot read or write, and are you going to give
that man a writing to sell ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE .BOWELL-We
are making crimes of business transactions.
I shal read the amendment of the House
of Commons.

By inserting immediately after section 359 the
fOllowing section:

'359a. Fivery one Is guilty of an indictable
iffence and liable to one year's imprisonment
Who, in incurring any debt or liability, hasObtained credit by means of false pretenses orby means of any other fraud.'

I should strike out the words: 'or by
maeans of any other fraud' and insert lu
lieu thereof the words : 'have been reduced
to writing.'

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-This is bad legis-
lation and I do not think it will work satis-
factorily, but at the same time I have the
feeling that the members of the House of
Commons have a very faint appreciation of
the labour that has been bestowed upon
this Bill in the Senate last year, and sagain
this year. It received a very great amount
of consideration, and I do not think it 1s
Worth while to imperil the Bill for the sake
of two or three points that are, after all,
only comparatively unimportant upon
Which there Is a difference. The members

Of the House of Commons, having a limited
appreciation of the labour that has been
bestowed upon this Bill may make a stub-
bOrn stand and the country will lose for an-
other year, and perhaps longer, the benefit
ùf the very many wholesome provisions that
are contained in this Bill.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-l do not
-consider that this amendment is of such

great importance that we ought to jeopardize
the passage of the whole Bill on account
of it, and therefore I shall give my support
to the amendment ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-If the minister says
there Is no use in amending we can refuse
to concur. The Minister of Justice said he
was prepared to accept an amendment, and
now I understand the Secretary of State to
*say he will not.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I do not think there
is anything left but for us to let the Bill
pass throu.gh and let the government take
the responsibility. There was only one
aniendment which I thought, if this House
did not occur in, that In all probability the
Commons would throw out the Bill rather
than consent to it, and that is with regard
to the labour unions, and I base my opinion
of that upon the fact that the Minister of
Justice, the member of the government who
has charge of the Billl, is in favour of
that, and of course whatever influence the
goverument might have in the other House,
would be in support of the amendment made
by the House of Commons. Therefore, if we
persist in striking that out, in all probability
the Bill will be lost in the House Of Com-
moeus, but what I should like to have seen
is this : If we could have the candid opin-
ion of the members of the government here,
as to those other two points-the one as to
the extension of time to the lst of January,
and this one which the hon. gentleman from
Halifax is now engaged In amending-whe-
ther these would not be considered equaily
important, politically or otherwise, and
therefore, if we made those amendments, it
would not In all probability imperil the Bill.
It is on the strength of what the Mindster of
Justice said, that any amendment -would
Imperil the Bill, that I refrained from voting
against his motion. Perhaps the two amend-
ments which the Minister of Justice himself
is not opposed to would be assented to in
the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-As far as the first
amendment is concerned, I think It was very
desirable, in order to get the support of
the majority of the House of Commons to
the Bill, to extend the time to the first of
January. With regard to the clause relating
to labour unions, that was lu the Bill, I
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thought it was desirable and necessary, in io losing the Bill, we allow the gamblers to
order to maintain the law as it Is. With go on, and that Is at the instance of lobbying
regard to this clause that my bon. friend
bas been endeavouring to amend, I was
opposed to it. I still think that it will give
rise to a very great deal of litigation, under
which persons may be unjustly punished.
That is my opinion. If I did not fear, look-
,ing at the action of the House of Com-
mons upon the subject of the Bill during
the two previolis sessions, the loss of the
Bill this year, I should certainly favour
disagreeing with this third amendment. But
I would very much rather accept ail three
amendments than imperil the Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
principal reason the bon. gentleman bas
given now is that be thought it was better
to accept the flrst amendaient. That is a
declaration in favour of allowing these
gambling operations to go on six months
longer.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not say that. My
hon. friend entirely misaprebended my
statement. I did not say that, I approved
of the first amendment, but that I felt quite
convinced, from my conversation with men-
bers, that the Bill would be imperililed if
that postponement were not agreed to.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-And
the hon. gentleman accepts the influence
whlch was brought against the Bill by lob-
byists to continue a system of lotteries
whicb he declared the other day to be
gambling, rather than, lose the Bill. When
I asked for an explanation the other day as
te the meaning of these different amend-
ments, the bon. genteman replied as
follows :

Yes, they object to the three amendments, the
one relating to frauds committed by parties
obtaining goods under false pretenses, the sec-
ond relating to trades unions, or the protection
of labourers, and the third as to the date when
the Act shall come into operation. They give
six months more to the gamblers to carry on
their operations.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I arm
not going to waste time in discussing the
point. We have the bon. Minister of Just-
ice telling the House that the postponing of
bringing this Act into operation is to give
the gamblers, the parties we have been
trying to suppress, six months more In which
to carry on tbeir operations, and for fear

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

by agents of the gamblers which bas been
going on during the last three months,-and
they have had sufficient influence over the
Commons to get this six montbs additional
time. I do not look upon the second clause as
so important, but if he persists in it, I shall
vote for it on the ground that the reasons
given for it 'would be In the Interests of
trade and preventing perjury, If the law
goès on the statute-book. The bon. Minister
of Justice said, as to the third amendment,
lie thought they would accept that. Now,
le retraces his steps for fear of losing the
Bil. There are half a dozen very important
Bills coming up this session yet-one of
some two hundred clauses, the election Bill-
and I suppose we will have the same state-
ment made to us. If we are not allowed to
consider that Bill, all we have to do Is to ac-
cept it and say nothing more about It.
There is no use asking the committee to go
thirough 3 or 400 clauses. I object in toto
to the principle that bas been laid down.
If we think it is right to lnsist on our amen-
ments, let us take the responsibility.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No doubt both parties
think they are right, and where there is a
disagreement somebody must give way. My
hon. friend lays down a rule on which no
government can act. What I say is that in
this matter I amn anxious to acquiesce ln
the House of Commons amendments as far
as possible, in order to preserve my Bill.
I (o not want to see it left over for another
year. With regard to the first amendment
l which we have acquiesced, by the cast-
ing vote of Mr. Speaker, hon. gentlemen
will see that the Bill will comle into opera-
tion on the first of January. If it does be-
comle law, the gamblers will be suppressed,
and it is just a question of tUie, and I would
rather they would be suppressed on the flrst
of January than to give them an additional
twelve months.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman knows very well that the
constitution provides how difficulties of tbat
kind are to be surmounted. If there are
diticulties the constitution provides for a
conference between the two Houses. Tliat
was done at the time of the Franchise Bill,
when members of the government consulted
this House, and each side made mutual con-
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cessions and the Bill went through, If we
had not had that conference, the Bill would
have been lost.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This particular amend-
ient stands on au entirely different plan
froin any other. This amendment was not
Il the original Bill drawn up by the Min-
1ster of Justice. I do not know myself who
Suggested it ; I thlnk it is the introduction
Of a very dangerous principle, and one that
'Will be regretted if placed on the statute-
book. It gives extraordinary powers to one
Wan over another. A man may be justified,
Under the proposed statute, to issue a war-
rant against îr person who may have inad-
Vertently promised to pay, and on that he
May be imprisoned. With regard to this
Particular clause, I should prefer to have
a conference between the members of the
two Houses. I do not know at whose in-
stance it was introduced. It was not in the
governmnent Bill as was proposed. All I
can say is, it is an exceedingly dangerous
innovation on the criminal law.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Why not have a con-
ference on the whole of the amendment ?
That would be very much better. Surely it
nlight be well this year not to be in haste.
i feel very strongly indeed on that first
clause, and I only abstained from voting
sinmply on the assurance of the hon. Min-
1ater of Justice that it would end, not in a
'bere deferring of this matter until the 1st
Of January, but in the loss of the Bill alto-
gether. Now, if there is any possible chance,
Upon a conference, of that clause also being
reconsidered, surely it is well worth while
to suggest a reference on both points ?

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
Own impression is that ln the case of the
Other amendment to which the hon. gentle-
lUan hlas referred, the difficulty might be got
Over. What I was going to suggest was,
instead of exempting trades unions from
the operations of the clause against com-
bines, there should be a special proviso ex-
e'mPting trades unions, so far as It affects
their rights and privileges in the Act which
incorporates them. What has been con-
tended is, that the clause would nullify the
privileges which the trades unions, and
Workmen now enjoy under the law upon the
statute-books. The hon. gentleman from
Ilalifax, as well as myself, when we dis-

cussed this, disavowed any intention of in-
torfering with any existing right, and what
I intended to propose was to add to that
clause a proviso that nothing ln the clause
should be construed to interfere with any
rights or privileges enjoyed by working
men and labourers under such and such
statutes, whith could be pointed out. That
would meet the objections which some.of
us took when we struck out that exemption.
Whether right or wrong, our argument was
that if you make the committing of an act
a crime by one person, it certainly could not
be a virtue in another, and if it interferes at
all with the right of workingmen, as defined
by the Act, now upon the statute-book, called
the Trades Union Act, and another Act, let
us reserve all the rights and privileges they
enjoy under those Acts, but do not leave the
law in such a position as to convey the im-
pression to any class of people if they com-
mit a certain act it is a crime, though in
another it is a virtue.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not agree with
the view expressed by the hon. leader of
the opposition, and I expressed my dissent
from that view when the subject was under
discussion before. My hon. friend will see
that there is no just ground for putting la-
bourers within a trades union on a better
footing than he would put a volunteer asso-
ciation. You would simply compel labourers

to join the unions of the country under the
protective clause of that Act ; but under
the clause as it stands, every voluntary or-

ganization of labourers would be equally
protected, and that is a matter of very great
consequence, and you do not drive men into
unions who are anxious to remain out-
side of them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It would seem,
from the way this discussion has been car-
ried on, it is possible that mutual ground
may be found on all three amendments.
It is possible a conference might settle the
difflculty. A compromise date may be
agreed on. The hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax has suggested an amendment relating to
the paragraph dealing with obtainlng credit
on false statements, and my hon. friend
the leader of the opposition, las suggested
what might be a solution of the other.
Would it not be better to have a conference
between the two Houses In place of this
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House giving away its strong convictions
for fear of risking the Bill ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-The better way would
be to let the hon. minister who is in charge
of the Bill postpone the consideration of it
until to-morrow. Meanwhile he can consuit
with his colleagues, and we (nay come to
some understanding. We cannot be any
worse off then than we are now, and we
may be a good deal better.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am quite agreeable
to postpone the further consideration of
these amendments until to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
lion. Minister of Justice has carried one
motion by the casting vote of the Speaker.
Is that to remain as carried and are the
other portions only to be considered ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-i am perfectly satisfied
.s to the first and fifth amendments it
wrould be utterly useless to alter the exist-
ing condition of things. The only one I
have any hope of is the third. However,
the third and fifth will stand until to-mor-
row.

lon. Mr. ALLAN-I, for one, feel very
much more strongly on that first amend-
ment than on either of the others, and I do
not see. if it is possible in any way to influ-
ence the judgment of the House of Com-
mons. why those of us who feel strongly on
that point should not have an opportunity
to press it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The reason I speak
with such confidence on that first amend-
ment. is that I have had a good deal of dis-
cussion with a view to fixing an earlier date
for the law to go into operation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
reason I asked is because it was carried, and
there -might be a misapprehension.

The further consideration of the amend-
ments was postponed until to-morrow.

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This Bill was all car-
ried except clause number 3, which stood
over, I move the adoption of that clause.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I took exception to
this section and wanted to amend it. I am
not satisfied yet that it would not be better
to amend it in the direction I have recom-
mended, but I have ascertained that the
representatives of the harbour board and
pilots were both satisfied with the wording
of the Bill as It Is, and under these circum-
stances it would not be altogether proper
to insist on the amendment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--I ac-
cidentally saw a strong petition protesting
against it from the merchants and ship-
owners of Montreal. I believe it was pres-
ented to-day. I do not know what the con-
tents of it are.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I suppose the third
reading will stand till to-morrow and if that
petition is here we can deal with it.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. 31r. BOLDUC, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

MURRAY HARBOUR RAILWAY BILL.

POSTPONED.
The Orders of the Day being called,
Committee of the Whole House on (Bill 182)

' An Act respecting the construction of a branch
railway from Charlottetown to Murray Harbour.'
-(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

lon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before this mat-
ter is entered upon i would like to inquire
of the government about the information for
which I moved with regard to this subject
-the correspondence, specifications, plans
and other papers bearing upon this
bridge. It Is important that we, who are
interested in it, should know these parti-
culars.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have had an officer of

the department till a few minutes ago, and

PILOTAGE ACT AMENDMENT BILL. lie left.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The motion for

The House resolved itself into a Com- tese papers was passed on the 4th of

mittee of the Whole on Bill (11) 'An Act to June, page 507 of the Minutes.

amend the Pilotage Act.' Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That relates to a bridge.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes, and

What this Bill is for. This Bill Is to
a contract made with the provincial
ment relating to this bridge.

that Is
legalize
govern-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, It is a branch rail-
Way from Charlottetown to Murray Har-
bour.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If my hon. friend
Will read the Bill he will find it is to legalize
a contract entered into between the local
and the federal governments with regard
to the construction of the bridge, which is
built by the governments jointly, and I am
interested in having this correspondence
and other information relating to the bridge
before we discuss it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is no corres-
Pondence.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-We want to know
the cost, because there is a portion of it
borne by the provincial government.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There are no letters or
Papers. It was a verbal agreement between
the parties. There was a Bill carried
through last year for the purpose of con-
Structing this bridge, and the amount al-
Iotted to the local government under that

i1ll of last year was $12,000, and under
this it Is $9,700. There has been that mo-
dification in favour of the province, in the
arrangement that was made. The Bill as
introduced last year Is chapter 4 of the
statutes of 1899, and relates to this same
subject, and this Bill Is to give effect to an
agreeement for a modification of the ar-
rangements made and Intended to be car-
lied into effect by that statute. If my hon.
friend will look at the statutes of last year,
chapter 4, he will find this subject dealt
with.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I understand all
that perfectly. The Bill of last year was
to authorize the government of Canada to
enter into contraets for the construction of
this bridge on the condition that the pro-
Vincial government should pay a sum not
less than $12,O0 in perpetuity, and tbey
Were allowed, on that ground, to enter Into
a contract with the provincial government
regarding it, as well as to enter Into a con-
tract for the construction of the bridge.
Now, we have a contract made between the
Provinclal government and the federal gov-

ernment by which the rlghts of both parties
are more or less defined, with regard to the
use of the bridge and the maintenance of
the bridge and also the sum which the pro-
vincial government is to contribute, $9,780,
and it is contemplated that the cost of the
bridge will be less than the sum fixed upon
previously. I am aware that there are
plans and specifications of this bridge, and
it is a subjeet of great importance to the
province to know what facilities are to
be furnished for horses and carriages
and foot traffiEc and the width of the
bridge, and in order to have all that be-
fore us and to enable myself and other gen-
tlemen in this House to discuss it intelligent-
ly, we wanted to obtain this information.
I think this information was furnished to
the FHouse of Commons. The plan was
there at any rate, and, I think, the specifica-
tions also, and I do not see why we should
be treated differently.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There Is no disposition
to treat the senators differently. An officer
was here a good while with the plans and
specifleations, but has gone away.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-We had
postpone it until to-morrow.

better

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It will be sufficient if
the plans are left here during the discussion
and they can be returned to 'the depart-
ment.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That will be suffi-
cient.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-A casual glance
at the plans during the commlittee stage
would hardly be sufficient, but those of us
who are interested could probably have an
earlIer opportunity of consideration.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then I move that the
Order of the Day be discharged and placed
on the Orders of the Day for to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

COPYRIGHT ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself Into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (167) 'An Act
to amend the Copyright Act.'
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(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This Bill is supported
by the publishers and authors, not only in
Canada, but also Great Britain, which is
rather an unsual thing, because heretofore
there has been a great deal of friction in
the working out of the copyright law, as
hon. gentlemen who have given the matter
any attention know. Our powers and rights
under the British North America Act have
been somewhat questioned. However, that
point does not arise in this case. The ne-
cessity for this legislation is due to the
fact, that when an author, say in Great
Britain, sells to a Canadian publisher the
rIght to publish his book ln Canada, he
also sells the right, probably, to Australia
and other colonies, to some one in the Em-
pire. It so happens that the trade buy
books that were intended for circulation in
Great Britain or in the colonies, and more
particularly those editions that are known
as colonial editions, and the publisher in
Canada who bas secured the right to publish
there at the instance of the author, finds
that the colonial editions that were origin-
ally published for circulation in Australia,
having been bought by the book-trade ln
Great Britain, are sold to Canadian buyers
and in that way the Canadian publisher is
defrauded.

Hon. Sir. MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
colonial edition published in England is
Imported by other Canadian publishers.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, and the Canadian
publisher who secured the right to publish
is defrauded of the rights he supposed he
had acquired. It Is very well known that
the publishing trade in Canada now are
publishing good editions of the English
authors, both cheap editions, and editions of
a higher class, and there is no reason why
the arrangements made between the author
and the Canadian publisher should be dis-
turbed by outsiders. This is the resuit of
a conference between the British authorS,
the gentlemen sent over on their behalf,
aind the Canadian publishers, and I am not
aware that there is any opposition to it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is
that the only provision in the Bil ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I understand that is
the only one. When the license Is taken out

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

here, no other colonial edition or edition
published in England will be permitted
here. The Canadian edition will have the
exclusive right of the Canadian market.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It bas
been very difficult in the past to secure the
co-operation of English authors to any
amendment to the Act. I read the Bill very
hastily this morning. If I understand the
position it is this : formerly a colonial
edition was printed in England of a cheaper
character and sold in the colonies, the
publisher in Canada who had purchased the
right of the patent, if I maay so term it, In
Canada, was handicapped by the colonial
edition being sent into the country to com-
pete with the work that he would publish
here. That was the former Act, and this
Act, as I understand it, is to abolish that
anomaly.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It prohibits it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Or in
other words, the English author, when he
publishes lis work, would in the future
publish no colonial edition for the Dominion
of Canada, If he had sold the right to pub-
lish his work in the Dominion. That is as
I understand it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-So
that the purchaser of the copyright in Can-
ada would have the sole right of the Cana-
dian market.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-Practically.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
Is an important point gained, and I am very
glad that both parties have acceded to this
request, because there was constant conflet,
and it bas been one of the troublesome and
vexations questions that have agitated the
country for a great many years. Every
government that has been in existence since
Confederation have lad this difficulty to
contend with, and any one who las read
that very able paper, by the late Sir John
Thompson, upon this question, wil under-
stand ait once the constitutional point that
was raised the other day by the hon. Min-
ister of Justice in reference to certain rights
of self government In the colonies. I an
glad to know that even this concession bas
been made, and I hope It will go etil- further
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by-and-by, and Canada will be allowed to
reap all the advantages of copyrights obtain-
ed by Canadian authors, so that they cannot
be interfered with in any other part of tbe
Empire. That Is what we bave been trying
to accomplish for a long time. This is one
Step in the right direction, and the others
inay follow by-and-by.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The bon. gentleman has
expressed the correct view, but there Is a
wider view. The Canadian author is also
bandicapped. The Canadian author whose
book is published In England bas no power
to prevent the Engl:ish publisher sending
his book into Canada, which is a very much
greater hardship, nor bas the English author
the control, because when he sells for the
Empire excluding Canada, that gives the
Publisher here the riglit to send the book
all over the British Empire except Can-
ada, but when the book passes into the
bands of other book publishers, they sell to
the Canadian buyer, and in that way, not
only the English author but the Canadian
aRuthor is cut out.

lion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Thls
is to prevent that ?

lon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

lion. Mr. WATSON, from the committee,
reported the Bill wlthout amendment.

The Bil was tben read the third time and
Dassed.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
FIRST READING.

A message was recelved from the House
'f Commons with Bill (132) 'An Act to
alend the Railway Act.'

The Bill was read the first time.

lon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Bill
be read the second time to-morrow.

lion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
the hon. minister propose to consider that
1ili lu committee of this House, or to refer
It to the Railway Oommittee ? It is usual
to consider government Bills by Committees
of the Whole House. There are exceptional
eases in which they are referred to the
Railway Committee, wihere large bodies or
corporations are Interested, because there
We can hear the objections to a Bill or the

approval of a Bill by those who are most
affected by it, and I would ask the hon.
minister to consider that question before
to-morrow. It was considered by the Rail-
way Committee of the House of Commons.

Hlion. Mr. MILLS-There are not many
amendments ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
they are very important. There are clauses
in the Bill as lntroduced which give the
power to the Minister of lailways and the
government of the day to compel railway
companies to place stations wherever they
may think best in the interests of the
country. Then there are certain sequestra-
tion powers-powers to take certain rail-
ways from the parties wbo are supposed to
own them.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (187) ' An Act to aid in the Prevention
and Settlement of Trade disputes and to
provide for the publication of statistical
industrial information.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Bill (190) ' An Act respecting the preserva-
tion of game in the Yukon Territory.'-
(Hon. Mr. Milis.)

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

FIRST READING.

A message wias received from the House
of Commons with Bill (133) 'an Act to con-
solidate and amend the law relating to the
election of members of the House of Com-
mons.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the Bill be
read the second time on Wednesday next.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not object to the motion for the second
reading on Wednesday next, but I do not
think that hon. gentlemen can 4be expected
to study 133 pages and understand them
thoroughly by that time. I asked a mem-
ber of the government the other day how
long they had been considering this Bill.
He said about three months. I Intimated
that If we took another two months he
would not object. I euppose we eau consider
a Bill fairly in two months which would
take the Commons three months. His an-
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swer was that he had no objection to our
taki'ng our time from the fact that if the
Senate kept the Commons here, we would
be here also, so that misery liking company,
he would have no objection. We have been
in session five months and a half, and we
have four of the most important Bills that
could possibly be brought before any legis-
lature to consider. That question of arbitra-
tion is one that has been agitating all
countries for years past. This Copyright
Bill was a move in the right direction, but
,a very Important one, and now we have
the Election Bill and the Yukon Game Law
which does not amount to much. The first
Bil, however, is an important one, and I
ai quite sure that unless we adopt the
doitrine laid down here to-day, that if we
dare to amend this it will jeopardize the
passing of the Bill, we will have to be here
a week or a fortnight yet if we consider thie
Bills Intelligently.

lion. Mr. MILLS-This Bill is a consolida-
tion of the law, and there are but very few
amendments ?

lion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I beg
the hon. gentleman's pardon.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There are some amend-
ments. The larger number of them are im-
proving the phraseology of the Acts without
altering the intent of the law. The sections
that were new in the original Bill were
printed with an asterisk before each section,
and T see they are left out of this Bill. Hon.
gentlemen will be able to see from that
what there is that is new, so that there
will be very little difficulty in considering
the new portions, and the new parts do not
constitute a very large portion of the Bill ;
of4 the contrary, it is but a very meager
portion of the Bill. The particular object
aimed at In taking the varlous statutes
upon this subject and consolidating them
into one was to make it more convenient
when the period of election came, and my
hon. friend will see that 'there are very few
substantive changes in the law.

Hon. Sir MACKENZLE BOWELL-There
was another object which parliament had
In view in making the consolidation, and
that was to make such provisions as might
be deemed in the interests of purity of
elections ; to prevent, If possible, the fraude

Hon. Sir MACKENOIE BOWEIL.

which have taken place in the past. There
are a number of amendments of that kind.
There are amendments which unless they
had been made, I should feel Inclined to press
upon the House in the same direction. I
could give instances, but I w'ill not do it
now, because it will be proper to do It in
committee. Then there Is another Important
point the hon. gentleman is omitting. He
remembers the d1ifficulty we had with the
voters' lists in Prince Edward Island,
duiring the discussions on the Franchise
Bill. A conference was held between the
Solicitor General and one or two others and
we agreed upon certain points providing
they would not Insist on rejecting one or
two amendiments that were considered to be
absolutely in the interests of an honest
election in Prince Edward Island. They
agreed to that. That las been dropped out
of this Bill. That may create some little
discussion, and probably the same amend-
ment might be made again. However, that
Is for the hon. gentlemen representing
Prince Edward Island to deal with ; and
there are one or two points I shall, when in
committee, call attention to so far as they
affect my province.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, July 10, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'eloek.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PILOTAGE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the third reading
of Bill (11) 'An Act to amend the Pilotage
Act.' He said: This Bill was held over, as
it was announced tihat the Montreal shipping
interest had sent a petition to the House
asking that the Bill be rejected. The re-
jection of the Bill would not in any way
serve the views of the large shipowners
who have petitioned against the Bill, Inas-
much as the present system of pilotage
would remain as It Is in force not only In
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Montreal, but in Quebec, and ail the other
ports of the Dominion. Of course, It is a
large subject, to throw open the pilotage of
the Dominion, and to alter the policy which
has prevailed as long as I can remember,
and it was not contemplated In the present
Bill to in any way disturb the relations
which exist between the pilote and those
who employ them The Bill was simply for
the purpose of making it easier to bear the
complaints that mlght be made, either by
the pilotage or shipowners, establ4shing a
different court for the hearing of the com-
plaint. At the present Montreal Harbour
Commissioners, as the commIssioners at all
other ports, have the power of hearing com-
plaints arising from time to time between
pilots and those wtho employ them. The
desire of those interested was the estab-
lishment of an admiralty court. As they
have had an admiralty court In the city of
Quebec, it did not seem to be Justifiable to
establish another court at Montreal, and the
next best alternative was to appoint a mem-
ber of the legal profession who would not
take the rank or position, or be entitled to
the emoluments, that a judge lu admiralty
would be, to hear those complaints, and the
Bill had simply that object in view, which
I think ls fully covered by the provisions
that it contains.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I regret
'lot being here and not having heard the
hon. Secretary of State's remarks. I am
fot aware whether he referred to a petition
whidh has been sent protesting against the
passage of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Or
whetiher It has been read. With the per-
mission of the House I beg to present the
petition. As It comes from the whole ship-
Ping interests In Montreal, I think it de-
serves some consideration.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It has not been read.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think it is in the
bands of every hon. gentleman. A printed
Copy was sent to each hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It has not been read in
the House yet.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
aware of that, and I was asking per-
,Mission of the House to present it, in order
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that we may be informed as to their views,
and having presented it, I move:

That the petition of Frederick Leyland and
others concerned in the shipping interests of
the city of Montreal be now received and read
at length.

The petition was then read as follows:
Petition from the Shipping Interests of Montreal.
To the Honourable the Senate of the Dominion

of Canada, in Parliament Assembled:
Humbly Sheweth,-That the attention of your

petitioners has been directed to Bill now before
your Honourable House, entitled ' An Act to
amend the Pilotage Act';

That this Bill in nowise remedies any of the
evils presently resting on the pilotage, but, on
the contrary, provides further taxation on an
already over-burdened interest; moreover, it la
of partial application, bqing limited to the ser-
vice between Montreal and Quebec, leaving the
service between Quebec and the sea untouched;

That the amendments which your petitioners
have long desired, and urgently prayed for, are:

(a) That the pilotage services from Montreal
to the sea be thrown open to all qualified can-
didates possessing the necessary qualifications,
preference being given to those having several
years' experience of ocean navigation as master
or mate;

(b) That compulsory payment of pilotage fees
be abolished on trans-Atlantic tonnage, thereby
placing auch tonnage on an equality in this re-
spect with vessels trading with the lower prov-
inces and with Newfoundland ;

(c) That complaints by or against pilots on the
two St. Lawrence services be taken before the
Vice-Admiralty Court (the judge sitting with
nautical assessors in the usual way), whose de-
cisions are to be unappealable and final;

Wherefore, your petitioners do earnestly pray
your Honourable House to withhold your assent
from said Bill entitled ' An Act to amend the
Pilotage Act.'

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will
ever pray.

Fred. Leyland & Co. (Ltd.)
Furnesi, Withy & Co. (Ltd.)
McLean, Kennedy & Co.
The Robert Reford Co. (Ltd.)
Elder, Dempster & Co.
David Torrance & Co.
H. & A. Allan.
Dominion Coal Co. (Ltd.),

Kingman & Co., Agents.
William Johnston & Co. (Ltd.)

The Montreal Marine Underwriters' Association
strongly endorse this petition.

E. L. BOND,
President.

Hon. Mr. MAODONALD (P.E.I).-I am

not in favour of the passage of the Bill in

Its present shape, when we take into con-
sideration the appeal which has been read
from the shipping Interest of Montreal. The

shipping interest Is, perhaps, the most im-
portant connected wirth the St. Lawrence
River. The statements that they make In
the petition which has just been received
and read, so far as respects this Bill, are
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such as must commend themselves to the
attention of the Senate. It appeared to me,
before this petition was presented, when
the Bill was under consideration, that in
some respects it was objectionable, although
I did not make any decided objection to it ;
but it appeared to me that it was putting in
the hands of the pilots Of Montreal the sole
control of the intereste of the shipping that
came into any trouble between the harbour
of Montreal and the harbour of Quebec, and
that in the case of a pilot running a ship
ashore, or being the cause of a collision, be-
tween his ship and another ship,-it was
puttin-g the control of the decision very
much in the hands of the pilots themselves.
Therefore, I did not think it was a desirable
Bill on that account. In the petition which
has been presented, there are other state-
ments made, which I think militate very
much against this Bill. The petitioners
state that the shipping interests are already
overburdened by taxation. That is a matter
which, I think, deserve the attention of
the Senate. It has been the endeavour for
some time past to lessen the taxation on
shipping as much as possible entering the
harbour of Montreal, and it is desirable that
this matter should now be well considered,
not to put any further burden on the ship-
ping interest there. In the matter of pilot-
age I do not see why a person who is quali-
fied as a pilot by experience up and down
the St. Lawrence River, if he is a master
or mate of a ship, Is not ln all respects as
well qualified to act as a pilot as those
who receive certificates from the pilotage
commission In Montreal. The petitioners also
object to the compulsory payment of pilot-
age ifees on transatlantic vessels. We know
that vessels from the lower provinces and
Newfoundland coming into the St. Law-
rence are exempt from such pilotage and
where vessels such as come to Montreal
once a month during the summer season,
as many of these steamers do, that are on
the route, where they have to pay this tax
every time they enter and leave the harbour,
it Is a very serlous charge indeed on them,
and they may have persons on board as
masters or mates of the vessels who are
just as competent to take charge of the
vessel as the regular pilots. Then the'peti-
tioners pray that complaints against pilots
be taken before the Vice-Admiralty Court.
it appears there is a court in the city of

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)

Quebec by which these complaints might
be tried, and I do not see why it is neces-
sary that an additional court should be
constituted in the harbour of Montreal. In
the other provinces there is only one admir-
alty court in each province and cases may
be brought before that court elther at Hali-
fax, Charlottetown or St. John, and the
parties would have to travel a greater dis-
tance than ibetween Montreal and Quebec.
For these reasons, I aam not disposed to
favour the third reading of the Bill. We
also see that the Montreal Board of Trade
have objections to the Bill very similar to
those I have referred to. The Montreal
Corn Exchange also does not approve of
the Bill in its present shape, and therefore,
I shall oppose the third reading of the meas-
ure.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I do not propose
to transgress the rule which restricts the
discussion of the principle of a Bill to the
second reading, but since the second read-
ing this petition has come to hand, and
when we consider the source from which
the statements contained in It emanate, I
think we shalil all agree that the parties,
whose signatures are attached, are those
who are the most deeply interested ln the
matter, and who are likely to be best in-
foired-very much more so than we can
be expected to be under the circumstances.
In the first place, the petition and the ac-
companying memoranda express the vlews
of the large shipping interest of Mon-
treal, the ýharbour commissioners of Mon-
treal. the Montreal Board of Trade and
the Corn Exchange, and the statement
is made ln the memorandum from the Mont-
real Board of Trade.

1. That the court provided by the Bill is ob-
jectionable and unnecessary; objectionable be-
cause the interests of shippers and the marine
underwriters might not be properly represented
thereon, unnecessary because the government
can at once establish a Vice-Admiralty Court in
Montreal where charges against pilots could be
properly dealt with, which court ls greatly to
be preferred to the pilotage court proposed In
the said Bill.

And ln the memo. of the Corn Exchange
there appears this contention :

2. Until the Vice-Admiralty Court ls established.
here the committee desires that the trial of pilota
shall continue to be vested ln the present pilot-
age authority, viz., the Montreal Harbour Com-
missioners.

With this addltional information, I can-
not do otherwise than vote against the third
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reading of the Bill, and I exipress the hope
that, under the new light that has come to
us ln the documents to which I have re-
ferred, this House will not agree to the
third reading. The parties who present
this petition are by far the best informedl
as to the needs of the case.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Any hon. gentleman
who will read this petition and read the
Bill will see that the petition is scarcely
relevant to this Bill. What the petitioners
have in their mind in something altogether
different from what the Bill deals with. It
is perfectly clear that the petitioners de-
sire to abolish the present pilotage system.
The commissioners also suggest that the
matters that are to be tried by this com-
mission, with the assessors, should be tried
by the vice-admiralty court. The vice-
admiralty court has jurisdiction, and the
vice-admiralty court of Quebec, which is for
the whole province of Quebec, will deal with
all important matters. It was thought by
the Minister of Marine and Fisherles, after
conferring with various parties in the pro-
vince of Quebec, that it would not be ad-
visable to bring the judge ln admiralty from
Quebec to Montreal to deaJ with every lit-
tle matter which would necessarily come
before the vlce-admiralty court, and so this
commissioner Is practically a commissioner
having, for £ertain purposes mentioned in
the Bill, admiralty or vlce-admiralty juris-
diction. He deals wlth a certain class of
cases in the city of Montreal which are not
supposed to be of sufficlent importaifce, and
sometimes Involving very small amounts, to
bring the vice-admiralty judge from the city
of Quebec up to Montreal to try them. The
provisions of the Bill are upon exactly the
same lines as the jurlsdiction of the vice-
admiralty court. The mode of exercising the
jurisdiction Is the same. The aid which he
received in the exercise of that jurisdiction
Is the same, and it is here suggested An the
petition that the ' complaints by or against
pilots on the St. Lawrence service be taken
before the vice-admiralty court.' Practically
that As the case, because the judge who ex-
ercises the jurisdiction as commissioner will,
In effect, be the vice-admiralty judge. I
know that there are many gentlemen of the
profession in Montreal and elsewhere that
would like to see a vice-admiralty court
established there, but the experience in the
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vice-admiralty court all over the Dominion
is, that there As no more work in any one
province than can be discharged by the vice-
admiralty judge In that province, and that
the government would not be warranted in
establishing a second vice-admiralty court
ln the province of Quebec. What is done
ln this case As to confer, by this Bill, vice-
admiralty jurisdiction with the vice-ad-
miralty appliances, on a commissioner who,
An these petty cases, will have an oppor-
tunity of dealing with them upon exactly
the same Unes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Are we to under-
stand, from the provisions of this Bill, that
there As an appeal from the decisions ren-
dered by that tribunal to the vice-admiralty
court ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The amounts are too
small.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-We might meet the
difficulty by giving an appeal to the vice-
admiralty court. I think in Quebec, the
judgments rendered by the Quebec Harbour
Commissioners are subject to appeal-in fact
I know they are subject to appeal, and
there As a guarantee An that appeal which
the people of Montreal might accept in the
same way as t is done An Quebec. It As
a guarantee given to all intere;ts, the slip-
ping interests, the pilots' interests-to all
the interested parties An fact. I do not see
why we should have a different law in
Montreal from the law ln Quebec, where the
Interests are the same.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The law is the same.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In Quebec there As an
appeal.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There As no appeal from
the vice-admiralty court. This commission
is practically a vice-admiralty court with
inferior jurisdlction, and so there As no dif-
ference An what there As being done in Mont-
reai and Quebec. If questions are large and
important, the vice-admiraltY judge from the
clty of Quebec will come up to Montreal
to try them.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In Quebec there As an
appeal from the harbour commissioners to
the vAce-admiraltY court. The hon. minister
says that this commissioner An Montreal As,
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In tact, a vice-admiralty court, but wlth ln-
ferior juriadiction. Could there not be an
appeal from this Inferlor jurisdiction to a
higher jurisdiction, putting it on the same
footing as ln Quebec ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then we would have
to bring a vice-admiralty judge from Que-
bec to Montreal for the purpose of hearing
an appeal where the amount involved may
not be ten dollars, and we would be creating
the very evil that is intended to be got rid of
by the estalblishment of this commission, be-
cause, if an appeal were to be given, we
might as well let the vice-admiralty judge
come up and try the case ln the first in-
stance.

Hon. Mr. De BOUCHERVILLE-Ls there
an appeal in the case of the vdee-admlralty
court ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. CLDMOW-This shows the un-
fortunate position in which we are placed.
Here is an Important measure thrust upon
us the last days of the session. This peti-
tion only reached me to-day. How can they
expect that this eau receive proper atten-
tion from hon. members of this House. I
take strong ground ln this matter, because
it has been a chronie complaint that all the
Important measures are sent to us at the
close of the session and it is impossible for
us to give them the attention they deserve.
Has this communication ever been eubmitted
to the House of Commons, or to the Senate?
I do not know whether it bas or not. These
people who are interested ln the question,
should have been heard, and should have an
opportunity oit expressing their dissent from
the measure now proposed to be passed by
the Senate. But there l no opportunity
now. We are ln tIhe last days of the ses-
sion. Is that treating us fairly ? I do not
think it is. I think It ls a monstrous thing
that these men, who are so deeply interested
in this subject, should be treated with su-
preme contempt. Therefore, it would be
perfectly right, under the circumstances,
without going into the details, to say that,
inasmuch as we have not had time to con-
aider the statements made by these people,
we will not give our consent to the third
reading of the Bill. We have said, year
after year, that these measures should have
been brought down earlier in order to give

Hon. Mr LANDRY.

us ample opportunity to study them. But
it is impossible now; we cannot do it. This
petition is sent before us at the last hour.
It may be ràght or it may be wrong. I offer-
no opinion on that, but I think, in common
justice to these people, they should be
heard. If their position is not tenable, then
we would pass the Bill, but it is a most un-
justifiable act on the part of the govern-
ment to Ignore these people.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear!

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The hon. gentleman
admits I am right in principle.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. OLEMOW-Is It the fact that
people cannot come here and give their
reasons against a measure-that the govern-
ment can pass Bills right or wrong with-
out consulting the parties ? I do not sub-
mit to a proposition of that kind at any rate,
and I think we would be doing nothing but
right to say to these gentlemen, until you
have an opportunity to be heard we will not
pass the Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was introduced on
the ninth of February.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-That may be so, but
I knew nothing of it. I did not know of the
objections that were raised by these men,
who should have an opportunity of explain-
ing themselves. If they have ,stated what
la not true in this petition, then ignore it.
But if they can substantiate it, they should
be hearq. I want to hear every person who
has a right to be heard, and after he bas
been heard, we can determine whether we
shall grant his request or not. It is a mon-
strous thing that these important Bills
should be brought down at the end of the
session and we should be expected to vote
upon them without having an opportunity of
judging whether they are rlght or wrong.
Those are my objections to the Bill. I think
the Senate will be perfectly justified ln post-
poning the consideration of the Bill and giv-
ing these people an oppootunity of being
heard. I do not care how it le done, whether
by committee or otherwise, but give them
common fair-play. Every man should have
an opportunity of being heard ln a matter
In which he is interested.

Hon. Mr. De BOUCHERVILLE-I had
put a question to the hon. Minister of Just-
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ice and was waiting for an answer when the
hon. gentleman for Rideau rose to speak.
I asked the hon. gentleman If there was an
appeal from the judgment of the judge of
the Admiralty Court of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Certalnly.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My impression is that
there Is an appeal to the judge of the Ex-
cheauer Court.

Hon. Mr. De BOUCHERVILLE-Why ls
there net an appeal in this case ? This com-
missioner will be in the same position as the
judge in Quebec, and there will be no ap-
peal from this commissioner.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-These are ail very
minor matters.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-With the permis-
sian of the House, and in explanation, I
should like to say a few words in regard
to the remarks made 'by the hon. gentleman
from Rideau. I think that probably the ex-
planation of the present position is, that this
Bill, as has been remarked by the hon. Min-
ister of Justice, came before the lower
House some time in February, but was not
passed upon finally until a few days
ago, and I am informed by memibers of the
Lower House interested In the business of
Montreal that amendments were made to
the original Bill in the lower House. It is
not possible that the gentlemen whose in-
terests are represented here, and who have
presented this petition, should have been in
a position to present this petition until
they saw the character of the amendments
which were made to the original Bill in the
lower House. This may account for the
position of matters, and after ail the respon-
sibilty should be placed upon the right
shoulders. They could not take this action
until the lower House had flnally passed
upon the Bill and made their amendments.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudière)-
Coming from the city of Montreal, a point
which is very much interested In this part-
:icular Bill, and having read the petition
whlch has been presented I wish to say a
few words with regard to the claim made by
some hon. members of this House, that this
petition Is only now before us, I may say
that this Pilotage Act has been discussed
Over and over again In Montreal for years
and years past. It is not a new question at

ail, and the Senate Is not taken by surprise.
We ail know perfectly well that the gentle-
men who signed this petition have been
always In favour of abolishing pilotage dues
In the city of Montreal. The gentlemen who
are discussing this Bill perhaps did not
study this question as fully as they might.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear !

Hon Mr. OASGRAIN-In the first place,
there are two distinct corporations of pilots.
The pilots from Father Point to the city of
Quebec comprise one body, and their dis-
trict covers 180 miles. Then there are the
branch pilots from Quebec to the city of
Montreal. The system of pilotage Is alto-
gether different In those two districts, and
one might be an excellent pilot below Que-
bec, who would be no use whatever between
Quebec and Montreal. If I were net afraid
to take up the time of the House, I could
explain the difference between the systems.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-Go on.
We have lots of time.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-In the first place,
the pilotage from Father Point to Quebec
Is done somewhat as at sea. That
is to say, in certain times they have
to use the compass ; they have to go
by their bearings, and use the log and
look for harbours, whilst from Quebec to
Montreal it is quite a different system. The
pilots themselves have been lu apprenticeship
for years and years, and I wish the Senate
te know that it takes years of study to learn
the business. A man must be employed on
smaller craft on the river before he eau be
allowed te come in and act as a pilot, and
yet they say the pilots between Montreal
and Quebec are making too much money.
and these companies are not willing te pay
them se much money and they claim that
their captains and mates are able to perform
the work. I must confess that, before I
was better informed on thils subject, I was

of opinion that we could have one class of
men who could navigate the ocean gnd
pilot the ship from Father Point to Quebec
and from Quebec to Montreal. I thought
the thing was possible, but I made a special
study of it, and after I got Information
about it I came te the conclusion that it
was quite impossible, and I found au un-
willingness on the part of sea captains te
take the responsibility. You could net get
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them to do it. Between Montreal and Que-
bec in places there will be only a foot of
water under the kneel of the vessel, and
in many Instances the channel is not dredged
parallel to the current. If I had the chart I
could indicate where the current runs at an
angle with the artificial channel which bas
been made. Consequently, a ship must
come up along this channel, always heading
against this current, come up sideways, and
the currents are varying. In one part of
the St. Lawrence, there is a change of cur-
rents with the tide, and no sea captain would
undertake to pilot lis ship. This country has
spent very much money on the development
of the St. Lawrence route, million after mil-
lions as we all know, some sixty million dol-
lars having been expended on the St. Law-
ence. The very key to the St. Lawrence is in
the hands of the pilots from Father Point to
Quebec and from Quebec to Montreal, and
if au accident should arise there, the whole
system of the St. Lawrence would suf-
fer. You have heard the petition read
before this House, signed by the men who
employ the pilots. They say they represent
the shipping interest, but they are not sail-
ors or pilots. They represent the shipping
interest so far as they make money out of
the shipping coming into Montreal. The
shipping of Montreal has been kept back
immensely by these very same men who
have signed that petition. The port of
Montreal lias been trammelled by those
men, and if it had not been for them, the
port of Montreal would have been much bet-
ter developed than it is to-day. The port
of 'Montreal has been in the hands of a select
few, and those are the men who petition
against the passage of this Bill at the
eleventh hour. I claim that this Bill, such
as it is-it may not be a perfect Bill-will
remedy the evil to some extent. This Bill
takes away from the harbour commissioners
the trying of pilots. The harbour commis- i
sioners of Montreal, for whom I have great
respect are not pilots or navigators. The
whole tendency of the Bill is to have these
matters dealt with by men qualified to
aot by their knowledge and experience, in-
stead of having merchante or professional
men, who are not interested in navigation
and know little about navigation. They
do not pretend to know about navi-
gation, and yet they are called upon

Hon. Mr CASGRAIN.

to try a pilot for some mistake in naviga-
tion. Could any body possibly entertain
the rejection of a Bill which would tend
to put in the hands of competent persons
the trying of pilots ? I do not see how the
Senate can hesitate for a moment. Under
this Bill you have a lawyer who is supposed
to conduct the case according to legal prac-
tice, and he has the right to call in two
assessors. These assessors are named every
year by the pilots. The pilots will appoint
one, or two of them, as the case may be
to sit on this court and advised generally
as to what has taken place. If you, hon.
gentlemen, are not experienced navigators
or sailors, you would say how difficult it is
to place the responsibility for a collision.
When you are standing on the deck of a
ship and another ship comes against you,
you do not know which ship has struck the
other. You have instances of that peculiar
illusion every day. If you are on a train
and another passing, you do not know
which is moving, the one you are on or the
other. These trials should be in the
hands of competent people. I have re-
ceived letters from the province of Quebec
advocating the passage of this Bill, not
that they consider it perfect, but because
it is a step in the right direction. No
doubt, further on, when business will war-
rant it, the establishment of an admiralty
court in Montreal will be desirable, but un-
der the present circumstances it is not ad-
visable. The judge sitting in the admiralty
court in Quebec, tries not only under the
Pilotage Act, but also under other marine
Acts outside of the pilotage jurisdietion.
This is simply to apply to the pilots be-
tween Montreal and Quebec. As I said be-
fore, If this Bill is allowed to pass, it will'
fill a long-felt want, and I shall be happy
indeed to give .any further information on
the subject that hon. gentlemen may ask
for.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
seens to me that many of us misapprehend
the petition which has been read to-day to
the Senate. I could not well understand
why the Minister of Justice should have
said the petition was not relevant to the
subject before the House. He complaIned
that these gentlemen had not taken action
before. It is quite evident, from the docu-
ments which have been laid before the

982



[JULY 10, 1900]

House. that they took action as soon as the
amendments were made in the House of
Commons to the Pilotage Act as it was
introduced, and then, the moment they saw
what amendments were made, they framed
this petition, and sent in their protest
against the passage of the Bill. If you look
at the letter signed by David Seath, sec-
retary of the Harbour Commissioners, you
will find he says :

Harbour Commissioners of Montreal,
Secretary's Offlice,

Montreal, May 30, 1900.
Sir,-I an directed to send you (herewith in-

closed) a copy of Bill No. 11, An Act to amend
the Pilotage Act (Montreal pilots' court), re-
printed as amended in Committee of the Whole,
for suggestions by the Montreal Board of Trade,
and to say that If any are made they will be
considered by the commissioners at their meet-
ing on June 4 prox., and a report thereon for-
Warded to the hon. the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries.

Your obedient servant,
(Sgd.) DAVID SEATH,

Secretary.
George Hadrill, Esq.,

Secretary Montreal Board of Trade,
Montreal.

Then they ask, in addition to this, that the
Senate do not pass the Bill, for the reasons
which are given In the petition and for other
reasons which are set forth in a letter
Signed by George Iladrll, secretary of the
Board of Trade. The fact is, they object
to this Bill, and claim that if the system
Of pilotage is to be revised, or there is to be
any power or court to try delinquincies on
the part of pilots, or any differences that
may arise on the route between the ports
of Montreal and Quebec, that it shall be
through the authority of the admiralty court.
They appear to have an objection to the
systen that is being adopted by the Bill
now before parliament, and which we are
asked to pass to-day. They go on to say :

1. That the establishment of a Vice-Admiralty
Court appears to the committee to be the only
neans for providing a satisfactory tribunal for
the trial of pilots, and that the Dominion gov-
ernment should take the necessary ateps during
the present session of parliament for such estab-
lishment.

They claim that If pilots are to be tried
for any dereliction of duty, it should be by
a properly constituted admiralty court.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This Is practically es-
tablishing that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstand that Is the hon. gentleman's argu-
n-ent without the power and control of the

admiralty court. This Bill, as I understand
it, and as it was explained yesterday, is to
provide a means to deal with minor offences,
but not to deal with the greater offences
which may occur. The question is whether
the gentleman who has intimated to us that
the petitioners know nothing as to what is
required for the commercial interests of

Montreal really knows what they do want.
If we are to understand the arguments of
the hon. gentleman who has just spoken,
(Hon. Mr. Casgrain) you must take it for

granted that the Board of Trade, and the
Corn Exchange, which endorse this petition,
and the Harbour Commissioners, are so ig-
norant of the requirements of the city of

Montreal that they really do not know what
they want.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-They do not want
to pay the pilots.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I can
understand that very well. There lias been
a difficulty, and the remarks of the hon.
gentleman might lead us into a discussion
of the whole pilotage system of the River St.
Lawrence. The great difficulty In the past
has been-particularly for that section of the
St. Lawrence between Montreal and Quebec,
but I might extend it further than Quebec,
-the attempt in the past to place the whole
navigation of the river in the bands of, and
under the control and management and
dictation of the pilots. I have been fighting

that question ever since I have been in
parliament. The hon. gentleman is quite

right in saying this is a vexed question.
What the shipping of Montreal say is: ' We

have captains who have been navigating
our ships througih the St. Lawrence for a

quarter of a century, who are just as capable

of navigating a ship from Montreal to Que-

bec as any pilot whose duty it is to navigate

the St. Lawrence. They go further. Under

the Pilotage Act they are obliged to em-

ploy, if I understand it correctly, a pilot be-

longing to the Pilots' Association, and then

they are obliged to take them In rotation.

Hon. Mr. POWER-NO.

Hon. Mr. CLIE-MOW-Yes.

Hon. Mr. pOWER-It was shown In the

inquiry before a committee of this House

that certain steamship companies retained

certain pilots and paid them extra.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
have a right, as I understand It, to retain a
pilot for the season.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-For the whole season.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
know the question was discussed some
years ago, when the Senate rejected a Bill
from the Lower House, which was considered
by the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbours, on the ground of the re-
strictions which were placed on shipowners
and maritime people in connection with the
employment of pilots, and that was the con-
cession which was afterwards made. For-
merly they were obliged to take the pilots in
rotation, but tihat was changed because the
complaint was that, however Inefficient a
pilot might be, they bad no choice of selec-
tion; but ln a later law that was changed
and they were enabled to retain one pilot
for the season. I agree with the hon. gen-
tleman who has just, spoken with regard
to this question. I have come to this con-
clusion, after a good deal of study of the
question-I know this opinion is not in ac-
cordance with that of gentlemen who have
the Interests of the pilots at beart-the
great trouble with the navigation of the St.
Lawrence, and which has tended in a large
measure to ruin it, is not the action of the
shipowners, and the mercantile people of the
city of Montreal, but the control, influence
and power that have been placed ln the
hands of the pilots. I believe the whole
system, when you get at the bottom of it,
Is radically wrong, and that if we had less
pilotage charges and less dues, it would be
better for the clty of Montreal. I sbould
like to see, as a Canadian, that port made the
cheapest in the world, but we never can do
that while we have power placed in the
hands of men who obtain their whole living
out of the shipping in the St. Lawrence.
Let us make our harbour dues as low as
possible; let us make navigation under the
Pilotage Act just as cheap as It possibly can
be made. At the same time, pay the pllots
well for what they do, and when we \ac-
complish that, we will have done more to
encourage the trade of the St. Lawrence
than we will by these contlnued restrictions.
The only question for the Senate to 'cou-
sider is whether this Bill should pass its
third reading in the face of this petition from
every important interest in Montreal or

Hon. Mr. POWER.

whether they should comply with the re-
quest of these people by the establishment
of an admiralty court in the city of Mont-
real.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We do give them an
admiralty court.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
a limited one. I was a little surprised
to hear the remark made by the hon.
gentleman from de Lanaudière (Mr. Cas-
grain) in reference to the shipping in-
terests of this country. I was under
the impression that Montreal was the mer-
cantile metropolis of this Dominion, and not
to be spoken of in the derogatory manner in
which the hou. gentleman has referred to it.
I admit that Quebec was, fifty or sixty
years ago, as a shIpping port, much more
important than the city of Montreal, but the
expenditure of millions of dollars ln deepen-
ing the St. Lawrence has brought the west-
ern terminus of ocean navigation to the city
of Montreal. It Is really the western ter-
minus of the ocean trade now, and If we
cans possibly encourage the trade through
the St. Lawrence. I care not whether it be
by this Bill or otherwise, the better for the
country.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We should treat the
petition which has been submitted to the
House with ail possible consideration, but
1 think that some of the reflections made
by some hon. gentlemen with respect to this
petition are not called for. Let us give the
substance of the petition due consideration;
at the same time we should not say that the
rights of the people who sent this petition
here have been outraged. This Bill was in-
troduced almost at the opening of the ses-
sion, on February 9. Unless my informa-
tion Is altogether wrong, the Harbour Com-
missioners of Montreal, and all these other
interests have been engaged ln negotiating
with respect to the form which the Bill was
to take.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear!

Hon. Mr. POWER-And the Bill, as It
comes to us, Is the result, not of the first In-
tentions of the government, although before
the government introduced the Bil they had
had conferences with all these different

i parties-but this Is the Bill as it was finally
passed by the House of Gommons, after
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hearing the representatives of the Board of
Trade and these other bodies. The petition
before us is not a perfectly new thing, be-
cause I filid the letter of the secretary of
the Harbour Commissioners is dated May 30,
and he incloses a copy of this Bill with the
amendments made to it by the House of
Commons committee. That is six weeks
ago nearly. Tghat my hon. friend fron
Rideau will see disposes of his charge.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-That does not appoI
to our case.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
was talking a littie while ago of the unfair-
Iless of dealing with the Harbour Com-
missioners of Montreal without giving them
notice. The truth is that these Interests were
Informed all along of what was being done,
so this House should not give any considera-
tion to this plea that these parties have not
had notice. The reasonable and business-
like way is to look at the petition and see
What weight there is in its allegations. The
hon. Minister of Justice was correct in say-
Ing that the petitioners misapprehend the
object of the Bill. The wording of the peti-
tion shows that they do. It begins :

That this Bill in nowise remedies any of the
evila presently resting on the pilotage, but, on
the contrary, provides further taxation on an
already over-burdened interest; moreover, it is
of partial application, being limited to the ser-
vice between Montreal and Quebec, leaving the
service between Quebec and the sea untouched.

This Bill does not undertake to alter the
law with respect to pilotage at all, and It
Would be a pretty hold government and
Parliament that would undertake to revolu-
tionize the law respecting pilotage ln the
8t. Lawrence. The government of which
the hon. gentleman was a distinguished
niember, and which he led afterwards, never
undertook to do so. The difficulty had been
found in connection with the disputes be-
tween the pilots and the shipping interest.
The pilots complained that the decision of
these disputes was left with the other side
to the dispute that the Montreal Harbour
'Board were the judges and at the same
Itime parties, and there is no doubt a great
deal of force in that view, and I can readily
1Understand how the pilots feel about It.
I can speak freely on this matter, because,
When the Bill to whleh the hon. leader of the
oPPOsition referred, constituting the pilots
between Montreal and Quebec into a close

corporation, was before our committee, I
voted against the passing of the Bill. I
thought It was undesirable to give the
pilots too much control of the shipping in-
terests. But the object of this Bill is totally
different. It is simply to provide that when
disputes arise between pilots and the
shipping Interest, there shall be a com-
petent and fairly impartial tribunal to de-
cide those questions, and it seems to me
that this Bill provides for a tribunal which
will not be an expensive one. Any one
who knows anything about the admiralty
court is aware that, in addition to the cost
of constituting a separate court at Mont-
real, which would be very considerable, a
cost which would come out of the pockets
of the people of the country, the costs in
the admiralty court are very heavy. The
costs In the admiralty court would be very
much higher than the costs before this
commission. I do not know that these
petitioners have misapprehended the object
of the measure, but they seem to have done
so. They say :

(a) That the pilotage services from Montreal
to the sea be thrown open to all qualified can-
didates possessing the neressary qualifications,
preference being given to those having several
years' experience of ocean navigation as master
or mate.

That, as the hon. Minister of Justice says,
Is Irrelevant to the measure before us. This
Bill does not propose to make any change
In the pilotage service. It leaves that ser-
vice as It is. Then, paragraph (b) asks :

That compulsory payment of pilotage fees be
abolished on trans-Atlantic tonnage, thereby
placing such tonnage on an equality in this re-
spect with vessels trading with the lower pro-
vinces and with Newfoundland.

That also is Irrelevant to this Bill, and I
think It is exceedinglY unreasonable of the
Harbour Commissioners of Montreal to make
a request of the kind. As the hon. gentle-
man from Delanaudière has very properly
said, a great many millions of doUars have

been spent by the people of this country for
the pur-pose of making Montreal the port of
the St. Lawrence instead of Quebec, which
Providence had made the port of that river ;
and I think it la very unreasonable of
the shipowners of Montreal to expect that

after all that great expend.iture on the part.
of this country, we should also pay the fees
of the pilota, and that they should not pay
them. I think the least they eau do, in
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return for all the country has done for them,
Is to pay reasonable pilotage fees. Then
this answers a question asked by the leader
of the opposition as to the next paragraph

(c) That complaints by or against pilots on the
two St. Lawrence services be taken before the
Vice-Admiralty Court (the judge sitting with
nautical assessors in the usual way), whose de-
cisions are to be inappealable and final.

So that If we had the admiralty court,
constituted as the petitioners desiire, there
would be no appeal any imore than there
Is under this Bi1. This Bifl represents
an honest attempt to find a way out of
a very difficult and unsatisfactory position,
and unless some stronger reason Is shown
to this Senate, than those in the petition,
which I think are quite irrelevant to the
Bill, we should not take the responsibility of
throwing out the measure. The gentlemen
who represent the district of Montreal were
present in the other House and had an op-
portunity to have their say about this ques-
tion, and the Bill, as it has come up to us,
is the result of their careful consideration.
I do not think that we would be justified,
at this stage, ln rejecting the Bill and leav-
ing things in the unsatisfactory condition
in which they have been for so many years.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is it
correct that the pilotage service from Mont-
real to the sea Is now open to all can-
didates w'ho possess the necessary quali-
fications ? If the statement made here
by gentlemen who were interested In ship-
ping is correct, pilotage is compulsory.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We have compulsory
pilotage in Halifax and everywhere else.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1 was
not asking that. This petition asks that the
compulsory fee be abolished on the trans-
Atlantic tonnage, thereby placing such ton-
nage on an equality In this respect witb
vessels plying between Montreal and the
lower provinces and Newfoundland. The
same dangers exist between Montreal and
Quebec, and Quebec and Newfoundland as
are to be found on the trans-Atlantic voyage,
because after you pass Newfoundland, you
are in the open sea and pilots are not re-
euired.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This exemption of ves-
sels plying withIn the Dominion Is not con-
fined to the port of Montreal. It exIsts as

Hon. Mr. POWER.

respects other ports too, and Newfoundland
has been thrown in with Canada ; but the
lion. gentleman will see that if vessels
trading across the Atlantic are exempted,
chere w-ill be practically no payment of
pilotage fees at all. This paragraph (b) of
the petition Is a request on the part of the
shipping interests of Montreal that pilotage
shall be abolished.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
should there be a distinction between a
trans-Atlantie voyage and a voyage to New-
foundland ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-The distinction was
made by the goverument of which the hon.
gentleman was a member.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
himself ought to be able to answer that
question, because it was during the period
lie was in office and responsible for the
legislation that these provisions were In-
serted in the law.

Hon. Sir MACK'ENZIE BOWELL-They
have been in the law since the hon. gentle-
man was a boy.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-All this has grown out
of the Improvement in the lower St.Law-
rence, and while the vessels from Europe,
with their valuable cargoes, may endure a
considerable charge, local vessels wlth their
cargoes would not. I thInk that was the
reason. But my hon. friend will see that
every one of these discussions Is beside this
Bill. We are sImply providing by the Bill
a mode of trying certain disputes. We
are not touching the law of pilotage gener-
ally.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The hon. gentle-
man from Halifax says this Is practically
the abolition of the pilotage system.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I said the pilotage
fees at Montreal.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-It just amounts
to this, that shipowners and those interested
in shipping, who know that their masters
and mates are competent to pilot their ships
up to these cities, should have the privilege
of doing so If they wish, especially when
they assume the responsibility themselves,
and the fact that these gentlemen from the
lower provinces and Newfoundland do
navigate the St. Lawrence from Quebec to
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Montreal without sustaining any great loss,
is proof that they are perfectly competent
to do it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There are certain ex-
eCeptions ln the Act, the exceptione are :

Ships belonging to Her Majesty's service, ships
ermployed in trading from port to port in the
sane province, or between any of the provinces,
Quebec, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince
Edward Island, ships of not more than elghty
tons; any ship of which the master or mate
has a certificate granted under the provisions
Of this Act, and then in force authorizing him
to pilot such vessel wthin the limits within
Which he is then navigating.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
Was read the third time on a division and
passed.

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS ACT
AMENDMIENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (189) 'An Act to
amend the Act respecting judges of provin-
Cial courts.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I renew the objec-
tion I made yesterday and I hope the Min-
lster of Justice will be in a position to
give further explanations. The answer he
gave yesterday does not apply to the objec-
tion I made. I read yesterday a remark

lade by the Attorney General of Quebec.
The hon. Minister of Justice said that the
remark was more of a censure addressed to
the federal government because they did
not act quickly enough-because they were
lot acting. That is not the Idea the words

conveyed. He said, answering Hon. Mr.
Chapais :

lie may rest assured that I urged the federal
authorities to apply the law of the last se,-
81011, but I have become aware that lnstead of
'pPlying It, they have done nothing but prevent
lt8 Operation by the provisions of the statute
they passed at the last session of the federalDarliament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The Attorney Gen-
eral proceeds :

We have in this matter two Powers face to
lace, but they must come to an understanding.
The provhcial legislature makes known itsIleeds, to Ottawa belongs the task of applyingn remed.I I have been unable to obtain the
esîred remedy, ao I have taken other means.Int Presence of the statute which I ipropose tb
s8, the federal government will see that the

remedy lies elther In law passed last year, and
in the provisions tending towards the same end,
cr in the law of this year.

So it Is the law of the year 1898, that the
federal government refused to consider. I
say that the local legislature passed certain
enactments and that an obstruction to their
operation came from the federal parliament.
Through this opposition a new law has been
passed by the legislature of the province of
Quebec.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What is that ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Creating three judges.

Hon. 'Mr. MILLS-That is not a new law.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It is a law that was
passed that could come into operation only
by proclamation of the lieutenant-governor
in Council.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Would the bon. gen-
tleman state what he Is reading from ? Is It
from a debate in the House of Assembly In
Quebec of this session or last session ?

Hon. M.%r. LANDRY-In 1899. So it ap-
pears by the speech of the Attorney Gen-
eral of the province of Quebec, that the
flrst law was set aside, and they were
obliged to pass a new law, in 1899.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What law was set

aside ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Thbat is the informa-

tion I was asking yesterday of the hon.
Minister of Justice, and the hon. Minister
of Justdce, in place of giving me the lu-
formation, asked me what law lit was. That
Is a curious way to answer a question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I answered the hon.
gentleman that the legislature of Quebec,
under the advice and direction of the gov-
ernment of Quebec, undertook to provide
for what they regarded as wants ln the
administration of justice, by making a pro-
vision 'for the appointment of three more

judges for the court, and I take It that

tha-t is the fact to which the hon. Attorney
General alluded when he said that we had
failed to give effect to their legislation.
Hon. gentlemen know that this Is not the
measure of last year. Last year we might
have asked an appropriation from parlia-

ment to have made the appolntment. The

question that was being considered was
whether this was the most desirable and
efficient way of making provision, and the
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government of Quebec and the legislature
of Quebec are of opinion that it was, and I
am not disposed to call in question the
accuracy of their conclusion, because hon.
gentlemen will see, in looking at the ex-
penditure, that the bringing in of outslde
aid last year from the district courts to
assist in the administration of justice in
Montreal cost $16,O0. That is a thousand
dollars more than the cost would be by
the appointment of these three judges. I
think that I answered the hon. gentleman's
question yesterday, and I now repeat to
him the answer I gave to him then. He
put a different construction on the words
of the Attorney General to my construction
of the language. I tell him L think the
Attorney General refers to the fact that
we did not make the appointment, as they,
perhaps, thought we would immediately
upon the Bill being passed.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-t may be possible the
Attorney General referred to the statute
tha-t was passed by the legislature of Que-
bec, seeking to utilize the judicial power of
the judges of Quebec by brlnging in country
judges to sit in review. They amended the
statute so that the judges for the court of
review could be taken from any part of the
province, and, a few months afterwards, the
Dominion parliament passed a statute by
which It was provided that no travelling
allowances should be made to those judges
unless upon the certificate of the chief jus-
tice that the attendance of such judges
'was necessary. and it is said those judges
standing upon their dignity and feeling
there was a loss of dignity in parliament
demanding that a certificate should be
given on their behalf, as on behalf of school
boys, held aloof, and it appears to me that
it must have been to the failure of that
legislation that the Attorney General re-
ferred. There was ample provision for
utilizing the judicial power of the province
of Quebec which everybody admits, friend
and foe alike, is amply suffleient to meet
every demand that can be made upon It.
There was ample provision made for
utilizing existing judicial power, but
because the parliament of Canada, in
its wisdom, had declared that no travelling
allowances should be made to these judges
unless the chief justice certified that it
was necessary that they should be brought
Into the city of Montreal, and the judges

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

resented that, the Act was held to be in-
operative, whereupon the Quebec legisla-
ture declared that the Superior Court of the
Province of Quebec should consist of three
more judges. Nobody justifies it. Nobody
can justify it. The judicial power of 'the
province of Quebec is amply sufficlent to
meet every demand that can possibly be
made upon it, and if the parliament of Can-
ada would stand upon its dignity-and in
doing so they would play different roll fron
the roll that was played by these judges
who refused to go into the court of review-
if the parliament of Canada would stand
upon its dignity and refuse to pay out the
people's money unnecessarily, I will not say
unjustly, some method would be found by
which the judicial power of the province of
Quebec, which everybody admits to be most
ample, could be used. This Is a question
that deeply concerns the organization of the
courts. It is a question that Is thrust upon
parliament in the last hours of the session.
For my own part, I confess that I am at a
disadvantage. I have not had an opportun-
ity to look into the Bill, to study the atti-
tude of these parties who are clamoring
for the appointment of more judges, and I
would ask that the committee rise and re-
port progress.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-We will strike out
that clause.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-It can be passed over
in the meantime. Let the first clause stand,
and the other clauses can be adopted, be-
cause I should like to.look Into these stati-
stics. It is all very fine to cite statistics,
but nothing eau be more msleadIng than
to say there has been an Immense number
of contested cases. Everybody who knows
anythlng about It knows that nine-tenths
of the cases which come before the courts
are actions upon promissory notes, bills
of exchange and cases where the deliberation
does not take the judge any length of time.
All he has to do, if he has not confidence In
the officers of the court, is to verify the cor-
rectness of the service and to see that the
exhibits are properly filed. A man who has
any aptitude for business, who Is fit to be
a judge, who could earn the scauty salary
each judge enjoys ln the province of Quebec,
could dispose of a hundred of those cases
in a day. It Is perfect nonsense, If I may
be permitted to use such a word on the floor
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Of this House, to contend that the judges
are overworked. Overworked indeed. Over-
worked ! Five men who had aptitude for
their business could do the whole work
these eleven men are called upon to do in the
city of Montreal. It is-well, Mr. Chairman
I will not characterize this proposition in
the terms in which I think It ought to be
characterized. The judicial power of the
province of Quebec now le perfectly over-
Whelming, and the parties who are respon-
Sible for the administration of justice in
the province of Quebec ought to be eom-
Pelled, by the force of parliamentary opinion
tO utilize the power they have before
they seek from parliament the appointment
Of more judges. I will not go the length of
sUggesting that the clause be struck out, but
I suggest that it be allowed to stand in the
Mreantime, and that the other clauses be
lIamssed ln committee, because there le no
objection to them.

The SPEAKER-Being a member of the
Bar of the province of Quebec, I think It
is my duty not to let the Bill pass through
comuittee without expressing my opinion.
It has been suggested that the number of
Judges ln Quebec le amply sufficient for the
administration of justice. I would not go
30 far as to say that If the distribution of
the judges in the province of Quebec was
made over again they might not be sufficlent;
as It 1s now, I think I may say that this

ill is absolutely necessary. In the district
Of Quebec we do not want any more judges.
We have four judges in the city o! Quebec,
and there are judges of the outside districts
residing in the city, who are always will-
1n1g, without extra pay, to help the
judges for the district of Quebec, and
so lwe do not complain. But lin the
district of Montreal it Is now the desire
tO Create new judges. The whole bar of
Montreal, with a few exceptions, say that
thi s Bill le absolutely necessary. The ad-
rninistration of justice in Montreal le cer-
tainly Inadequate to the requirements of the
district. They have done It for years past
by calling the judges from the rural dis-
tricts to help the judges of the city of Mont-
real, and it has been found very unsatis-
factory, and, as the hon. Minister of Justice
bas just mentioned, it le not at all econo-
nilcal, because last year bringing the judges
froM outside districts to Montreal cost $16,-

000, while the expenses entail by this bll
will be only $15,000, and the administration
d justice would be dependent on judges
residing there and always ready at the call
of the chief justice, but now the chief just-
,ce is obliged to call the judges from the
different districts to come daily and help
the judges lu Montreai. This causes great
expense on account of the travelling and
the mileage and the amount of money al-
lowed to the judges for their absence from
bome. This Bill is to obtain additional
judges only for the one district of Montreal.
We do not want any more judges in the city
and district of Quebee. The whole Bar of
Montreal requests the passage of this
Bill. because the administration of justice
is delayed a good deal. There is no
desire for political reward in this mat-
ter. as bas been suggested. I hope this
House would not think for a moment
that the government would appoint three
judges merely for the purpose of helping
their friends. This has been asked for by
the whole Bar of Montreal, irrespective of
party. It is known in the city of Montreal
that the administration of justice is not
done as it should be, and for this reason it
is required that three additional judges be
appointed to administer justice. This wil
obviate the calling of the judges from the
districts at a cost exceeding the salaries of
the three judges to be appointed under this
Bill.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The only answeT!o
make to the last speaker Is to ask the hon.
senator, who le not now acting as Speaker,
if any of the judges, elther of the court of
appeal or the court of review, or any court
at ail In the district of Montreal have asked
for this legislation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They are behind with
their work.

The SPEAKER-I may say the judges
would lot take upon themselmves to make a
publie demand of that kind, but I have
seen several of them, and they ail said it
was required; but the hon. gentleman ought
to know tbat the judges would not make
that request.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I have not the honour
to belong to the bar, but sometimes I may
approach a judge and ask him if he thinke
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that such a measure is needed, and ail the
judges I have approached have told me that
it is not needed.

The SPEAKER-That is not the view ex-
pressed by those I have seen myself.

Hou. Mr. LANDRY-Then we did not see
the same judges. I am thankful to the hon.
senator who sits on my left (Hon. Mr. Baker)
for ail the information he has given us. I
could not extract it from the government,
or the hon. Minister of Justice, who l sup-
posed to know ail about it, but it appears to
me we have more liglht on this side of the
House than they have. That may not be
the opinion of the Minister of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I had intended mov-
ing that the first clause be struck out, but as
my hon. friend wants more light, not from
the Minister of Justice, but from bis own
study of the measure, I am content to let
this clause stand and proceed with the rest
of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-I am not going to be
drawn into any controversy as to the poli-
tical aspect of this question, but It ls an open
secret in the province of Quebec, and has
been for months, that this measure ls in-
tended for the purpose of shelving at least
two of the ministers of the province of Que-
tbec, and the gentlemen who are to bene-
fit by it would not have the slightest hesi-
tation to acknowledge that. But, I am not
going to be drawn Into that phase of the
controversy. The true remedy for the state
of congestion in the courts of the city of
Montreal ls to enlarge the salaries of the
judges. My hon friend says he is not a
member of the bar. I am a member of the
bar of the province of Quebec, and have
been so for forty years, and I know, and
everybody else wtho is connected with the
administration of justice in the province of
Quebec knows. that it has been a scandai
for years that judges have been compelled
to supplement their salaries by engaging in
literary work, sone acting as executors of
estates, and some compiling reports. It has
been a scandai that the parliament of Can-
ada has neglected to do justice to the judi-
clary of the province of Quebec. Their
salaries were fixed at a time when the cost
of living was not half what it is to-day.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

1 or years and years the judges of the pro-
vince of Quebec have laboured under what
amounts to a disability. If the parliament
of Canada would have the fortitude to do
justice to them and increase their salaries,
so as to enaible them to give their undivided
attention to their duties as judges, if there
is any congestion of business it would soon
disappear. I do not believe that any mem-
ber of the bar who knows the labour that
members of the bar impose un themselves
-I do not believe any member of the bar in
the province of Quebec who stands in the
foremost rank could be brought forward to
say that, ln bis opinion, there is any neces-
sity for a further addition to the judiciary
of the city of Montreal.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I am neither a lawyer
nor a doctor, but I have listened to the re-
marks of hon. gentlemen and I find there
is no difference of opinion as to the fact
that the present judges in Quebec are able
to discharge ail the duties of their office.
In some districts there are too many judges,
and in Montreal too few. Better re-ap-
portion them than appoint more judges.
Then, with regard to their pay, I always
find there are a number of lawyers ready
to take position on the bench, though they
know what the pay is. Prom what the
hon. gentleman (Hon. Mr. Baker) says, there
are two members of Quebec government who
are anxious for positions on the bench, and
they are ready to take those positions at
the present salaries. I thInk they are as
well paid as any men in the country for the
work they do. If the government would
redistribute the judges that would be a
better way to solve tihe difficulty. Other-
wise, I do not feel inclined to vote for an
increase in the judges when the present
number can do the work.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We have nothing to do
with making the districts or constituting
the courts. That is in the hands of the
legislature.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Let them find their
own remedy.

Hon. Mr. MILLS- That is not the con-
stitutional view. They are responsible to
the people of Quebec, they are not respon-
sible to the people of the Dominion in the
constitution of courts and determining the
boundaries of their respective districts. Que-

990



JULY 10, 19001

bec has acted. The hon. gentleman for years
supported the government that made the
districts of Quebec what they are at this
moment, and when they were asked to con-
sider the subject of revision, no revision
took place. Why, the hon. gentleman has
never been heard in this flouse, or in the
other House, on the subject of tbe re-or-
ganization of the courts of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-They
in the Quebec legislature.
organize the courts here.

reorganize them
We do not re-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-So I contend, but the
hon. gentleman bas spoken here to-day as
if we were reorganizing them here. He
says there are plenty of judges, but they
are not ln their proper places-that the dis-
tricts should be made different from what
they are. We have not the power to make
the districts different, and the parties who
are the best judges of what the districts
should be, are those elected by the electors
of the province of Quebec to the local legis-
lature with that function imposed upon
them. Now, what have they done ? They
have provided for the establishment of three
additional judges. What has the hon. gen-
tleman insinuated here to-day ? Why, that
the judges that my hon. friend assisted in
Putting on the bench do not discharge their
duties-they do not do their work-they are
looking for commissions-they are seeking to
supplement their salaries-

Hon. Mr. BAKER-I dld not say that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understood the hon.
gentleman to say that.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-I will try to explain
When the hon. gentleman is through.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
stated if they were pald better the work
would be done. He admits the work is not
done. He knows-no one in this House
could know better, because he is a resident
Of the district of Montreal-that the judges
of Montreal are in arrears with their work-
thalt they have had that outside service
'which he says would be sufficient, and that
they are still in arrears, and that that out-
aide assistance has cost more than would
three additional judges. There can be no
doubt with regard to that.; It is perfectly
clear. I venture to say this: we have had
R reconsideration of this question before-

years ago. The hon. gentleman was a mem-
ber of this House at that time. The hon.
gentleman did not then favour the destruc-
tion of the system which prevails in Quebec
and the establishment of a different system
in Its place. Neither did the hon. gen-
tleman opposite (Mr. Bowell) who was a
member of the government at that time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It was
not proposed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Why ? Because every
man from the province of Quebec opposed
It.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
was their business, not ours.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is not our business to-
day.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It Is
our business to say what the number of
Judges should be.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Did the hon. gentleman
take that position before ? I know when
the hon. gentleman said there were more
judges in British Columbia than there
should be, the leader of the House of Com-
mons at that time said that the legislature
of the province of British Columbia had de-
cided there should be a certain number of
judges, and they were responsible to the
people of the country, and it is our business
to appoint the judgee required under that
system which they had established.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
our prerogative to appoint.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, and our duty. We
are not at fault If the organization is not
as perfect as it might be. I-t is the people
of the province who elect the men to par-
liament who constitute the courts in that
particular way that are to blame, and the
hon. gentleman assumes that we, in this
parliament, have the right to substitute our
judgment for the judgment of the electors
on a matter within the control of the local
legislature. I say that that Is not so.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-You ought not to as-
sent to that Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Act was within
the Jurisdiction of the local legislature. The
Act was an Act for which they were re-
sponsible to the people. We have certain
duties marked out for us by our constitu-
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tional system. There are certain duties
marked out to the local legislatures under
the same constitution, and the men who go
to the people go there stating the policy
that is within their jurisdiction, elected upon
that, legislate upon the policy to which they
have so commItted themselves, and which
has had the approval of the electors, and
if it was within their jurisdiction, I deny
that there is any right, no matter what may
be our personal opinion, to over-ride the
judgment of the local legislature on a mat-
ter withln their jurlsdiction, and which in
no way conflicts with powers entrusted to
us. Our duty la to give effect to that legis-
lation. Our duty la to appoint the judges.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-And pay them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, and pay them.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-No matter how many.
Suppose instead of three they had decreed
thirty ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We cannot assume here,
any more than we can assume elsewhere,
that our constitutional system ls going to
be disregarded by those to whom the work-
ing out of the constitution has been entrust-
ed.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Except In Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Nor in Manitoba. Last
year the service that was obtained from
without for the purpose of asslsting the
judges In the clty of Montreal cost sixteen
thousand dollars. The appointrnent of three
additional judges would cost $15,000. lI
point of economy the cost, under this sys-
tem, la less than under the other, and the
hon. gentleman says there la no politics in
this. There was not, so far as we are con-
cerned, but there certainly le, so far as
those gentlemen are concerned who are of-
ferlng us active opposition. I venture to
say that If the government of the aide of
the hon. gentleman was here In power he
would take a different course.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Do not impute motives.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not imputing mo-
tives. I am expressing an opinion. I am
making a prediction, and I say if the lon.
gentleman's friends were here, and were
proposIng this Bill, that then I do not think
there would be opposition to it.

Hon. Mr. MILL.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-How does the hon.
gentleman know ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I infer from what has
been done heretofore. I draw the inference
from an experience extending over thirty
years, and I find that that system, which
all these hon. gentlemen now say ls wrong,
radlcally wrong, ls one that had their sanc-
tion under the greatest leader they ever
had. Sir John Macdonald, during the whole
period of his parliamentary career, and
under the leadership of the very distin-
gulshed man who was connected with him
for so many years, Sir George Cartier.

Hon. MT. LANDRY-Where la the predic-
tion ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That if their friends
proposed a measure of this sort, they would
be ready to give it their support and assist-
ance, and I conclude that from what they
have hitherto done, for this la the first time
there has been an outcry against the system
In Quebec in a period of thirty-four years.

Hon. MT. LANDRY-What the hon. min-
ister meant to be a prediction la, that as
soon as we attain power we may do such
and such a thing, but as he put his phrase
It was a supposition. If the hon. gentleman
la not able to distinguish between a sup-
position and a prediction, I am not asto-
nisbed that he could not answer my ques-
tion just now. The hon. gentleman says,
that it belongs to the province to reorganize
its administration of justice, I accept that
theory. The province has done something,
but the Act of the province was checked
by this government here. What Mr. Ar-
chambault says la this :

I proposed a law during the session of 1898 by
which I empowered the judges of the rural dis-
tricts to sit in review, thereby, as I thought,
relieving the judges of Montreal and Quebec of
the work which bears so heavily upon them,
and at the same time glving the rural judges
more work to do, but, he says, after I passed
tbat law the Federal parliament passed another
law which renders my law inoperative, in that
it imposes upon the judges who come to sit in
review certain restrictions and certain condi-
tions which they will not accept.

So, this parliament bound, as the Minister
of Justice says It was, to aid the province
in the reorganization of its courts, did quite
the contrary. Objections were raised and
obstacles were thrown In the way of the
operation of the law of the province of Que-
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bec, and it is for that reason the Attorney
General says :

I have been unable to obtain the desired reme-
dy, so I have taken other means. In presence
of the Statute which I propose to pass the Fede-
ral government will see that the remedy lies
either in the law passed last year and in the
provisions tending towards the same end, or in
the law of this year.

I contend that if the province has the
power ·to enact the law reorganizing their
courts, the Minister of Justice has no right
to say here that he did not prevent, by the
legislation which this parliament passed,
the operation of the provincial law, and It
is because he prevented the operation of the
provincial law that he cornes to-day with
a new Bill asking us to create three new
judges and pay their salaries. Nothing of
the kind has been asked by the province
of Quebec, and the legislation which it pas-
sed, in 1899, was merely an enactment
passed because obstacles were thrown in the
way by the federal government. More than
that, the last provincial law contained a
proviso saying that the law would come into
operation only by the proclamation of the
lieutenant-governor in council, the mnillsters
in the province of Quebec expecting inl the
meantime that the f ederal governmelit would
comply with the first law, so that the sec-
ond one should not be needed at all, and It
is because the government of the day re-
fused any aid to the province that a cer-
tain law was enacted and came into opera-
tion by a proclamation of the governor i
council.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Certainly, because
they do not come in themselves. They
come in when asked by the chief justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman ls
mistaken. That is just the point, and the
clause was inserted in the Bill, in order to
prevent the abuse.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Does the hon. gen-
tleman contend that a rural judge in the
province of Quebec will come into the city
and step on the bench without being asked
by the chief justice?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I pretend to say this,
that all the armendment of which the bon.
gentleman comiplains is that a person could
only come when invited by the chief justice.
Norw, that is what the law required, and
the hon. gentleman says that the law ought
not to have required that, but should have
left it to the parties themselves.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. minister
does not answer my question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do answer it.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He thinks, I suppose,
that a prediction is the same thing as a
supposition, and that is the way he answers
it. I say to the hon. minister that no judge
in1 the province of Quebec in the rural dis-
tricts can come up and sit in the court of
review withoùt having been previously ask-
ed by the presiding judge.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Under the law as It is
hl

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to ask e coula not.

the hon. gentleman whether he thinks it Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Enacting a law to
Would have been better from the federal force the chief Justice to give, In addition
government to have adopted the course in- to his demand, a certificate that the thing
dicated by the first legislation of the prov- is necessary is throwing on the chief justice
!ice of Quebec ? The hon. gentleman from the imputation that he asked those judges
Missisquoi (Hon. Mr. Baker) has explained when dt was not necessary.
Why that law did not become operative. Hon. Mr. MILLS-I know precisely what
The federal parliament decided that these was done, and why it was done. I think I
Judges who were called ln should not sit, had some correspondence on the subject and
and should not send any claims for indemn- I know this, that the clause was inserted
Ity to the federal government unless there in the Bill at the Instance of a very dis-was a certificate f.rom the chief justice to tinguished member of the bench.
the effect that the presence of any particu-
lar judge was necessary. Does the hon. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
gentleman think, that it would have been thought the judges would not Interfere.
better for the federal parliament not to have Ho. Mr. LANDRY-The judges Interfere?
ilmJposed any conditions of that sort, and to H

have left the door open for all the outside Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, they do not inter-
Judges to come In ? fere.
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Hon. Mr. BAKER-Since a great many and men change with them, and the judicial
years I have had the advantage of sitting system might fairly be expected to change
under the precepts of the hon. Minister of' to meet the new conditions. Now, instead
Justice. From time almost immemorial, I of being remote, they are brought within a
have heard him discuss constitutional ques- few hours of the city of Montreal. Montreal
tions, and it gives me pleasure, to say he is more accessible from the chef-lieux of the
has always done it with singular ability. rural districts than the residences of some
It is only when he comes to apply his con- of the judges who are assigned to duty in
stitutional principles that he finds himself those rural districts. But we are not dis-
so far afield. There is no question about eussing the system in the province of Que-
the inherent right of the local legislature to bec. The question to-day is, whether we
organize, to constitute, and to equip, so far can fairly be asked to give our assent to the
as the machinery of the administration of proposition before parliament. The legis-
justice is concerned, civil and criminal lature of the province of Quebec provided
courts, and there can be no less doubt that a means to utilize the judicial power of the
the duty is imposed by the British North province. They recognized the fact that
America Act on the Governor General in there was sufficient power already created
Council to appoint the judges, and upon the and in existence, and they devised a means
parliament of Canada to provide for the for utilizing it. I am indebted to my hon.
payment of their salaries ; but surely that friend (Mr. Landry) for reading the remarks
constitutional doctrine, which everybody ac- of the Attorney General which referred to
Cepts, is to be accepted with limitations. the fact that the legislature had made that
Where would it lead us to if a blind ad- provision in providing that the judges could
'herence to a fixed law is to be our only not be brought lu from the rural districts
guide ? Are we to say nothing, are we to to sit in the court of review. That Act was
submit in silence no ma'tter what may be assented to in the month of January, 1898,
done ? lis the parliament of Canada, em- and a few weeks after, parliament passed a
powered by the constitution to deal with the statute here declaring that these rural
people's money, bound to put its hand to judges should fnot be entitled to their allow-
the public treasury and pay these judges ance except upon a certificate by the chief
no matter how many are to be appointed ? justice that their services were necessary.
I say such a proposition has only to be It is no use to shut our eyes to the fact. It
stated in order to carry its own refutation. was stated fairly and fully by the hon. Min-
The hon. Minister of Justice sought to dis- Ister of Justice when he said that that
cuss the judicial system of the province of statute was passed for the purpose of cor-
Quebec. The right hon. Premier discussed recting abuses. Abuses had sprung up, and
that system and declared It to be antiquated. shown themselves In the payment of the
Without going the full length that the lead- travelling allowances of the judges. I do noter of -the government went in the other know myself, and if I did know I would flot
1House, I may say that when that system mention the names of the judges who werewas devised, the condition of the country held, by common consent, to have given toowas widely different from what it is to- liberal an interpretation to their privileges
day. The rural districts were not as ac- In drawing their allowances, and as the hon.cessible as they are to-day. It required in Minister of Justice bas sald, that statuteevery case a days' journey to reach was passed for the purpose of correcting thethem. and in many cases many days' jour- abuse. It is stili on the statute-book. Theyney to reach them, and under the circum- hawe a practical method of utllizing thestances the system of decentralîzation was judicial power in the province of Quebec,adopted by Sir George Cartier, whose me- and I say that we are violating no constitu-
mory remains in the Province of Quebec as tional principle If the parliament of Canada
fresh to-day as it was immediately after asks them to pause and let this matter
bis decease. That system was then satis- stand In abeyance for another year, if the
factory to the wants and requirements of parliament of Canada should ask them to
the population of the province of Quebec, see whether the provision already made by
but everything bas changed. Times change, the legislature of the province of Quebee

HOn. Mr. MILLS.
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and of the parliament of Canada will not ,phief
iprove effective. I said a little while ago
that I asked that this clause- be permitted
to stand over, and I am still of opinion it
would be better, but if I were forced to
action upon it this instant, I should vote
for expunglng the flrst section from the Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend would
do that at any rate, unless he carried the
election.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-I did not hear that
remark.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--My hon. friend would
do that at any rate.

Hou. Mr. LANDRY-Unless what ?

Hon. Mr. BAKER-The hon. member said
I would do that at any rate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Will the hon. gentle-
man be kind enough to explain ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend said he
would favour delay in the consideration of
the clause, and if he could not have It de-
layed he would vote for expunging the
clause.
- Hon. Mr. BAKER-The hon. gentleman
has no right to say that. The hon. member
has no right to judge me by his inner con-
sciousness, and to say that I would do that
anyway. The hon. gentleman has no right
to say it, and I do not say that to-morrow
I shall vote for it or not. I ask that it be
permitted to stand, and I shall look up the
statutes and examine the statistics, and get
what information I can, and I shall do
whatever I thi.nk proper, and I shall not be
iltimidated by any insinuation from the
Iinister of Justice.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
Wlsh to call attention to some remarks made
by the hon. speaker and by the Minister of
Justice. If we are to accept the statements
WhIch have been made, the judges are
Inuch more sensitive ln Quebec than In some
of the other provinces. My recollection of
changes which have been made ln the
different laws, affecting not only the crimi-
nal, but civil law, Is that on many occa-
sin0s these suggestions have come from the
judges themselves and I think I heard the
Minister of Justice state to this House that
suclh and such suggestions were made by
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justices of different sections of
the province. Many of us remember
also that there was a judge appointed
In Manitoba a short time ago, without any
law having been passed providing for his
salary. The answer given to the objections
then made in the Senate by the then Min-
ister of Justice, now lieutenant-governor of
Ontari,. was 'that he was appointed upon
the strong recommendation of the judges of
that province who required further assist-
ance. That is my recollection. The hon.
gentleman was present at the time, so that,
speaking of the judges, like my hon. friend
from Stadacona, I am not a lawyer, but I
have had conversations, both with the
members of the bar from the province of
Quebec, and also with some of the judges,
and there is but one opinion that has ever
been expressed, so far as I know, and that
is that there are judges ln the province of
Quebec ample to perform all the duties that
fall to the lot of the judges of the city of
Montreal, if anything like a re-arrangement
is made. That is the evidence, and that has
been the assertion, not only of the bar but of
the judges, and the judges, to my mind, are
best able to speak as to what is required to
enable them to perform their duties. There
are some members of the judiciary of Mont-
real, as I have read in the newspapers, who
are a long way behind with their work,
There were others again, against whom
great complaints were made when they were
appointed. who have kept well up with
their work, and it 1s because they are indus-
trious and attend to their work. The sim-
ple question as to whether the parliament
of Canada is compelled, under the constitu-
tion, to do that which the hon. Minister of
Justice says we are bound to do. My own
opinion of the constitution is that which
was laid down by the hon. gentleman from
Missisquoi (Hon. Mr. Baker). If the
theory whieh has been enunclated by the
Minister of Justice were put in practice, the
constitution, so far as the courts of this
country are concerned-that Is so far as the
parliament of Canada is concerned-would
be an utter nullity. The hon. minister Is
giving that a kind of contradiction. If the
parliament of Canada have no power other
than to acquiesce ln- any demand made
upon it by the local legislatures, I will not
say of Quebec, but by the local legielatures,
in reference to the appointment of judges,
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then the constitution so far as Canada is
concerned, is a nullity. The Confederation
Act points out that the constitution of the
courts shall be with the local legislatures.
Then it says that the appointment of the
judges, and the providing of the salary
shall be with the Dominion parliament.
There are two branches of authbrity. One
is to arrange the constitution of the court,
and the other is to furnish the means. If
it were intended that there should be no
option and discretionary power in the Do-
minion parliament, why in the world was
there any distinction drawn between the
two ? Either the Dominion parliament
should have the power of arranging the
constitution of the courts of the different
provinces, and the appointment of the
judges, and the payment of the salaries ; or
the provincial courts, having the power to
do the one, should also have the power to
do the other. Ai we have to do, according
the theory laid down by the hon. Minister
of Justice, is to acquiesce in any demand
which may be made by the local legislatures,
no matter of what province. As the hon.
gentleman from Missisquoi says ; suppos-
ing they come and say : 'We want ten
judges,' according to the hon. gentleman's
theory we are bound to provide the salaries
of the ten judges.

Hon. Mr. iMILLS-Hear, bear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
Is the doctrine laid down. If the theory
that we must furnish the salary for one is
correct, then the only logical conclusion is
that we must provide salaries for flfty if
they demand it.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudière)-
Certainly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. member had better settle that ques-
tion with bis leader, the Minister of Justice.
I acquiesce in the doctrine that the hon.
gentleman from de Lanaudière accepts, and
I am glad to know that there is one hon.
gentleman at least, who takes that position,
either the one thing or the other. we have
the power or we have not, and the consti-
tution gives us the power to say yea or nay
to this very clause, and if we say nay it is
for the legislature of the province of Quebec
to say whether it Is In the interests of the

judiclary to take such steps In the reorganiza-
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

tion of their courts, as to enable them to
utilize the judges they have without ap-
pointing any others. I am rather pleased
to see a little opposition to the hon. Minister
of Justice, because he gets his blood up
and speaks with a little more energy and
vim ; but he is apt to attribute to others
motives which they probably never enter-
tained. The hon. gentleman says : ' When
you were over here you did not do so and
so.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. member is worse in his practice than
the leader of the government who says the
usages and practice of the province of
Quebec are antiquated. If you would
take the theory of the hon Minister
of Justice, he is the most antiquated old
Tory in Canada. Because these things exist-
ed a long time ago, and because another
party did not takes means to reform them,
when it was not so much demanded as it is
to-day, ergo you must let them alone. That
is the decision of the Minister of Justice.
I venture the assertion that the hon. gentle-
man himself holds opinions upon many
questions which agitate the country to-day
which he did not entertain thirty or forty
years ago when he came into parliament. I
frankly admit that the circumstances have
changed. The requirements of the country
are different from what they were twenty-
five years ago, and the necessities of the
people demand this change, and the man
who is not prepared to advance with the
advancing age must be designated an anti-
quated old fogy. Conservative as I am, I
do not profess to hold views that were held
so far back in antiqulty as to follow the
hon. gentleman in the theory he has laid
down. The simple question we have to
decide to-day is as to whether we shall
compel-I may juetly use that word-the
province of Quebec to adopt a system by
which this expense need not be Incurred, or
whether we should allow things to remain
just as they are, and vote these salaries for
the extra three judges. That is a simple
question, and I believe, from what I bave
learned, both from judges and the
bar of Quebec that these additionai
judges are not required, that all that
is required is to rearrange and re-adjust the
constitution of the courts, that the difficulty
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can be avoided and a much better service
performed. The reason given by the hon.
gentleman from Missisquoi (Hon. Mr.
Baker) is convincing-must be so to every
man who knows the circumstances of
this country before the construction of rail-
ways and other improved means of con-
ve(yance-that which was required in the
older days of the province of Quebec and
the province of Ontario is not required to-
day. There were many rural districts which
it would take a week to reach, which can
be reached now in as many hours, and conse-
quently it becomes a duty in this advancing
age, in that legislature as well as others,
to take steps to utilize the legal talent they
have in the performance of the work which
is necessary to do, without adding to the
expense of the country.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The language of the
constitution is plain, and I do not thlnk It
requires a legal mind to Interpret it. Section
92 of the British North America Act reads :

Exclusive powers of provincial legislatures.--
In each province the legislature may exclusively
make laws in relation to matters coming within
the classes of subjects next hereinafter enumer-
ated, that is to say:

The administration of justice in the province,
lncluding the constitution, maintenance and
organization of provincial courts. both civil and
criminal jurisdiction, and including procedure in
civil matters in those courts.

I do not think there is any ambiguity about
that language.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What does the hon.
minister understand by ' maintenance.'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I understand it perfect-
ly well, and I think the hon. gentleman un-
derstands it. It says the constitution,
' maintenance and organization.' The clause
'Judicature,' reads as follows :-

The Governor General shall appoint the judges
of the superior, district and county courts in
each province, except those of the courts of
probate in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.

There is no alternative there. It is

not ' may appoint.' It is a rare case

in which the word 'shail ' s used. There
It is posltively Imperative. The words
are that the Governor General shall ap-
point. When there is to be a judge
appointed under the organization of one of

the provincial statutes, It is the duty of the

Governor General to make the appointment.
If it is his duty to appoint. and it is the duty

of parliament to find the means. Parliament

can, in an indirect way, say ' we will not
permit the spirit of the Act to be carried
out, but we will insist on the change in the
organization of the courts of a particular
province. If the province will not make the
change, then we will decline to appoint the
judges, and to pay them.' That is the simple
point before the House.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Is it
'shall appoint and pay' ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, yes, there is no
question on that point.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is the appointment
made ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It depends on the
Senate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The appointment is not
made until the salary is provided.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I thought the min-
ister read a part of the constitution which
said 'the government shall appoint.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It does say so.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The judges have not
been appointed yet.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He shall appoint, but
lie shall appoint in conformity with the law,
and in conformity with the law the salary
must first be provided for. It is perfectly
clear that there is no superintending or con-
trolling given, or intended to be given, to
the parliament of Canada. The constitution,
maintenance and organization of the court
is exclusively in the province. My hon.
friend thought that he made a very strong
point when he followed the hon. gentleman
from Missisquoi. and said 'If there is no
limitation upon the power then there might
be forty or fifty judges appointed.' Permit
me to say that, in my opinion, that is not a
very strong argument. Our whole con-
stitutional system rests upon the basis that
we are qualified for self government. The
controlling influence, both over the parlia-
ment of Canada, and over the local legis-
latures, is the electorate of the province, In
the one case, and the electorate of the whole
Dominion In the other. It is the electorate
of tb province to whom the legislature ls
responsible. If the legislature were to say
there should be so many judges, the
electorate of the province would call them to
account, if it was an improper appointment,
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and there is just the same possibility of
abuse here ais there is in the local leglWla-
ture. and if the hon. gentleman undertakes,
or if this House were to undertake, to
prevent appointments being made by re-
fusing the necessary appropriation, thely
would be abusing their powers just as
essentially as if the local legislature were
to provide for the appointment of twice as
many judges as were necessary. The as-
snmption in both cases is that parliament
will act in conformity with public opinion.
On those general questions which affect the
entire 'Dominion, we are responsible to the
whole electorate of the country, and they
to, the electorate of the province within
whose jurisdiction they act. If these gen-
tlemen undertake to establish an improper
system, they are responsible to the electo-
rate of Quebec. If we undertake to dis-
regard our duty, we are responsible to the
electorate of ail Canada, and that is the
only difference between us in this regard.
What my hon. friends opposite insist upon
doing is to undertake to exercise a super-
intending control over the legislature of
Quebec and over the electorate of Que-
bec that the law in no way gives them
-which it in no case confers upon thei.
The people of Quebec have elected the local
legislature upon whom this power is con-
ferred, and it is to that people the legislature
is responsible, and not to us.

Hon. Mr. GILLMOR-It may be presump-
tion on my part to speak upon this consti-
tutional question, but it appears to me the
legislature of Quebec has just as much
right to dictate a change of constitution
towards this parliament, as we have to
dictate towards that legislature, and the
supposition is that some absurd, ridiculous
thing will be done in Quebec, that therefore
we have not to carry out the constitution.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. GILLMOR-We are bound by
the constitution the same as they are, and In
orjder to carry out the constitution they
have a right to organize this judicîary, and
the constitution declares that the Dominion
government shall provide the means to pay
for it. I have listened to the argument and
been quite interested In it, and It appears
iuo me that the constitution Is fixed wlth

regard to Quebec, and that our friends here
Hon. Mr. MILLS.

claim the i5ght to alter the constitution in
this particular case. I do not think they
have any right to alter it. I think the con-
stitution is plain and our duty is plain. I
suppose they might appoint a hundred, but
that is supposing something simply ridicu-
lous, and the people of Quebec would be
a:sham4d of a government that would do
such a thing, and would reject them at the
next election.

-Ion. Mr. PRIMROSE-We have often
heard, and I suppose the saying is not
unfamiliar, that facts are stubborn things.
We associate often times facts and figures
together. There is, however, an important
essential difference between figures and
facts. It is said that nothing can lie
like figures when they are properly
manipulated. That can never be assert-
ed of a fact. A fact can never lie. No
amount of declamation, or of assertion, eau
override a fact. No deluge of verbiage,
however copious, can drown out a fact. It
seems to me the duty of this House, and the
object set before us, to get down to rock
bottom facts in this case. Those who are
in a position to know, who are at the place,
who have knowledge of ail the facts,
make a certain statement, and, com-
Ing from these parties, I, at least, am
bound to accept these statements as facts,
In regard to these judges, they say that lu
one district in the province of Quebec a
judge will, perhaps, in the course of one
month. deal only with two or three or four
cases, whereas his fellow-judge In another
district will, in the currency of one month,
deal with as many cases as the other judge
In the currency of a year. If this Is really
the fact, it appears to me that the question
is not, shall we have more judges ? Because
under these circumstances, there is no neces-
sity for any more judges ; but cannot the
work of these judges be so equalized
that in the lbusiest district It can be easily
accomîplished by the present judges ? That
is the matter that we have to deal
with, and it seems to me that that
is not at all Impossible. Under the pre-
sent circumstances, and the facts being
as I am led to believe they are, it seems to
me that the country ls belng called upon
to pay for judges to do work which the
judges at present should be able to do, and
ought to do, without being at all overworked.
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Hou. Mr. POWER-It is objectionable, I Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the hon. gentle-
know, for me to rise to say anything more man says what he does not know, we are
about the subject at this hour, but I ven- not astonished.
ture to do It. The goverument of Quebec Hon. Mr. POWER-I simply conjecture.
provided two meane of settling this diffi- This is a free country, and I can conjecture.
eulty. It appears from experience that the The hon. gentleman from Stadacona often
judicial work in the city of Montreal is not conjectures a. to what is in the md of
done promptly or satisfactorily. It is the the governent. This measure failed to
duty of the legislature of Quebec to get out beco e operative, through the action of
of that difficulty. They provided for a beom prative, thru the ation of
systerb under which the judges of the out- this parliament. Then the legislature of
lying districts should be called in to the Quebec cone in and say that, uin order to
city of Montreal and bear cases, and this relieve the congestion i legal business in
parliament in the year 1898, passed this Montreal, we shal provide for the appoint-
enactment to which attention bas already nment of three additional judges for Mont-
been called. It is dn section 8 of chapter 52, real. It has been shown bere that last year
Of the Aets of 1898, dealing with the allow- the expense of bringing in outside judges
ances of these judges. It reads as follows : amounted to as much as the salaries of

these three judges would be. The legis-
But no travelling all:wance shall be granted lature of Quebec were acting within theirto any judge requested to sit in review under

section 1 of chapter 20 of the statutes of 1898 Own jurisdiction, and, as I understand, the
of the legislature of Quebec, unless it is certi- government did not act upon that. They
fied by the chief justice or judge discharging the
duties of chief justice in the district, that the did not move last year. They thought
attendance of such judge was, in his opinion, there might.still be found some means by
necessary. which the necessity for appointing the

I do not remember that there was any judges should be got over. No meaus have
objection taken to the passing of that enact- been found. The legislature of Quebec dld
ment in this Chamber. I think it is not fot do anything last year. The question
an unreasonable enactment. We have to wbich we must ogsider is, whether when
pay for the attendance of these judges, and the Comnons, which has to do witb the ex-
it was only .right that it should be seen
that we were paying for no judges whose the public purse-a thiug which we are not
services were not called for. The motive supposed to bave anything to do witb-
Which Influences hon. gentlemen opposite when the Gommons bas voted the money
now in opposing the clause before the com- arry out this enaetment of the
littee Is just that of saving money. The Que we shah oppose It and say
same motive actuated this parliament, I i not doue. It is not oui
Suppose, when they inserted that provision utY to decide what Is the right ching to
in the Act of 1898 ; consequently, one means be doue in the province of Quebec. If there
taken by the legislature of Quebec to get was any enormous iniquity being perpetra-
over this difficulty wlth respect to Montreal ted, it would be our duty, perhaps, to Inter-
failed, when those judges refused, as the vene ; but this is not a very serlous matter;
hon. gentleman from Missisquol tells us, and Io not think, as nembers o! a cham-
to come ln, because the certificate was re- lke this, which bas not to go to the
quired. 0f course, we imight undertake t0 peope, that we are justified lu rejectlng this

n dat ga yrenactdent.
provide that if any judge refused to come
in, bis place should become vacant, but I
tbink, probably that, even the bon. gentle-
man from Stadacona would thlnk that was
rather a radical measure.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
does not know what I think.

Hon. Mr. POWER--I am not saying that
I do.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-I move that the fur-
ther consideration of this clause be post-
poned till the next sitting of the comniittee.

The comittee divided on the amendment,
which was defeated on the following divi-
sion :

Yeae, 17; nays, 18.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-I wish to draw at-
tention to the fact that the bon. gentleman
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froin London rose as the names were being
counted.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
voted.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-He was not count-
ed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr.
-man from
twice.

LANDRY-And the hon. gentle-
Rideau division was counted

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
motion which was lost was simply to allow
the consideration of the clause to stand till
to-morrow, but if we have the vote on the
clause to-day, and it is a tie, then the clause
will be lost. That is not what the hon.
minister desires. I think the clause had
better stand.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We took a vote, and
the proposition that the clause should stand
over was lost.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-No.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-1 think there is some
mistake with regard to the vote. In addi-
tion to what has been said by the hon.
leader of the opposition, many of us do not
wish to strike out that clause, and I should
like to have time to look over It.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I counted 18 to 18.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then it is lost.

The committee divided on the first clause,
which was rejected, contents 17, non-con-
tents, 21.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No politics In this
,Chamber.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I know there is no
tact.

Hon. Mr. McKAY from the committee,
reported the Bill with an aýnendment.

BANK ACT AMENDMENT ACT BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (Y) ' An Act to amend the Bank
Act Amendment Act, 1900.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
is a non-contentious Bill, and it le very Im-
portant it should pass to enable the banks
interested to carry out agreements which

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN.

have been made, and I would suggest, after
the second reading, that the hon. gentle-
man move to have the rules suspended and
pass it and send it to the other House.

Hon. Mr. 3IILLS-That is what I propose
to do. When we go into committee I pro-
,pose to insert la the 30th line, after the
word 'Bank' the words 'but without in-
terest,' so that when a bank puts up
money with the Receiver General for the
purpose of complying with the provisions
of this law, it being put up l the interest
of the bank itself, and to facilitate it in
carrying out this arrangement, the govern-
inent shall not be charged with interest
while the money is in its possession.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
quite (sutie that suggestion was not made by
the hon. gentleman opposite (hon. Mr. Cox).
However, I am glad to see this new depar-
ture. We are advancing.

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

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on the Bill.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN from the com-
n ittee reported the Bill with an amend-
ment, which was concuried in.

The Bill wa.s then read the third time and
passed.

TRADE DISPUTES BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (187) 'An Act to aid in the pre-
vention and settlement of trade disputes.
and to provide for the publication of statis-
tical industrial information.' He said : The
object of this Bill is to provide for aiding
in the settlement of trade disputes between
employers and their workmen. It author-
izes the establishment of boards of concilia-
tion. It 1s a purely voluntary Act. There is
no compulsion about it. It also provides
for the publication of a trades gazette. I
wll explain the details lu committee.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is just the part
of the Bill that my hon. friend referred to as
he sat down that I propose to make a few
remarks on-that is the publication of this
gazette and compilation of statisties. It
really contemplates the establishment of a
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department of labour, but there will be
ample opportunity to discuss that in com-
mittee ; tlierefore I forego the discussion of
dt now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
not a contentious Bill. It does not amount
to anything, and consequently cannot do
luch harin or much good to the labourer
or ito the employers. What the result of
gathering statistical information may be, I
cannot say, but it is a step in the riglit di-
rection and has been in contemplation for
many years. A good deal will depend on the
Eelection to be made of the man who com-
piles the statistics and publishes the Gazette.
If any improper appolntment -should be
made, it will be within the control of par-
liament.

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

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-

ing of Bill (132) 'An Act to amend the Rail-
way Act.' He said : There is only one novel-
ty in this Bill. AIL the clauses excejpt two
are in substitution of clauses which already
exist in the Railway Act, and can be more
conveniently considered in committee. The
departure to which I refer is giving the
Railway Committee power to Jocate sta-
tions under certain circumstances, and au-,
thorizing the closing up and sale of a rail-
way which is already bankrupt. That
'Poweýr already exists in some of the pro-
vinces. certainly in Ontario. and tlis Bill'
gives the same power over railways so far
as the jurisdiction of this parliament is con-
cerned.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-With-
Out pronouncing an opinion for or agalnst
this Bill, I think any one who will take the
trouble to read It will find that, although it
1s a short Bill. It is not unimportant In any
sense. It Introduces new features which
have never been recognized in this country
before. It gives power to the Minister of
Railways, through the Governor in Council,
to compel the location of a station. When
it was first Introduced, I understood It to
apply to railways that had recelved govern-

right, it gives power to the Governor in
Council to supervise the location of stations
in one clause, and in another gives the
power to direct where they shall be built.
That is a matter that might receive a good
deal of consideration pro and con. There
are cases, no doubt, which miglit justify
it. However, it dis giving extraordinary
power to a government to interfere with
railways.

Hon. Mûr. SCOTT-The Railway Commit-
tee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It has
to be approved of by the Governor in Coun-
cil as well as the Railway Committee of the
Privy Council. Thle Railway Committee is
only a creature of the government. This
is a new provison altogether. It has not
existed in the paist. Whether they should
have that power where a company con-
structs a road with its own money Is very
questionable. It is a question whether the
Power should be given, even where a subsidy
lias been granted. It places an extra-
ordinary power in the hands of the govern-
ment of the day, which umight be used pro-
perly or Improperly, as the case might be.
They propose to control this particular branch
of raAlway enterprise where they have given
a subsidy, but if tley propose to buy a rail-
way which they have largely subsidized,
they pay full value for it still, where they
have purchased in the past, they did not
take that into consideration. I do not
know that the Senate w1ll object to the
ýprinciple laid down in the Bill, or whether
individuals may objeet or not, but I object,
speaking for myself to placing arbitrary
Power in the hands of any goverument
whilch can be <used for political or personal
purposes. I do not say that it would be used
Improperly, but it could be used improperly,
and it is a question whether such power
Should be given. The House of -Commons
hats, however, given that p1ower by a very
vonsiderable majority. The bill is jnate-
rially changed from what it was when first
introduced by the Minister of Rallways and
Canais. Might I repe'at the question whicti
I asked yesterday, whether it ls the Inten-
tion of the government, after the second
reading, to move to have the Bill referred
to the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs

ment subsidies, but if my memory serves me, and Harbours, as was done in the Lower
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House, or do they propose simply to refer
it to a Coanmittee of the Whole House ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think we would pre-
fer to refer it to a Committee of the Whole
House. My hon. friend kinows that a good
many of the members of the Railway Com-
mittee are away, and there are many mem-
beils of the House who are not members
of the Rai-lway Committee, who might want
to take part in discussing the clauses of the
.Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--I do
fnot thiuk there is any doubt of getting a
'quorum. If the members are away, It is
no fault of those who are here. The reason
for not sending it to the commIttee Is, that
'the Bill has been kept so long in the House
of Commons.

The motion was agreed to,
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

and the Bill

Ottawca, Wednesday, July 11, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE TEMAGAMI RAILWAY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
had placed in my hands three affidavits in
reference to the resolution which was

the mayor of the town acknowledges that
he signed it under a misapprehension, not
knowing its contents. He adds that this
statement made by the mayor was in the
presence of his solicitor, and would have
made a declaration to the effect that he
signed it under a misalpprehension, if Father
Paradis would have consented to forgo any
prosecution for slander, which he refused
to do. Father Paradis also states that, of
the other three councillors who have not
made declarations, one acknowledged the
truth of the statements made In the affidavit,
but refused to sign a declaration. The
otber was away from the place and could
not be seen. The sIxth was the son of the
mayor, and he did not think he would be
justified in asking that gentleman to make
any declaration on the subject. I make this
statement, In justice to a gentleman who
was certainly vilified by the petition which
was read bere-that is, vilified if the state-
nients contained in that petition were un-
true. I do so for the purpose of bringing
under the notice of the Senate the care
which should be exercised In dealing with pe-
titions presented here. I could not, nor could
any one, blame any senator for reading a
petition which had been placed in bis bands,
containing the name of the mayor of the
town from which it purported to emanate,
and also the clerk of the municipality, to-
gether with the corporate seal, and yet I
hold in my hand these three affidavits to
which I have referred, declaring that
no such resolution was ever paàsed
by the council, or that the sub-
ject came before the council. I might
add that there is another statement
here, signed by a number of gentlemen of
the town of Sturgeon Falls, among them
barristers, merchants and others, declaring

read in this House, alleged to have beenthat the imputations cast ou te character
passed by the council of Sturgeon Falls, re- of Fatier Paradis are untrue aud unfound
flecting on the character of Father Parn- cd. sud that be eujoys a reputable and
dis. I stated to the parties that I would unimpeaciable character. I shah not waste
comply with their wishes by laying these'the time of the Senate by reading these. I
affidavits on the Table. justice to Fat have given a fair synopsis f wa
Paradis I think they should be read. He tain, and as au act of justice to tHe reverend
produces aftidavits of three out of the six of gentleman who bs been s0 maligned in the
the councillors of the village of Sturgeon petition. purporting to core from the cor-
Falls, in wbich they state that no such re- poratiol-that is, if the statemeuts I bave
solution was ever passed by that council as read to thc fouse are true. Noue of us
w-as read bere the other day against the wouid like to be maligned as Fatier Paradis
change of the route from Sturgeon Falls to wVernon. Hie also states in these letters t that asbrt mpttion undc e the eaal ftce

core Sotie ofCth Sthesb geante thse I

HavegiveSarfirAsnopssZofwhattheycon
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affidavits I have here declares to be a forg-
ery.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-I was not present when
my hon. friend commenced his remarks on
this subject, but I gather from what he has
said that his object is to put riglit a gentle-
man who has been very mucli vilified by
the reading of a petition in this House some
days ago. Wlien it was being read, I confess
It shocked me very muchi. I knew some-
thing of the locality and of the gentleman
himself, and I turned around and suggested
to the senior member from Halifax that he
should not proceed with it. Acting on that
advice, lie did suppress the last two pages
of it. I recognize the fact that a document,
Presented under such circumstances was
manifestly unfair, and that it should not
be read, because it was got up ln an im-
Proper -way, and at a time when the town
of Sturgeon Falls was very much exctted
Over this matter and were opposing a pro-
position in which they did not concur. I
am very glad the hon. gentleman has
broug'ht up the matter. .

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
letter is addressed to me. If it had been ad-
dressed to the Senate, I should have present-
ed it. and asked that it be read. I would
advise the bon. gentleman to read the docu-
Ment.

ELECTION LAW AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND 'READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
1ng of Bill (133) ' An Act to consolidate and
alend the law relating to the election of
Members of the House of Commons.' He
said : The changes In this Bill are not
numerous, so far as the general principles
Of the law are concerned, and I will ask
the House to give the Bill a second reading,
as I appreliend there is no objection to the

rinciple, and we can consider each clause
Of the Bill when it Is referred to committee.

lon. Mr. LANDRY-Is the Bill published
in French ?

lion. Mr. MILLS-I cannot tell my lon.
friend.

ion. Mr. LANDRY-Then I object.

Hon. Mr MILLS-If my hon. friend ob-
jects, that is a reason for not golng on. If

the House consents to the second reading
of the Bill, then we could consider every
detail when we go into committee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
lion. friend from Stadacona understands
English better than some of us do, and I
hope lie will not press his objection, al-
thougi the Bill siould be printed in the two
languages.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It is not because I
do not understand English, but it is a ques-
tion of right. If there is not to be a dis-
cussion now, all right, I shall not press my
opinion ; but if there is a discussion, I shall
object.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Under
the circumstances, I shall forego the re-
marks I intended to make until we go into
committee.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There are one or
two amendments that I think will be re-
quired to be made to this Bill, and whether
it would be desirable that notice of them
should be given, or whether they should be
left for consideration until we reach that
part of the Bill is a question. They are
amendments, which were considered in the
other House. If the hon. gentleman who
has the Bill in charge thinks it desirable
that notice should be given, that might be
done to-day. I thought, probably, there
would be some discussion to-day, and In the
course of that discussion. these amendments,
which are not very many, and I do not
think would be considered serious at all,
could be brought out in the discussion, gnd
that it wou.ld not be necessary to put a
notice on the Order paper. In fact, I do not.
know that a notice would be necessary .in
any case.

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

GAME PRESERVATION IN YUKON TER-
RITORY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (190) ' An Act respecting the pre-
servation of game In the Yukon.' He said :
This is a very short Bill. It consists of one
clause, and confers upon the commissioner
and council of the North-west Territories
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the power to make regulations for the pre-
servation of game in that part of the coun-
try. Hon. gentlemen will see that it is a
proper provision in order that the game
nay not be exterminated there.

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

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order of the Day being called:
Considerition of the amendments made in

Committee of he Whole House to (Bill 189) 'An
Act th anend the Act respecting the judges of
provincial courts.'-(Hon. Mr. Milis.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS-With the consent of the
House I move that the House go back into
committee for the purpose of reconsidering
the propriety of restoring the section whieh
was struck out yesterday. I hope this will
meet with the approbation of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Can
that be done without notice ? When in
committee a clause was struck out of the
Bill, and the proposition now is to refer the
Bill back to committee for the purpose of
restoring that clause. I ask, as a matter of
practice, whether that can be done with-
out giving notice ln order that those who
may hold views different from the views of
the hon. gentleman, or who may change
their views, should be present.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will see
that we are considering the report of the
committee, and in the consideration of that
report we may ask the House to go into com-
mittee for the purpose of making any altera-
tion, amendment or restoration, because, in
doing so we are considering the report, and
I would not think that, when the notice on
the Order paper is the consideration of the
report, that any further notice is required to
consider it from this point of vlew.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-As I understand this
matter, the other day the hon. Minister of
Justice moved that the order be discharged.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I do not
think we are gaining anything by this
motion. It Is not an ordinary motion. Sup-
posing the motion of the hon. Minister of
Justice is lost, where would we be ? We

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

will be in a position to decide, if we adopt
that report or do not adopt it, and why not
do that at once ? If the majority of the
House are in favour of adopting the report,
there is no use putting the other motion.
If the majority is against It, then comes
the time to refer it back to committee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is a very common
motion, when the report of a committee is
before the House, that the report be not
now received, but that it be referred back to
committee with instructions to alter, amend,
change, or restore a clause in the Bill. Of
course the sense of the House is taken on
that. If there is a majority of the
House against reconsidering the subject,
that of course puts an end to that
particular clause. The hon. Minister
of Justice cannot move that the House
concur in a principle he was opposed
to, and he therefore asks to get the
opinion of the House that the proposal of
the chairman of the committee to the House
be not concurred in, but that it be an in-
struction to go back into committee and
restore the clause. The sense of the louse
can be taken on that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The words are 'con-
sideration of the amendments,' and the
amendment was that the clause should be
struck out, and in the consideration of that
I am asking that the House go back into
committee for the purposes of reconsidera-
tion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
Is force in what the hon. gehtleman from
Montarville has said, and also, in part, in the
remarks made by the hon. Secretary of
State, but when he says that the Minister
of Justice could not move the adoption of
these amendments because he does not con-
cur in them, that is laying down the prin-
ciple that when amendments are made to
any Bill, with which amendments the party
who introduced It does not concur, he should
let it drop and not move concurrence. If
he desired to have the Bill go through as
amended, he would simply move concur-
rence and thereby affirm the principle of the
Bill itself. Upon reflection, I arm not sure
that the hon. gentleman Is not right, but
the motion should be that the amendments
be not concurred in, but that the Bill be
referred back to the committee to recon-
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sider It, and then if the majority of the
flouse say No, it will be for the Minister
Of Justice to say whether he will drop his
Bill altogether, or whether he will move con-
ceurrence in the amendment. If not, some
one else will do it, and then the Bill could
be passed so far as it affects the Judges of
the North-west and the Yukon districts.

ion. Mr. MILLS-I will make the motion
in that way.

The House divided on the motion which
Was lost on the following division.

Contents :
Hon. Messrs.

Bu rpee,
Casgrain

(de Lanaudière),
Cox,
Dever,
Fulford,
Gillmor,
Kerr,
Lovitt,
Mills.
Paquet,

Pelletier (Sir Alphonse),
Speaker,

Fower,
Sco tt,
Templeman,
Thibaudeau (Rigaud),
Vidal,
Watson,
Yeo,
Young.-19.

Non-Contents

Hon. Messrs.
Allan, Macdonald (P.EI.),
Armand,
Baird, McKee,
Baker, McKindsey,
Bernier, McLaren,
Boucherville, de MeMilian,

(C.M.G.), Montpislr,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie), O'Brien,
Carling (Sir John), Owens,
Clemo w
Dobson, Prie,
Ferguson, Primrose,

lion. Mr. MII1 LS moved that the nmend-

M(ents be concurred Pn.

The motion was Magreed to.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWFELL-In or-
der to have the record correct, it wilh lie
flecessnry to suspend n rule, because there is
an amendment, and being n public Bill, It
cOuMd not be rend without the suspension 0f
the OBee.

on. '.%r. L OILLS-The bouse went Ito
'e]mte and the nmendment was made
.Vesterday.

Son. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELv.-But
Wo cnn only proceed one stage to-day. I
think I a correct In that position.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The rue is that a pb-
cl Bi shah n ot be read re third t e on

the same day on which it is reported
committee when any amendment has
made in committee, but this Bill came
Committee yesterday, so that this rule
not apply.
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been
from
does

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I will
not push the matter further, if it is going
to interfere at all with the passage of the
Bill, but the senior member for Halifax
knows as well as any hon. member in tlis
House, that the object of that rule is to pre-
vent a Bill taking two stages in one day
under certain cireumstances. The report
was imade yesterday, and the stage was tak-
en to-day, of the adoption of lit, and it is
clear that the next stage would be the third
reading.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Rule 41 says:

No Bill shall be read the third time the same
day that the Bill is reported from committee,
when any amendments have been made in com-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That does not apply to
this. The rule reads :

No Bill shall be read twice the same day; no
Committee of the Whole House shall proceed on
any Bill the same day the Bill is read a second
time, and no Bill shall be read the third time
the sane day that the Bill is reported from the
committee when any amendments have been
made in the comminttee.

Now, If I had moved yesterday for the
third reading of the Bill, it would be neces-
sary to suspend the rule, but no Bill shall
be read the third time the same day. It
does not say that no Bill shall be read the
third time the same day that the report is
considered. That would be a different pro-
position.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-But are we not to
consider the report to-day ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly, but it is not
the same day that the report Is presented.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

THE CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT
BILL.

MESSAGE FROM HOUSE OF COMMONS
CONSIDERED.

The Order of the Day being called:

Further consideration of the Message from the
House of Commons disagreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senate to the amendments made by
the House of Commons to (Bill K) 'An Act fur-
ther to amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'
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Hon. Mr. ILLS moved that the Senate
insist on their disagreement to the third
amendment made by the House of Com-
mons to the said Bill. He said : That is
the amendment which makes it a new crime
to get credit under false pretenses. That
seemed to me a dangerous power to put
In the hande of a creditor who was trust-
ing a party, and who would be tempted to
construe the words used by him, if he falled
to get his pay, in the way most favourable
to himself, and that where there was a ver-
bal understanding or conversation between
the parties, it would be an unusual power to
put in the hands of a creditor.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Minister of Justice having taken that ground,
of course It ,is not for tho6e who voted for
that amendment before to object to the
course he Is pursuing, but I should like to
ask him whether he thlnks this is going to
jeopardize the existence of the whole Bill ?
Because we were led to believe-not only
that, but the House was covertly threatened
the last time we had the Bill under discue-
sion, that if we insisted upon our amend-
ments, there was great danger of losing the
Bill. I suppose the Minister of Justice can
give us some explanation which will ease the
consciences of those who voted with him
before.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This amendment was
not put before. We only put the first one.
lu this case, I might say, upon lnquiry I
find that there is a dlvision of opinion
in the House of Commons on the subject,
and I have reason to think that if we insist
upon the rejection of this amendment it
will not be pressed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
very mach obliged to the hon. gentleman
for telling me that this was not the motion
which was put before, as I might have been
labouring under a misapprehension. The
only question I asked him was whether our
insisting on this amendment would jeopar-
dize the Bill.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I understand a number
of lawyers in the other House think It an
exceedingly improper thlng to create a new
offence, an offence which may be a very
dangeroue one in the community.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
glad they have learned something.

Hon. Mr. MILLS

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-You place a man, who
has made a verbal declaration to obtaining
goods, in the hands of his creditor. He may
be arrested and put in jail, and before his
statement of it could be given very serious
injury might be done.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I should
like to remark that in voting on another
amendment we were told that if we did not
accept the first amendment from the other
House, we should endanger the whole Bill,
and some members may have been influenced
by that threat not to vote as they would
otherwise have voted. Let us examine the
vote we gave the other day. We passed
a resolution by which we agreed to the
amendment made by the House of Com-
mons-that is, that the law shall go into
operation only on the first of January. I
did not hear the Speaker declare that a
message should be sent to the Bouse of
Commons to inform them that we had
agreed to that amendment ?

The SPEAKER-I remember particularly
stating that it should be sent.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Has
it been sent ? I have justrmade that inquiry
whether a message has been sent to the
House of Commons acquainting that House
that the Senate did not insist upon the
first amendment, and I am informed that
it has not been, and that the clerk was
waiting, I think very properly, until the
whole of the amendments were disposed of,
so that it is still in the hands of the House.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-If it is
still in the hande of the House, I do not
see exactly how we could recall the mo-
tion, although I think I have established
that some of us voted under a misappre-
hension that if we insisted on our amend-
ment we would kill the Bill, but we can
do this : supposing what I said at first le
correct, it is a resolution which we have
passed. We can rescind a resolution, but
we have not the right to bring up the same
resolution again. If I understand the posi-
tion, it is this : there are in Montreal-per-
haps It ls so in other cities also-a number
of people running lotterles, in which more
particularly poor servant girls and young
people put their money. I am sure the Min-
ister of Justice ls in favour of suppressing
those lotteries, and I suppose a majority In
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the House of Commons are also in favour of
suppre.ssing them. If the law were to come
into operation on the first of September,
these lotteries would be soon stopped. If
it does not become law until the first Jan-
Uary, they will have four months more in
Which to continue their swindling opera-
tions. But, as I said before, although we
may rescind a resolution, we cannot mole
the same motion again. We can, however,
move another motion, and I should think
the Minister of Justice would agree to this :
Why not say the Bill shall come into opera-
tion on the first January, except that part
relating to lotteries, which shall come into
force on the first of September. The hon.
gentleman seems not to approve of that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-At the present time we
have this second proposition before us, and

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, I think that It Is
highly probable that that would be the
effect, but this clause goes further than
that in this respect, that that is con'fined to
those who are organized under the Trades
Unions Act, while this would embrace any
voluntarily organization-that is persons
who are not in the trades unions. If they
choose to form voluntarily organizations for
the protection of labour, they would have
the same rights as the trades unions ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If
that be the interpretation, it simply means
this, that any body of men who think proper
to enter into a combination of working men
for the purpose of doing that which this
clause makes a crime in another class of
men, they would be exempt from the pen-
alty. Let us read it and see what it says:

Would it not be well to dispose of this and Every one is guilty of an indictable offence and
the next one, and then take the first amend- liable to a penalty not exceeding $4,000 and not

less than $200, or to two years' imprisonment,ment ? or, if a corporation, is liable to a penalty not
exceeding $10,000 and not less than $1,000, who

The motion was agreed to. conspires, combines, agrees or arranges with
any other person, or with any railway, steam-

o ship, steamboat or transportation company-
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understand there Cani (a) to unduly lmit the facilities for transport-

be only one message to the House of Com- ing, producing, manufacturing, supplying, stor-
mons, and that our agreement or disagree- ing or dealing in any article or commodity which

25 1 may be a subject of trade or commerce;
ment would not be reported piecemeal. I
move : Any person committing that offence shall

be subject to a penalty. All that would
That the Senate do not insist on their agree- have to be done, under thisexception, wouldInent to the fifth amendment made by the House berdon under this exepi n o

of Commons to the said Bill, but concur in the be for a certain class or number of men to
said amneudment. organize themselves into a combine of work-

That is the amendment relating to the lng men, and then perpetrate the very Act

labour clause. which this clause is intended to punish.
Then you go on to subclause b :

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I (b) To restrain or injure trade or commerce
took pretty strong grounds, from my own relation ta any such article or commodity;
standpoint, against this amendment when it The sare combination of men under simi-
Was discussed before. If I understand the lar circumstances could place therselves In
position of the Minister of Justice in refer- a Position, under the law-lf the interpreta-
ence to this matter, It Is that he is of opin- tion Put on the clause by the Minister of
ion that unless this exemption be made, it Justice be correct-to violate this section »f
Will interfere with the rights and privileges the law whlch Imposes a penalty of $10,000

af the working men ac u employees who have as a minimum.

combines under the Trades Unions Act. Am
I Correct In assuming that was one of the
principal reasons ? Let me repeat It : The
hon. -gentleman, and those who took sides
With him, were fearful that unless this ex-
emption be made to this clause, it would
Interfere with the rights now enjoyed by
'Working men under the Trades Unions Act,
or some other Acts under ivhlch they are
organized.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That Is in the case
of a corporation ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOW'ELL-Yes.
The heavier penalty applies to corporations.
However, that does not affect my argument.
The third offence is :

(c) To unduly prevent, limit or lessen themanufacture or production of any such article
or commodity, or to unreasonably enhance the
price thereof ;
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If a combination of manufacturers violate
this clause, they are subject to heavy penal-
ties. If it is done by a combination of work-
ing men, who may combine for the very
purpose of violating it, they are not liable
to any penalties. Or ln other words that
which is a crime in one class or corporation
becomes a virtue in another. Whether that
is correct legislation or not is for the Senate
to say. Then there is sub-clause d as
follows :

To unduly prevent or lessen competition in the
production, manufacture, purchase, barter, sale,
transportation or supply of any such article or
conuodity, or in the price of insurance upon per-
son or property.

This goes so far as to bring within its scope
andi meaning an insurance company-insu-
rance of property against fire, or life assur-
ance. If there is combination to put up the
price of insurance by the companies, then
they are subject to heavy penalties, as high
as ten thousand dollars, and of being sent
to jail. If, however, it is done by a
conbinaition of workmen, it would not
be a crime. The question would at once
arise, what constitutes workmen. Would
not a numîber of clerks in an insur-
ance office be workmen just as well as a
number of men who are employed in a
workshop ? Work does not consist altoge-
ther in manual labour, as we generally speak
of it. I venture the assertion that the hon.
Minister of Justice works more hours and
more assiduously than any mechanie in this
town, and has done so to his own injury.
That is just as much work as if he laboured
at a bench. I have worked at the bench and
I have worked at the case dn a printing
office, and I have worked as many hours 1
think as any man of my age. I have work-
,ed in the editorial room and worked at-
tempting to legislate in the interests of my
country. It is all work, and can I not be
classed as a workman ? If a number of us
get together and combine, if we are manu-
facturers, we subject ourselves to a penalty.
If, however, we are a combination of in-
dividuals. then we do not subject ourselves
to a penalty. under the exception to the
clause. That is the great objection I have
to it. At the same time, I wish it distinct-
ly understood,-and I think I am not only
voicing my own opinion. but voicing the
opinions of the senior member from Halifax,
because he expressed them here, and I also

Hon. ýSir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

think I am voicing the opinion of those who
have taken somewhat the same view of this
question that I have-that we have no desire
notwithstanding the attacks which have
been made upon us by government organs,
to interfere with the rights of workmen in
their combinations and trade unions. I
repudiated that, but some journals, among
tlwm the leading government organ in On-
tario, never can find a kindly word to say
of the Senate, and when they speak of the
Senate, in ninety-nine cases out of a hun-
dred they misrepresent us, and, to use a
short and terse Anglo-Saxon word, they lie,
as they did in connection with this matter,
though we expressed our views very strong-
ly upon this question. In order to put on
record my views on this subject I move an
amendment reserving to workmen and
trades unions all the rights and privileges
they now enjoy.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Hear, hear!

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
have no desire to interfere with them. I
sympathize with workmen much more than
those who are ever prating about them. They
should have their rights and privileges, but
no more rights than any other of Her Ma-
jesty's subjects, and I do hope the hon. Min-
ister of Justice will accept this amendment.
It will answer the purpose he las in view,
and will meet the views, I think, of the
members of the House of Commons wbo
insi'sted on the retention of this clause. The
amendment which the Commons asks us to
adopt reads as follows :-

Nothing In this section shall be construed to
apply to combinations of workmen or employees
for their own reasonable protection as such work-
men or employees.

I move in amendment that we do not con-
cur in this amendment but that we suggest
a provision of this kind :

Provided, that nothing In the foregoing clause
shall be construed to apply to any rights now
enjoyed by combinations of workmen or em-
ployees under the law as now existIng.

That reserves to them all the rights and
privileges that they enjoy under the law,
and. at the same time, it does not exempt
individuals entering into combinations to
do that which this law makes a very severe
crime. Whether the hon. gentleman will
accept that or not, I cannot say. That is
m.V view.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have already Indicated
My objection and why I was so very per-
sistent when this question was before the
House, because it was a part of the original
Bill, and that ls, that this reservation Is sIm-
Ply a reservation to trades unions and not
to anybody else. Those are the only per-
sons that are specially protected by that
Provision in the Bill. My hon. friend con-
fines the protection to these parties who are
Protected now. This amendment says :

Nothing In this section shall be construed to
apply to combinations of workmen or employees
for their own reasonable protection.

It does not go beyond that. It is what Is for
their reasonable protection. If they acted
Improperly, if they used unreasonable means
to protect themselves, they would bring
themselves within the provisions of the law,
but the court must hold that what they do
is necessary for their reasonable protection
1n order that they may enjoy the immunity
intended to be secured to them, and I know
no reason why men who are ordinary lab-
Ourers, and who are not within the trades
Unions, should be placed upon an inferior
footing. It Is because they are labourers,
and because they are workmen, that I think
a reasonable protection ought to be given
them, and I should be very sorry myself to
inClude a provision in the criminal law that

WOuld compel persons to join a particular
111nion that otherwise would not go into it at
al. So that my hon. friend will see why I
differ from the view he has erpressed. That
resolution, if carried, would simply protect
those that are provIded for under the trades
Union law. I think when you undertake to
give protection to men and to except them
Out of a class that may be punished, you
should make it broad enough to include all
those who are In like pursuits, and who
require protection of the same kind, and so
I should prefer the provision in the Bili in-
stead of the suggestion made by the hon.
leader of the opposition.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I may say, In reply to
"What has fallen from the hon. Minister of
Justice, that I do not think the word 'rea-
sonable ' Is very much protection to the
Public, because If a combination of work-
nien ie alleged to have offended against the
law, and the matter comes up for trial and
It ls tried before a jury, It would be probably
almost impossible to secure a conviction if

64

the word 'reasonable' is allowed to remain
there. Anything a workingman could do,
would be held by a great many jurors to be
reasonable. So that I do not think that
word counts for much. While there Is a
good deal of force in what the hon. Minister
of Justice has said on the subject of com-
binations of workmen outside the union, I
do not think that there Is as much force ln
it as might appear at first sight, because
nearly all the difficulties. which have arisen
between workmen and employers have
arisen between trades unions and employers.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Alto-
gether.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Not between unor-
ganIzed workmen, and the amendment pro-
Posed by the hon. leader of the opposition
does not exempt the trades unions from the
operation of section 520.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
have no objection to putting that word in.

Hon. M&r. POWER-It says they will have
the protection of the Trades Union Act,
which reads :

The purposes of any trade union shall not,
by reason merely that they are in restraint of
trade, be deemed to be unlawful so as to render
any member of such trade union liable to crimi-
nal prosecution, or otherwise, so as to render
void or voidable any agreement or trust.
And this amendment says that that enact-
ment, which was made deliberately, shall
remain in force as to trades unions, and
that 1s as much as the workingman can
reasonably expect. It does not seem to say
that any combination of workmen should
be allowed to do the things which are for-
bidden by section 520, any ýmore than any
other men; and then, as the hon. leader of
the opposition pointed out, this exemption Is
not confined to workmen strictly so called':
it says employees. That meanus that the
employees of a railway company can con-
spire together for the purpose of preventing
the running of trains, and they would not
come under the operation of this Rili if it Is
amended In this way-at least they would
have to satisfy the jury that their conduct
was reasonable. The reasons which we sent
down to the House of Commons why we
should not agree to this amendment are
good and substantial, because the Trades
Union Act, chapter 131, of the revised
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statutes, gives the necessary protection to
combinations of workmen, and because there
does not appear to be any substantial reason
why any class of persons should be exempted
from the operation of section 520, of the
Criminal Code. The only reasonable ob-
jection taken to that resolution was that
taken by the hon Minister of Justice to the
effect that it did not apply to unorganized
workmen. What was the answer of the
House of Commons to that resolution of
ours ? They said :

Because this amendment seems to be essen-
tial to combinations of workmen for the legiti-
mate protection of their rights.

And they did not point out how it was
necessary for the legitimate protection of
workmen that they should unduly limit the
facilities for transporting and manufactur-
ing, and so on. It is clear, on the face of
It, that the reason given by the Commons
is not a substantial reason. There is no
necessity for this exemption for the working
man at all.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--The proposal of the hon.
leader of the opposition, If carried out would
have the effect of forcing all bodies of men
into the unions. We know very well now
that there are many employers of labour who
will not employ union men. I know what
I see every day. I read constantly of em-
ployers of labour saying: •You may remain
in my service, but you must not become a
union man.' There is great objection on
the part of employers to the men forming
into a union. It is not fair that the men
who are not permitted to go into the union
should not be permitted to unite for their
own ,protection. The policy should not bhe
to drive men into the union, which would
be the result of the carrying out of the
proposal of the hon. leader of the opposition.
I think that is a policy we should not favour,
because, as I said before, there are very
considerable bodies of men w-ho are not in
the union. They are outside of the union
because their employers object to the union.
They think the union exercises a tyrannical
power over them, and they keep them out,
but if they are kept out of the union, they
should be allowed to unite among them-
selves.

IIon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend from
Halifax thinks everything is unreasonable
except what he himself has favoured.

Hon. Mr. POWER.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear!

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend from
Halifax succeeded, with the aid of the lion.
leader of the opposition in having this clause
struck out of the Bill. What did they pro-
pose? They proposed that, as far as the
trades union is concerned, the members of
that union shall enjoy this privilege, which
they say the labouring classes outside of
the unions should not enjoy. That is the
proposition. It is to make an exception to
this provision of the law, section 520, to
exempt froni the operation of that law all
those who are protected now, under the
Trades Union Act. I am not prepared to
support discriminating legislation and to
confer on one class of workmen protection
that I would not extend to another. The
only effect of that is, in order that a man
may have protection, to compel him to join
a trade union. If people choose voluntarily
to go Into a trade union, it is their right to
do so, but if they remain outside, It is their
right to remain outside, and you are not
going to help the position of the man to
exercise his individual independence by un-
dertaking to crush him between a provision
of the criminal law and the power of a
strong labour organization. I think it is
perfectly clear that all the labouring classes
should enjoy equal protection for a like
reason. This provision reads :

Nothing ln this section shali be construed to
apply to combinations of workmen or employeea
for their own reasonable protection as such
workmen or employees.

They are entitled to undertake to organize
so far as such organization is necessary for
their own protection. They are entitled to
act so far as that may be necessary, and If
my hon. friend's amendment, which is sup-
ported by the hon. senior member for Hall-
fax, was carried, every nember of the
trade union would have all the protection
we propose to give by this provision of the
Bill, but no other workingman would. Now,
I say that that is a distinction that ought
iiot to exist. I am perfectly sure of this,
that the rejection of this provision will de-
feat the Bill. It seems to me that there Is
no reason whatever assigned. My hon.
friend behind me has mentioned that it is
important to give to the unorganized labour-
ers the same protection that you give to
those within those organlzed bodies, and my
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hon. friend says that is an assumption that
this will have that effect. I do not think
it is an assumption at all; but if it is, it
will do no mischief even from their point
of view. It seems to me a reasonable pro-
vision. The hon. gentleman argued, when
the Bill was up In the first instance, that
you did not need to exempt any body of or-
ganized labour or unorganized labour. That
is an intelligible proposition. You say pre-
cisely on what grounds the parties are pro-
ceeding, but it has been felt for a great
many years in the United Kingdom, and in
this country, that in order that the labourer
may protect himself adequately against
capital-especially those employed in ordin-
ary skilled pursuits-they require a power
which the mere capitalist does not require,
which lie himself possesses in another form,
for the maintenance of his right. In doing
this, it seems to me that we are simply
acting upon the lines of that legislation
which gave protection to trades unions; and
we are giving to all the labouring classes,
in so far as they choose to organize them-
selves, whether by voluntary association or
otherwise the same protection. That is
reasonable, and the declaration is not that
there shall be protection for certain organiza-
tions, and not for others, but they are
exempt for the reasonable protection of
-workmen, and of that the jury are to be the
judges.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think the dis-
tinction attempted to be drawn by the Min-
ister of Justice between trades people and
labourers-if lie is trying to draw that dis-
tinction-is well founded. A combination
of labourers is a trade union, as well as a
Combination of mechanics. The Act pro-
vides :

2. In this Act, uniess the context otherwise re-
quires the expression ' Trade Unian ' means such
Combination, whether temporary or permanent,
for regulating the relations between workmen
and masters, or for imposing restrictive condi-
tions on the conduct of any trade or business,
as would, but for this Act, bave been deemed
to be an unlawful combination by reason of some
one or more of its purposes being in restraint of
trade.

Now, this law which produces, as the hon.
Minister of Justice says, such an unsatis-
factory condition of things has been in
-operation since 1872.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What law ?
64J

Hon. Mr. POWER-This Trades Union
Act. The hon. gentleman claims that It
makes a distinction, but that law has been
in operation since 1872.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I should like to ask the
lion. gentleman to explain to the House what
there is in this clause as it stands that he
objects to, or thinks inferior to the section
of the Act which lie has read.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Well, If the provision
in the existing law is quite equivalent to
this, this is surplusage, and why should it
be enacted ?

Hon. Mr MILLS-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
has to take one horn of the dilemma or the
other. I say It means more than the
paragraph In the Trades Union Act. If It
means more, we object to it; if It does not
mean more, It is surplusage, because we have
the law already.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, we are repeaiing it,
and my hon. friend Is making a proposition
to restore the law which we are about to
repeal.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not understand
that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I ad-
here to the opinion that I expressed before
when the matter was under consideration,
and the hon. Minister of Justice has paid
me the compliment of saying it is a con-
sistent principle. I do not think any law
should be put on the statute-book that
favours one man more than another, so far
as the commission of a crime Is concerned.
There may be circumstances under which
concessions are made to individuals when
they have rights under patent laws or copy-
rights, but when you make a crime, the ques-
tion must necessarily arise as to whether it
can possibly be a virtue in me if I commit it,
and a crime in my neighbour to commit the
same act. That is the principle I laid down,
and in order to meet the objections taken to
the position that we had assumed when the
question was first under consideration, that
If those provisions of the Trades Union Act,
or any other Act on the statute-book, which
made concessions to a certain class of peo-
ple were to be Interfered with by this Bill,
then I was willing to meet that, though I
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hold strongly to the other view. It does
not follow because one holds strong views
on a question, that one should not yield when
he wants to make a law as perfect as pos-
sible. The position of the Secretary of State
Is this: If we confine those rights to the
trades unions, It drives into the unions peo-
ple who would not otherwise go there, and
in order to enable those other individuals to
do that which is made a penal offence if a
manufacturer commits it, or If an unor-
ganized body of workmen commit it, that
they can do it with Impunity by going Into
a trades union. Hence, I say if there is
any force in his argument or In that of the
hon. Minister of Justice, it follows that we
sbould reject It altogether and make no com-
promise. The Trades Union Act was placed
on the statute-book properly to protect work-
ingmen as agaInst, he says, capital-although
I have not the strong views he holds on that
question. I think capital and labour will
find their own level If they are let alone, and
It Is a question for the House to consider
whether these combines have been ln the
interests of workingmen themselves or in
the interests of trade and commerce. I
have a copy of the Globe in my hand here,
which furnishes another Illustration of
how they deal with subjects of this kInd.
They give a fuU column deallng with the
question of strikes and the Interference with
trade. There le a detailed account of what
the result bas been in St. Louis, in the
United States. The depredations and crimes
committed there are described, but It takes
preclous good care not to condemn one
single Act, although some of those Acts were
the stripping of females naked to their
waists and tarring and feathering them,
because they dared to ride on a street car.
Is that right or wrong ? If we are to pass
a law to allow these combinations of work-
lugmen and labourera outside of these as-
sociations, you ought to repeal the clause
altogether.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Does the hon. gentle-
man pretend to say that this clause would
protect proceedings of that sort ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
clause gives power to certain workingmen
to do certain acts and these acts are de-
fined ln subclauses a, b, c and d of that
clause.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Oh, no.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
does it mean then ? It defines what are
crimes ln clauses a, b, c and d, and then It
says that It shall not apply, to combinations
of workingmen or employees. The pre-
sumption Is, that trades union people have
a riglit to do it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
it goes on to say they have the right, and
that the outside workingmen who do not
belong to these combines shall also be
exempt from the penalties. That Is the
argument of the hon. gentleman, as clear
as he can make It. I am not going to argue
the question any further. I have always
held strong views on this kind of legis-
lation. What I believe to be right I would
try to enforce, and I lay down this general
principle again, and I do not propose to go
beyond it, that what is a crime ln John la
equally a crime in Sam, and that which Is a
virtue ln the one cannot be a crime ln the
other. You lay down four distinct proposi-
tions in this Bill, that certain things are
wrong, and subject those who commit them
to heavy penalties; and then you Immediately
say It shall not apply to certain classes of
the community. That ls what I object to,
and If I had my way I should strike it out
altogether. I am not In favour of com-
bines. The law provides against them; but
to carry It to the length we propose to carry
it, I think is viclous legislation, and will do
a great deal of harm to trade and commerce,
and to the Individuals who engage In them.

Hon. MIr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I do not
see this matter in the same light the hon.
leader of the opposition des. The clause
providee that certain combines shall be an
offence. Another class, that Is those who
combine for their own reasonable protection,
shall not be subject to those penalties. That
is the way I understand that clause.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-Now, it
would be unreasonable to say that those
who combine for their own reasonable pro-
tection should be subject to these penalties.
It is quite right and proper that those who
unduly combine to commit this offence
should be punished, but where workingmen
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combine. for their own reasonable protec-
tion, I think they should be allowed to do
so without coming under a criminal Act ln
any shape or form. Entertaining that opin-
Ion, I have not seen any reason to depart
from it, and I am in favour of the clause
as it stands.

Hon. Sir MACKEDNZIE BOWELL-Then
why should not the exemption apply to
manufacturers as well as to those people ?
Because if they do not do it unduly, they
are in preciscly the same position as the
workman.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-If they
combine for their own reasonable protec-
tion, they should not be subject to a penalty.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Cannot
manufacturers do the same ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-If they
combine for certain purposes mentioned
ln the clause, they are lia.ble to the penalty,
but if they only combine for their own
reasonable protection they do not incur any
penalty.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
that apply equally to the manufacturer ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Would
that apply equally to a canning factory, or
a lobster factory,-if they unduly combine
they are subject to a penalty, but If work-
ingmen unduly combine there is no penalty.
If they do it unduly why should any class
be exempt from the penalty ?

Hon. Mr. MAODONALD (P.E.I.)-I do not
see that it exempts any except those who
combine reasonably for their own protec-
tion as workmen or employees. That is
qulte consistent with the first part of the
clause, which imposes penalties on certain
parties for what should be offences punish-
able under the law, but I cannot see that
there is any contradiction between that and
the provision that persons should be exempt
from penalty who only reasonably combine
for their own protection as such workmen
and employees.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
you exempt certain classes of people from
those penalties. That Is what I object to.

Hon. Mr. MACDONAD (P.'E.I.)-It ex-
empts them all if they do not contravene
the law.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Is there
any probability of the House of Commons
accepting this amendment ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL,-The
rejection of our amendment by the House
settles the matter. Then it goes back to
the House of Commons with only one of our
aiendments adhered to. If, however, this
amendment which I have moved should be
carried, the Minister of Justice has Intimat-
ed that the House of Commons will not
accept it. If they send word to us to that
effect, then a conference might be held, but
I am not prepared to carry It to that ex-
treme.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-One wants to vote
with some sort of consistency on those
amendments. We were told, in the first
instance when objections were raised to
the amendments of the House of Commons,
and we were disposed to Insist on our
original amendment, that if we did so the
Bill would be lost. I, myself, in conse-
quence of the strong representations made
by the Minister of Justice, abstained from
voting for the refusal to agree to the amend-
ment of the House of Commons, and insist-
ing upon our own amendment, with regard
to the question of lotteries, as I was told
by tal4on. gentleman, not only here ln the
Hoùse, but in conversation afterwards, that
he had reason to believe very strongly that
that our amendment would not be agreed to
in the House of Commons. Now, the sec-
ond amendment the hon. gentleman himself
has asked us to Insist upon, and, as I un-
derstand, has ascertained that it would not
be liable to miscarry in the House of Com-
mons, but would be accepted by them. But
we are told equally strongly that if we do
not agree to the third amendment of the
Commons-if, for instance, my hon. frIend's
(Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell's) amendment
were to pass here, the Bill would be thrown
out in the Commons. I do not want to have
the Bill thrown out, but I am really at a
loss to know what course to take.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The House will remem-
ber we deferred pressing the consideration
of this subject ln order that I might have
time to consult some of my colleagues in the
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other House, and other hon. gentlemen, and
I have found that, so far as the first amend-
ment was concerned, my representation herè
was strictly accurate, that it would certainly
endanger the Bill. Hon. gentlemen will re-
niember that for several years there were
certain art unions excepted out of the law,
and the parties conductIng them clalmed
that they were entitled to have a reasonable
time to close up those Institutions that have
existed under the law. Then, with regard
to the second amendment, in which we
have persisted in the course that we took, I
aseertained that there was a division of
opinion In the House upon that question,
and that there was no strong disposition to
insist upon the amendment which the
majority there had favoured. But with re-
gard to this third amendment, to which so
large a number of the labouring classes
throughout the country attach great im-
portance, certainly it would endanger the
Bill to alter it as suggested here. In fact, I
am quite certain that would defeat the
Bill altogether.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-All
you have to do Is to come here ln future
and say : ' You must net touch this legisla-
tion, because the House of Commons will
object.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS--Not at all. It is quite
reasonable that the House should say: ' We
want certain things in a Bill and If we do
not have them ln the Bill, we will ndtpro-
ceed with It this session.'

Hon. Mr. POWER-The members of
the House of Commons were probalbly
under the impression that we proposed
not to make eny sueh amendment te our
original clause as would allow the
trades unions te come in. The hon. Minister
of Justice had declared in his place ln this
House that he belleved the striling out of
that paragraph in clause 520 by this House,
left the trades unions without any protec-
tion-that as this enactment was subsequent
to the Trades Unions Act, it repealed the
Trades Unions Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is what he said.

Hon. Mr. MIILS-I say so now.

Hon.
Unions

Hon.

Mr. POWER-Now the Trades
Act applies te all organizatione,
Mr. MILLS.

whether temporary or permanent, of work-
ing people. We say by this amendment,
moved by the leader of the opposition, that
clause 520 hall net apply te any combination
or organization which comes under the
Trades Union Act, and if the House of Com-
mons, under these circumstances, choose to
say that they are prepared te wreek this
Bill, rather than accept this amendment,
and we are not to insist upon what we be-
lieve is right, for fear they may act in that
way, then I think the independence of this
House bas gone.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I ask the hon. gentle-
man to read this clause

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If the
hon. gentleman is going to re-open this
question we will keep at it all day.

Hon. Mr. MJILLS--The hon. gentleman has
spoken more than once himself.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-So has
the hon. Minister of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then we should havp
a conference to see who should speak again.
I want to call the attention of the House
to this fact : My hon. frlend behind me
(Hon. Mr. Power) talks of wrecking the
Bill on what is practically no difference in
this regard, and he reads a clause from the
Trades Unions Act, which, without a similar
clause in this 'Bill, would be repealed:

Nothing in this section shall be construed to
apply to combines of workmen or employees for
their own reasonable protection as such work-
men and employees.

Will the hon. gentleman venture to say
what there la in this except that an hon.
gentleman in this House of elghty members
wants te force another House of upwards
of two hundred and the government and
a number of senators te accept his own parti-
cular phraseology ? Now, I say that that
is preposterous. He ought not to insist on
doing anything of the. sort, and so I stand
by the clause of the Bill as it Is.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
whieh was adopted on the fokilow*ing di-
vision:

Contents
Hon. Mesors.

Armand,
Baker,
Bernier,
Bolduc,

Lovitt,
McKindsey,
McLaren,
MeMillan,
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Boucherville, de
(C.M.G.),

Bowell (Sir Mackenzie),
Carling (Sir John),
Clemow,

abson,
Landry,

O'Brien,
Perley,
Power,
Frimrose,
Sullivan,
Vidal.-20.

Non-Contents

Hon. Messra.

Baird,
Burpee,
Casgrain

(de Lanaudière),
Cox,
Dever,
Fulford,
Gillmor,
Kerr,
Macdonald (P.E.I.),

McKay,
Mills,
Pelletier (Sir

Speaker,
Scott,
Templeman,
Watson,
Yeo,
Young.-17.

Alphonse),

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-We have
passed amendiments to this Bill. An amend-
Ment lias been passed accepting the first of
January as the date for the Act to come
into operation. I wish to read from May as
to the rules of parliament. The extract is
as follows :

It is a rule of both Houses not to permit any
question or Bill to be offered which la substan-
tially the same as one on which their judgment
has already been expressed in the current ses-
sion. This is necessary in order to avoid con-
tradictory decisions, to prevent surprises and
to afford proper opportunities for determining
the severai questions as they arise. If the same
questions could be proposed again and again,
a session would have no end, or only questions
could be determined; and it would be resolved
first ln the affirmative and then in the negative,
according to the incident to which all voting ls
liable.

But however wlse the generai principle of
this rule may be, if it were too strictly applied
the discretion of parliament would be confined,
and its votes be subject to Irrevocable error.
A resolution may, therefore, be rescinded, and
an order of the House be discharged, notwith-
Standing a rule urged, ' That a question being
Once made and carried in the affirmative or
negative, cannot be questioned again, but it
mnust stand as a judgment of the House.' Tech-
n'cally, indeed, the rescinding of a vote Is the
natter of a new question, the form being to

read the resolution to the House and to mOve
that it be rescinded, and thua the same ques-
tion which has been resolved ln the affirmative
is not again offered, although its effect ls an-
nulled.

To rescind a negative vote, except in the dif-
ferent stages of Bills, Is a proceeding of greater
difileuity, because the aame questions would
have to be offered again. The only means,
therefire, by which a negative vote can be re-
Voked is by proposing another question, simi-
lar ln its general purport to that which had been
rejected, but with sufficient variance to consti-
tute a new question.

I think this shows that the resolution can
be rescinded.

bon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHE7,,RVILLE-The hon.
Secretary of State thinks this does not ap-
ply.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No. certainly not.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-If it can
be rescinded, the amendment must not be
exactly the same as the first amendient-
that is to refuse it pure and simple-there
must be a difference in the ainendment
proposed, and I would propose the follow-
ing amendient :

That this House agreea to the Bill coming Into
cperation on the lst January, provided that the
clause which applies to the lotteries becomes
law on the 1st September.

The great question is the question of lot-
teries, against which every religious institu-
tion and every respectable class of soclety
are arrayed. The hon. Minister of Justice
told us just now that they had conferred
with their friends in the other House and
that the Bill would be killed If we did not
accept the first of January as the date.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is killed now.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-That Is
another question. The reason why the law,
as we passed it in the Senate, was changed
iu the House of Commons, I was told, was
that it did not give time to people to un-
derstand the new clauses in the criminal
code, and therefore might expose them to
prosecution for lnfrlnging the law. That
is a very good reason, but nobody wants
these lottery companies to continue in exist-
ence if we can stop them at once, and if
this amendment was carried, and If the
House of Commons accepted it, the effect
would be to stop these lotteries. I would
like to hear the opinion of the lion. Minister
of Justice in regard to that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is a clear eut ques-
tion. The House of Commons carried an
amendment that the Bill should come Into
operation on the first of January. After
debate this House concurred in the proposal
that the first of January should be the date.
Now, my hon. friend proposes, In some
other way, to get rld of that vote and to
negative the proposition which this House
concurred in a short time ago. It would be
revoklng a deliberate vote of this House,
and It would be absolutely Impossible. It is
a question for the other House now. They
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adopted an amendment and we concurred
in it, and I do not think there is any way
of getting rid of it.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I resumed
rny seat thinking the lion. Minister of
Justice wobuld answer the question which
I put. The hon. Secretary of State has
spoken, and when I was reading from May
he said it did not apply. What I read says
that a resolution can be rescinded. We
accepted the amendment of the House of
Commons and that resolution can be re-
seinded. We accepted the amendment of
the House of Commons and that resolution
can be rescinded, if I understand what I
read from May. The hon. gentleman did
not speak of that.

bon. Mr. LANDRY-He is giving his
usual answer.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I am
convinced the hon. Minister of Justice is
against those lotteries in Montreal. If any-
thing depends upon him, he will certainly
take means to stop them at once.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I stated to the hon.
gentleman before that the undertaking to
bring the Bill into immediate operation
would Imperil the Bill, and I also stated
that to strike out the fifth amendment would
also have a like effect. The House has
disregarded my view on that question. The
hon. gentleman has asked my opinion, but
the majority of the bouse are not disposed
to attach much importance to it, and under
the circumstances, It would be quite impro-
per for me to express any opinion. Hon.
gentlemen see what has been doue. I warn-
ed them as to what would be the conse-
quences of the vote, and they, notwithstand-
ing that statement, amended it in a way
and amended it with regard to a particular
clause that could have no other effect than
to be personally offensive to myself who
was in charge of the BiH.

Hon. Mr. POWER-With respect to the
question raised by the hon. gentleman froa.
Montarville, as a matter of procedure, I
think there may be such a thing as the res-
cindlng of a resolution, but as far ar3 my
memory goes, I have never known a case
where the House solemnly adopted a course
of action upon a Bill and the next day with-
ont any cause shown, rescinded that action.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

There should be some notice, but at any rate,
as the matter now stands, I think the House
ought to bear in mind its own position. The
Senate have acted in connection with this
matter la a perfectly reasonable way, and
I think that the statements made and the
reflections cast by the hon. Minister of Just-
ice on myself and some other members of
the House are not called for and not de-
served.

HIon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, bear!

Hon. Mr. POWER-This Bill went down
from this House in a certain shape. It had
been considered carefully by this House.
The House of Commons made fourteen
amendments to the Bill. The Bill came
back with fourteen amendments. We agreed
to eleven and disagreed to three. As to the
first amendment, we did not disagree ab-
solutely. We met them half way. The Bill
would naturally come into operation upon
receiving the assent of the Governor Gen-
eral, and the Commons amended it so as to
provide that it should come into operation
on the first of January. We said 'the first
of September is a reasonable date. It will
give every one time to become famfliar with
the provisions of the 'Bill' and that was
partially agreeing with the amendment.
Then the House of Commons declined to
consider the reasons that we gave, because
the reasons which they sent back here for
adhering to their amendment are not rea-
sons at ail.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

bon. Mr. POWER-They are not reasons
which show that any serlous consideration
had been given to our action. We agree to
their amendment with respect to the date.
We agree to twelve out of fourteen amend-
ments. As to the other two, we say as to
one of them. we do not agree, and it was
an amendment which we are told they did
not set much store by. As to the other
amendment, we meet them half way. We
say 'We agree to your amendments with
a modification,' and that modifica.tion is
one which the hon. Minister of Justice has
told us is substantially the same as their
amendment. If, under these circum-
stances, the bouse of Commons, the
majority of which is supposed to follow the
government, persist in rejecting this Bill
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because we have not gone the whole dis-
tance with them as to these amendments,
then I think the responsibility is on the
House of Commons and oughit to stay there.
I understand that the art unions and
other associations have made a very per-
sistent and vigorous canvas of the House of
ýCommons against the cotming into operation
of the Bill before the lst of January be-
cause their drawin-gs are held every six
months and it would eut the business off at
-once-the business not of the mischievous
lotteries, but of the art unions as well.
Therefore I think, in order to show that
-we are not unreasonable, and that we are
prepared to give and take with the Com-
mons, it would be better not to meddle
,with our decision of yesterday. It may or
may not have been right, but we had better
let it stand. There is no use ln raising a
further difficulty and spending more time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The amendment adopt.
-ed by the Senate does not make any sense

Hou. Mr. POWER-The hon. minister saye
the amendment adopted by this House does
not make any sense. The hon. leader of
the opposition moved that this amendment
be inserted. It has to be inserted in
place of the clause the Commons sent
up. We all understand that. It wIill
be remembered, when these amendments
were under consideration the other day,
that some days were taken to allow the
clerk to put our reasons and the resolu-
tion into shape, and I do not think the Min-
ister of Justice would be justified in taking
advantage of a mere technicality of that
kind-that it was not worded properly. The
hon. leader of the opposition proposed to
substitute that amendment for the amend-
ment sent up by the Commons.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I moved that the Sen-
ate did not insist on their disagreement to
the fifth amendment made by the House of
Commons to the said Bill, but that the Sen-
ate concurred in the said amendment. The
hon. leader of the opposition moved in
amendment the following :

Provided that nothing ln the foregoing clause
shall be construed to apply-

That is a proviso added to the clause as
it now stands. The amendment went on
to say :

Shall be construed to apply to any right now
enjoyed by combinations of workmen or em-
ployees under the law now existing.

That will be an addition to section 520
as it stands. It was carried by the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was
unfortunately out of the House and did not
hear the objection taken, but from the re-
marks which have been made, I should
judge the hon. Minister of Justice has taken
exception to the form of the amendment,
and it should be remembered that I stated
that it would have to be placed as an
amendment and that we did not accept the
amendment of the Commons. The motion
should have been made ln that way and I
intimated that that would be the motion-
the substance of what the motion should
be, that It should read ln this way :

That the Senate does not Insist upon Its
amendment to the criminal section so and So,
but that the following be substituted ln lieu
thereof:

That is what I said when I made my
remarks, and that is what I proposed in my
introduction of that motion. I admit the
irregularity, and if the hon. gentleman per-
sists ln not allowing it to be amended ln
that way, I shall take an opportunity that
the following be added or be the prelude
or introduction to it. It was drawn up In
a hurry and I knew it was not strictly in
accordance with the rule or the manner in
which it should be put, but I explained that
ln my introductory remarks, and I never
supposed for a moment that a technical ob-
jection would be taken to frustrate the will
of the Senate. If the hon. gentleman persists
in that, I shall ask the permission of the
House at the proper time, before it is sent
down to the Commons, to move that the
Senate does not insist upon its amendment
but that the following be substituted ln
lieu thereof-

Hon. Mr. MILLS--The hon. gentleman
proposes to put another motion ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.

Hou. Mr. MILLS-Certainly this must be
reconsidered before that ls done.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The House has voted
upon the motion, and it is a completed and
final aet, as much as any other motion that
has been put. After the motion bas been
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put and carried, I submit It is not suscep-
tible of amendment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I ad-
mit the full force of the objection made by
the hon. minister, and had I not supposed
It would have been accepted when I made
that explanation at the beginning of it, I
would have taken good care to have It 6o
worded. I admit the irregularity and I
promise the hon. gentleman he will never
catch me again in that way.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not catching the
hon. gentleman.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
would ask whether the House
to have it put in the regular

BOWELL-I
would consent
form.

Hon. Mr. POWDR-Better move for the
leader of the House to do it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
sugested by the hon. Minister of Justice that
the matter stand until to-morrow. I am
quite willing that it should.

The further consideration of the amend-
ment was postponed until to-morrow.

CHARLOTTETOWN AND MURRAY
HARBOUR RAILWAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (182) 'An Act
respecting the construction of a branch rail-
way from Charlottetown to Murray Har-
bour.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This is simply a Bill
confirming -an agreement entered into with
the provincial government. The hon. gentle-
.man will remember that there w-as a Bill
carried through the House last year, and in
that Bill it was provided that the
local government of Prince Edward Island
should contribute annually towards the
construction and maintenance of this bridge
a sum of $12,000. Two members of the local
government met the Minister of Railways
here and considered the matter, and the
Minister of Railways and the local govern-
ment agreed that $9,700 should be the
amount with which the government of
Prince Edward Island shou-id be charged,
instead of $12.000. So tiat under the terms

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

of this Bill the provincial government is
being charged for this structure $2,300 less
than the amount mentioned in the Bill of
last year.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-When we had the
bridge Bill before us last session, it provided
for a contract to be entered into for the con-
struction of the bridge jointly with the
prov.incial government, the local goverument
to contribute $12,000 towards the construc-
tion of the bridge in perpetuity. It was
then estimated that the bridge was to be
a very expensive structure, much more ex-
pensive than it is now estimated it should
be. I am aware that the hon. Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, during some of the
discussions that took place ln the province
in the autumn of last year, submitted a plan
which he said was to be the plan of the
bridge, and which he said he had worked
over three very hard days at Moncton in
completing. It was in an election contest,
and at a public meeting that bie made this
statement. I arm very well acquainted
witli the hon. gentleman's handwriting,
and I looked carefully over the plan
to see if I could find any evidence of
his work on it, but I failed to discover that
he had put any work on that plan.
However, I think this Is not the plan he
submitted. At that meeting he submitted a
plan and told the people that a very com-
plete or perfect structure was to be erected
to supply the wants of the province for or-
dinary traffic as well as a railway bridge,
that it was to be of sufficient width for
vehicles as well as for railway trains. It
turns out now from the plan we have, that
a very much cheaper structure is being pro-
posed. I am not going to say that the bridge
that is now proposed to be built is not ade-
quate. I think, in view of the railway traffie
that will be carried over that structure, and
considering also the passenger traffle, that
the bridge as proposed, will be found to be
ample for both purposes ; but the point I
wish to take is this, that when the govern-
ment decided on building quite a narrow
bridge, and one which admitted only one-
passage for cars and vehicles, and giving
only the right for vehicular traffic wheu
railway trains were not running, of course-
closing the bridge to horses and carriages
when trains were due or expected, and If
they happened to be late shutting up trafflc
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for a very considerable period in each day,
or two or three times in a day-when I
icome to consider that that is all that is
going to be done, I must say I think that
a lesser contribution than $9,780 should
have been required from the province. There
is another point which lias agitated public
opinion in Prince Edward Island a good
deal with regard to the site of the bridge.
It was the desire of the people, and of the
provincial government, that the bridge
should terminate at the foot of Cumberland
Street, on the Charlottetown side, and one of
the strong reasons set forth In favour of
that terminus of the bridge Instead of the
old shipyard point, a very considerable dis-
tance out of the town, was this : the tolls
that the provincial government will be en-
titled to collect on the vehicular and foot
traffic will be diminished very consider-
ably by starting fro«m Shipyard Point. It
will cut down the passenger traffile to a
small amount, because the bridge does not
touch at the little town of South Port, nor
come directly Into Charlottetown, but con-
nects Shipyard Point with Mutch's Point,
and while it will answer quite as well for
horses and carriages, and perhaps better for
railway purposes, it will have the effect of
cutting away to a very smail point alto-
gether the tolls that will be collected by the
provincial government for passenger trafflc
upon the bridge. Taking all these things
into consideration, that the provincial gov-
ernment are obliged to keep the platforn of
the bridge planked, and keep the bridge
liglited for their own purposes, which will
serve for the railway also, although the rail-
way is bound to keep îlt lighted wlien
trains are passing-putting all these
things together, the cheatpened charac-
ter of !the bridge, the dininished cost to
the federal government in building the
bridge, the landing of the bridge at both
sides, especially the Charlottetown side, at
an inconvenient point for provincial pur-
poses.-it seems to me that a very hard bar-
gain has been iade with the provinoial gov-
ernmen't in calling upon thiem to pay so I
large a sum as $9,780 annually. I thiink
a fair estiamate of the different services
to be drawn from 'the bridge by both par-:
ties-the location of the bridge and its!
adaptability for railway purposes, and'
its adaptablity for pedestrian traffle,

the fact of the bridge being made narrower,
so that horses can use it only when it is
nlot wanted for trains-putting all these to-
gether. the province should not have been
called upon to give so large a contribution.
I am of the opinion that, on account of
the erection of this bridge as it is, so far up
the river, the provincial government will
have to incur expenses still for a ferry be-
tween the city and South Port. That being
so, it puts the matter In a different position
froin a year ago. Although the amount the
provincial government had to pay was
larger, there was a better service for the
province.

Hon. Mr. 31ILLS-The bridge is estiiated
to cost $837.000. I do not know how many
railway trains run over it in a day. Per-
laps the hon. gentleman can tell me now ?

lion. Mr. FERGUSON-There is no rail-
way there now.

Hon. 3Mr. 3MILLS-The
knows the bridge would
twenty minutes out of
liours by the railway.

hon. gentleman
not be occupied
the twenty-four-

Hon. 'Mr. FERGUSON-Trains sometimes
are delayed.

Hon. Mr. 31ILLS-Delayed or not delayed,
the fact is an immense sum is charged
against the treasury of the Dominion. con-
sidering the use that will be made of the
bridge for railway purposes, as compared
with the use that will be made of it for
pedestrians and ordinary vehicular traffle.
I think that the Department of Railways
lias gone a long way in consideration of the
revenues of the province ln the arrange-
ment which has been made.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I agree-
with the remarks of the hon, gentleman
from 3Marshfleld respecting ihis bridge.
The only observation I desire to make is on
all fours with what lie has salid, that the
federal government bas made a very hard
bargain with Prince Edward IlMand in the
charge they are making for the limited use
whicli the people of hie island will make,
outside of the use that the railway makes,
of that bridge. If the bridge had been
placed where It was ordginally proposed,
directly from the city across to the town on
the opposite side, it would have been but
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reasonable to have charged what was pro-
posed in the original echeme, but now, since
it is removed to a less convenient place
and is made smaller, it Is a serious tax on
the people of Prince Edward Island to pay
for aIl time. It is true they have a
right to collect tolls on the bridge, but we
know very well what bas been the resuit of
all toll bridges, or nearly all toll bridges in
Canada. In a short time an agitation is
got up to drop the tolls, and they have
to forego them. I have no doubt that
will come to be the case with the bridge
at Charlottetown, and when we take Into
coosideration the large clainm whlch Prince
Edw!rd Island bas against the federal gov-
ernment, I think it would have been but
reasonable if the federal government had
striken out any charge a-gainst the provin-
cial government for the use of that bridge
for vehicular traffie, considering the limi-ted
resources of the province, and the large
claims It has against the federal govern-
ment.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudière),
from the committee, reported the Bill with-
out amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

TRADE DISPUTES CONCILIATION BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bll (187) ' AD
Act to aid in the prevention and settlément
of trade disputes, and to provide for the
publication of statistical industrial informa-
tion.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This Bill is a purely
voluntarily one ou the part of all interested
in it. and I presume It would not be regard-
ed as a contentious measure in any sense.
It is copied from the English Act, of 1896,
whlcih has been found to work fairly well.
Two objects are in view-the establish-
ing of a board of conciliation and the pub-
lication of a labour gazette, which is also
non-contentious. lu this labour gazette it
is proposed simply to record the Incidents
that are of interest to the labour community,
the wages paid In various parts of the coun-
try, the number of men employed lu the

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)

various Industries, and subjects of that
kind.

On subsection 2 of clause 3.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I see
that boards are to be registered, but It does
not say what means are to be taken to
establish a board.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They are purely volun-
tary boards that may be establisbed from
time to tiane in any .locality where they have
a sympathy with the mien, and ln order to
avoid strikes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is the number de-
termined ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No. They can be form-
ed anywhere and on any occasion.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-How many people
form the board ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There Is no limit to
the board. There may be three or more?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Or a thousand.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Not likely. The object
is a very good one, as every hon. gen-
tleman will admit. It is well recognized
that when disputee arise betweeu large
bodies of men and employers, each side
becomues aggressive, and It Is impossible,
unless some third person Intervenes and
suggests some proposition for a settlement,
for a settlement to take place. We know
disputes go on fron week to week and
month to month and get worse, and only
through the influence of other persons with
tact and diplomacy are they settled. We
had an illustration of that ln British Co-
lumbia recently. The men went out and
remained out. We selected a geptleman
who was known to have very strong sym-
pathy with working men, a barrister ln
Toronto, Mr. Clute, and atter he lad been
there a short time he induced thei to cone
to an arrangement. It Is on that principle
it is proposed to establish these boards
of conciliation. They are found to be very
valuable in England, and It Is to be hoped
they will prove equally valuable ln this
country. Another Instance which is pro-
bably in the recollection of hon. gentlemen :
a few years ago a big strike took place in
London-a very serious strike afrecting the
shipping of that port. The dock labourers
had hung out for a long time. Finally
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Cardinal Manning was asked to intervene,
and simply by making representations to
one side and to the other, he finally got then
to agree to a settlement. It is found by ex-
perience that where men are diplomatic
and conciliatory in their toue, they effect
settlements of that kind. It is to be hoped
that by invoking boards of a similar nature
In this country we may be able to settle
strikes. They do not often occur, I am
glad to say, in Canada, but it is well to be
forearmed in case they do occur.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It is purely a volun-
tary matter ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There le no sanction
at ail.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, the board Is re-
gistered by a minister of the goverument
who is particularly charged with carrying
it out, and there is a gazette published in
connection with it, which simply records
the rate of wages paid In the different parts
of the country and the number of men em-
ployed In the different lines-information
that is useful to the labouring classes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I suppose when two
Of these contesting parties apply to the
milnlster, the minîster appoints the arbitra-
tors ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He appoints one.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And an investigation
goes on and a settiement de arrived at ; but
Supposing one of the parties refuses to be
bound ?

Hon. Mr. ýSCOTT-That ends the matter.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There ls no compul-
sion about It ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.
Hou. Mr. CLEMOW-It is to be a govern-

tuent Institution ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hou. Mr. CLEMOW-Under the control
of the government.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, as far as making
returns to the government le concerned.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Is there any way
of forming rules and regulations and by-
laws ?

lon. Mr. SCOTT-They make their own
rules and regulations for it.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Is it only for boards
rilready established ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Or which may be es-
tablished.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Will they all join to-
gether and make a general conciliation
board ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There are none yet
formed.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I should like one
point explained. The Bill provides for the
selection of a minister who shall have charge
Of conciliation matters generally, as prov-
ided for in the Bill, and he may appoint a
conciliator or conciliation board, but I
notice that section 3 applies to any boards
established, elther before or after the pass-
ing Of this Act. That must refer to re-
cognizing some boards that are now in ex-
istence.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If there are any.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Are there any
boards answering this description ? I
thought we were really creating some ma-
chinery for effecting harmony between work-
men and their employers, but we are re-
cognizlng something which is already in
existence.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There May be in differ-
ent parts of Canada boards which take a
special interest In avoiding strikes and who.
makes It their duty to see the workmen and
the employers in order to prevent the strikes.

Hon. Mr. FERGU·SON-There must be
ome Idea that there are such boards In

existence.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There Is no restraining
of them, and they are not recognized.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Is It not rather
irregular to be proposing to legislate that
somne persons may set up a claim to be
authorized in this capacity ? Would It not
be better that the power should start wlth
this Bill to create a board, and not have
contentions come in from people throughout
the country that they have some organlza-
tion already ? I do not quite understand
why we should do that. If there Is no suchi
thlng In existence, why should we recog-
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nize the possibility of there being such an
organization, and if parties can corne up and
claim to act under the authority of the min-
ister without being appointed by him, it
would be irregular.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If there are any volun-
teer associations of that kind to come under
this Bill, they will send to the minister
their constitution and by-laws and they
becoie registered under this Act. You
would not shut out any associations now if
there are any.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-We have in the pro-
vince of Quebec a conciliatory board, or
tribunal, formed by law. We have a law
whicli constitutes a provincial board of con-
ciliation.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is what is
ueant.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I do not know if the
question of provincial rights arises in that
niatter. Are we to have two laws, one by
the Dominion and one by the province ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If there is any provin-
cial law, this does not in any way interefere
with It. If you have any body of men or-
ganized as a conciliation board, an'd they
choose to come in under the statute, they
may do so, and if not, they need not.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In the province of
Quebec it is compulsory. No man can sue
in the courts now for an amount over a
certain figure without taking the first steps
in the way of conciliation before those
boards. and if conciliation cannot be reached
by these boards, then lie is at liberty to sue
before the ordinary courts ; but in the Bill
presented to-day, suppose two parties are
willing to try conciliation, if they do not
succee(d. if one refuses, what then?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then they are just
where they were before.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There is no sanction
at ail ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Supposing two parties,
between whom there had been some dispute,
agree to refer the dispute to th'is concili-
atory board, or concillator, whichever it is,
and the whole case is gone into and they
sign the memorandum of agreement, then

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

does the hon. minister mean to say that, If
all that is done, the whole case gone Into
and the conciliatory board give their deci-
sion, that the parties are not bound by it,
that they can accept it or reject it as they
please ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If they have signed any
agreement, it will be for the law to take
cognizance of that agreement. Then it is
outside of this Bill altogether.

Hon. Mr. ALDAN-If a settlement of the
difficulties is effected, either by conciliation
or by arbitration, a memorandum of the
terns thereof shall be drawn up and signed
by the parties or their representatives and a
copy thereof shall be delivered to and kept
by the minister. Supposing one party backs
out, is there any means of enforcing it ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No other means than
under the laws of the particulair provinces.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 4,

Hon. Mr. POWER-What
clauses taken from ?

are these

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-From the British Act
of 1896, and the only difference is that the
word ' minister' is substituted for the ex-
pression 'board of trade.'

The clause was adopted.

On clause 7,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Under this clause they
would have power to take evidence under
oath.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-It gives
a further power to appoint commissioners
to hold inquiry apart altogether from the
conciliation board.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, but ail parties have
acquiesced in It.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-It au-
thorized the appointment of a commission
for the purposes of this Act apart f'rom the
conciliation board.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Where ail parties re-
quest it and communicate in writing to the
minister that they desire it and where they
want to inquire into fact and circumstances.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-It may
be only where they require it, but T rather
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think this measure is giving a good deal
of power, and it niay entail a good deal
of expense on the government to carry It
out. The Secretary of State referred, dur-
ing the consideration of one of the first
clauses of the Bill, to an inquiry which
had been made in British Columbia a short
time ago and which I observe by the papers
cost some several thousand dollars. It is
just possible that under this section a simi-
lar inquiry might be instituted which would
cost an equai amount of money.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It would be money
well spent.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-If peo-,
ple were dissatisfied with the wa-ges they
were getting in any place, and they made
an application to the government. the gov-
erniment is authorized to appoint a commis-
sion and hold a further Inquiry, and it means
also the expenditure of a very large sum of
money possibly to carry it out. It may be
it will have a good effect, bu.t I think it 1s
a clause which should be closely looked
into.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I venture to say, in re-
ference to the strike la British Columbia,
that there was a million dollars lost. Some
mining stock went down 50 per cent.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Perhaps the hon. Sec-
retary of State would communicate to the
eommittee the clause of the English Act of
which clanse 7 Is a copy.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Parts of tlat clause
could not be in the English Act. It is n.ot
a clause that there could be auy objection
to. It is only where both parties desire it.
They apply to the minister for the issue of
the commission ln order that those facts
and circumstances may be inquired into.
Nothing can be more reasonable. Then our
Act steps in and a commission of that kind
can be issued and the commissioners can
be authorized to take evidence under oath.

Hon. Mr. CLDMOW-Supposing a trumped
up claim is made.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is for the con-
missioners.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The government Is
proposing to provide a commission spendinig
a large sum of money where possibly the
party may be in error and should not have

asked for the commission at all. I think
there should be some penalty where a man
makes a false statement.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is only where both
parties agree.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-They might trump
up a ciaim. I think there should be a pro-
vision, where a claim Is set up w[thout
cause, that some party should be made
liable.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Who appoints the con-
ciiliatory board ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The minister.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It Is to be hoped that
we will not be told that we are doing an
outrageous thing if we criticise this mea-
sure. I think clause 7 is open to some
criticism and that is the reason I asked to
see the section of the English Act of which
this is a copy.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That section could not
be a copy of any clause of the English Act.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Not an exact copy.
Clause 7 reads :

If, before a settlement is effected, and while
the difference is under the consideration of a
conciliator or conciliation board, such conciliator
or conciliation board is of opinion that some
misunderstanding or disagree:nent appears to
exist between the parties aa to the causes or
circumstances of the difference, and, with a view
to the removal of such misunderstanding or dis-
agreement, desires an inquiry under oath Into
such causes and circumstances, and, in writing
signed by such conciliator or the members of
the conciliation board, as the case may be, coin-
municates to the minister such desire for inquiry.

I call attention to the fact that this
originates with the conciliator who lias been
appointed by the minister. The clause con-
tinues :
-and If the parties to the difference or their
representatives, in writing consent thereto, then,
on his recommendation, the Governor in Coun-
cil may appoint such concillator or members of
the conciliation board, or same other person or
persons, a commissioner or commissioners, as
the case nay be, under the provisions of the
Act respecting inquiries concerning public mat-
ters, to conduct such inquiry, and, for that pur-
pose, may confer upon him or thema the powers
which under the said Act may be conferred upon
commissioners.

That clause is open to a certain danger.
This conciliator Is appointed to try and
make a settlement, and he finds that there
is a difference, some mlsunderstanding, and
he thinks It would be a good thing to Issue
a commission. Apparently the commission
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would be issued, ln all probability would
be issued to the conciliator, because lie la
the first person mentioned. And the conci.
liator, who may no.t have any regular Qocu-
pation, thereby creates a job for himself.
He is appointed as commissioner under this
Bill, to inquire Into a certain matter, and
he recelves fees for doing so. Perhaps there
la that provision ln the English Act, but I
should like to be quite sure there was be-
fore we sanctdon It here. Lt the parties ask
for an lnquiry of that kind, it is well enouglh,
but the concilator is the man who originates
it and obtains the consent of the parties.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-If the
conciliatory board la to be of any benefit t%
the people who have differed, their decision
should be final.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-It should
not be necessary then that they should ap-
point any commission to settle the matter.
If there is a conciliation board and both par-
ties are represented on that board, and
there is a conciliator appointed by the min-
ister their decision should be final without
the appointment of a further commission
on their application.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-They choose their
own tribunal. Let them accept lits decision.

Hon. Mr. SCOT-I have the English Act
here, and I do see a clause in It correspond-
ing to clause 7. There are a number of
Acta referred to in the English Act. 'The
Council of Conciliation Act.' and the 'Arbi-
tration of Masters and Workmen Act.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There la a difference
between the English law and this law. This
la on the lines of the English law, but in
the English law ail legislative power le
vested in parliament, and they can confer
whatever powers are necessary. Here pro-
perty and civil rights are under the control
of the local legislature, and there la no
coerclve power bestowed by thia parliament
ln respect of such matters at ail. Where
boards of conciliation are established ; they
act simply as friendly intermediarles be-
tween the disputants. They cannot exercise
any coercive power wbatever. It la not in-
tended that they should possess such
powers.

Hon. Mr. POWER.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then this Act la,
quite usedess.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not useless, because re-
cently we appointed a commission and sent
men to British Columbia, and we were ia-
mensely successful there, although we con-
ferred no coercive power upon the commis-
sioners. The result was, their minds were
open and terms of agreement were arrived
at between the mine-owners and the miners,
and the result la all the mines are In opera-
tion.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Does the hon. gentle-
man think the government or parliament
has a right to send a conciliator to one of
the provinces where there la already a simi-
lar existing law ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If there is a similar ex-
isting law under the jurisdiction of the pro-
vince, the probability la it would be unne-
cessary to send any one.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That la not the ques-
tion. I am asking if the government have
a right to send a man to these provinces.
Of course, the minister might not exercise
his right because he thinks it la not neces-
sary, but I wish to know whether the min-
ister has a right to send a concIllator to a
province where a similar law la in exist-
ence ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If we choose we may
do so.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.E.I.)-Why
should not the board of conciliation take
this evidence and hear both aides of the
case? There la a commissioneir appolnted
under a previous clause of the Bill, who la
to act with the board, and I do not see why
ln that case, it la necessary to appoint a
further commission in order to hear and de-
cide a case.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There la no objection
to clause 7.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There la an objection
to the whole Bill.

Hon. Mr. COX-I should not like to ae-
cept this clause without understanding it
better than I do at present. It appears
to me it might work a great hardship. I
should think if that clause were left ont of
the Bill it would accomplish what it was
intended to accomplish. The word 'con-
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ciliation' means getting the parties toge-
ther and adjusting their differences. That
Is all the power conferred by this measure.
There is nothing eompulsory. If clause 7
were adopted, and a commissioner were
appointed to make inquiry under oath, then
what could they do ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Nothing at ail.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-They would
have the power to gain the money.

only

Hon. Mr. POWER-It does seem to me
that, if the conciliator is an intelligent man,
and lie finds there is a misunderstanding, lie
can explain that misunderstanding without
having to issue a commission to take evid-
ence under oath.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is only where the
parties themselves disagree as to the cir-
cumstances. If the commissioner takes
evidence under oath the parties can accept
the evidence just as a judge accepts it. It
cannot be enforced in any sense. It ls sIm-
ply for the information of the parties who
are differing about It. It cannot possibly
do any harm.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-They are not bound
to accept It ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If they do not accept

it 2
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then it drops.
Hon. Mr. MAODONALD (P.E.I.)-Why

should not the minister be empowered to
take the evidence under oath instead of
appointing a further commission ?

Hon. Mir. SCOTT-We had better pass
that clause over. The Bill has been drawn
by the Postmaster General, who has taken
al good deal of Interest It, and I will see
him with reference to it.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On clause 11,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What are the ex-
penses referred to ln this clause ?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-I understand the House
of Commons has voted $10,000, for the year
for the carrying out the provisions of clause
11. There Is the printing of the labour
gazette, which gives statistics of labour.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-These expenses re-
late to the prInting ?
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Hon. Mr. SOOTT-There will be other
expenses, no doubt. We had to pay Mr.
Clute's expenses to British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Do I understand
the provision that Is made for carrying the
law into effect Is $10,000, in the estimates?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have heard gen-
tlemen say it was a harmless Bill, and I
fully agree with that remark if that is all
that is intended to be spent lu carrying it
out, because If clause 10 is carried out, $10,-
000 would be a mere bagatelle. We require
agricultural statisties, and we have long
been crying out for them, but we could not
get the Miiister of Agriculture to move for
them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstand there is a bureau of statisties to
be established, principally under the control
and management of the Minister of Customs
and that he Is to carry out this idea. This
is a subject which has been under the con-
sideration of the government of Canada for
the last ten years-the congregating together
of all the statistical clerks In the different
customs departments In all parts of the
province, and have the statistics compiled
here. That would apply only, I take it, to
the trade and commerce of the country, and
in order to enable the minister to compile
his annual reports, this labour bureau to
obtain the statistics in relation to labour
would have to be a special provision, and
it would be well, when inquiring about
clause 7, to inquire what department
they propose to establish, because it would
cost more than ten thousand dollars unless
it was done much cheaper than govern-
mental matters are generally carried out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is nothing In
this regard to establishing bureau statistices.
The $10,000 is for the collection of
labour statistles ln the publication of a
labour gazette similar to that ln England.

Hon. Mr. YEO, from the committee, report-
ed that they had made some progress with
the Bill and asked leave to sit again.

BILL INTRODUCED.
Bill (171) 'An Act respecting the Central

Vermont Railway Company.' (Foreign.)
The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, July 12. 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at 11 a.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CENTRAL VERMONT RAILWAY COM-
PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. McKAY, fromn the Committee on
Standing Orders, to whom was referred
Bill (171) 'An Act respecting the Central
Vermont Railway Company (Foreign),' re-
ported that sufficient cause had been shown
why the usual notices had not been given
in respect to this Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved
that the 54th rule of the Senate be dispens-
ed with in so far as it related to this Bill.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-The Committee on
Standing Orders have found that, during
the present session, there has been great
iaxity in complying with the rules of the
Senate with'regard to bills coming before
this House, and more particularly with re-
gard to petitions being presented to the
House. The promoters of Bills appear to
think that all they have to do Is to come
and apologize to the committee and they
will get anything through.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-That bas been done
generally this session, but the committee
have expressed a determination that ln
future the parties promoting bills will have
to coimply with the rules strictly or else
they will suffer the consequences.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
the majority of the House will concur with
the remarks of the Chairman. There has
been a good deal of laxity in carrying bills
through the House, without insisting upon
compliance with the rules. The present
case. however, isa somewhat exceptional.
The object which this company have ln
view is the amalgamation of certain rail-
ways in the province of Quebec, and this
Act is necessary in order to enable
them to carry it out. But the agree-
ment between the Vermont Central, the
Grand Trunk and others interested «was not
completed until a very short time ago, and

consequently they were not in a position to
present their petition at an earlier date. I
have no doubt these were the tacts which
were placed before the Committee on Stand-
ing Orders, that induced them to make this
report. I move that this Bill be placed on
the Orders of the Day and read the second
time presently.

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

THE DISMISSAL OF LIEUT.-GOVERNOR
McINNES.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN rose to
Cali the attention of the Senate to the corre-

spondence laid on the Table which has taken
place between the Premier, Secretary of State or
any other member of the government and the
Lieutenant-Governor of British Columbia, having
reference to the dismissal of Premiers Turner
and Semlin by the said Lieutenant-Governor, and
the calling upon Mr. Robert Beaven, Mr. Joseph
Martin, or any other person to form a cabinet ,
together with all reports, orders In council or
other documents referring to the said dismissais
and formation of such cabinets. And inquire if
there is any further correspondence on the said
dismissals ?

He said : It Is not my intention to make
any remarks in reference to this notice of
motion which I have placed on the Order
Paper, but it was rather my desire to elicit
from the hon. Minister of Justice his view
and the views of the government on the con-
stitutional question that is involved. The
question is a very important one, and I am
sure the House and the country desire to
hear the views of the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice on this matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Inquiry of the
hon. senator is quite proper under the cir-
cumstances. The removal of the repre-
sentative of the Crown from, the govern-
ment of the province, under the autliority
conferred by the British North Ainerica
Act. is an important step which ouglit not
to be taken without full consideration, and
the reasons for which It is necessary, un-
der the law, to communicate to both Houses
of parliament. The reasons for the re-
moval, which should be laid on the Table
of each House, have already been submitted
to parliament in the way the law requires.
The statement is brief, but accurate, and
one which comes strictly within the spirit
and intention of the statute. Since His
Honour Lieut.-Governor McInnes lias been
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removed from bis officiai position in Brit-
ish Columbia, he has made complaint that
a meddlesome oversight was exercised by
the federal government, which led to all
the difficulties which have arisen in Brit-
ish Columbia, which seriously interfered
with his liberty of action, and which will
account for the political unrest that pre-
vails within that province. The statements!
call for careful consideration, and I tliink'
the House will come to the conclusion thai
they are altogether without foundation. The
federal government did not in any way in-
terfere with Lieut.-Governor McInnes. The
Hon. Secretary of State, upon bis own re-
sponsibility and unofficlally, did write to the
Lieut.-Governor of British Columbia, point-
ing out to him the dangerous path upon
which he had entered, and warning him as
to the consequences which might fiow froin
the unconstitutional course which he was
inclined to take. I need not say anything
further upon that subject, as my bon. frieind
and colleague bas already laid before the
House the private and confidential corres-
pondence whIlch he bas had with Lieutenant-
Governor MeInnes.

Let me bring under the attention of the
Senate what His Honour did since he bas
been Governor of British Columbia. He
bas had no fewer than five prime minis-
ters. Four of these have succeeded In form-
ing cabinets, and all this has happened
wîithin the very brief period for which he
wa, Lieutenant-Governor. When he enter-
ed ipon his duties as Lieutenant-Governor,
lie found a government already in exist-
ence, of which Mr. Turner was the head.
That government went to the country short-
ly after Mr. MeInnes became Lieutenant-
Governor ; and after the elections were over,
and without walting for a meeting of the
legislature, he dismissed his ministers. This
was certainly a high-handed proceeding un-
der the circuîmstances, for, at the time, the
supporters and opponents of the govern-
ment were very nearly equally balanced,
and it would have been a reasonable thing
to have complied with the request of His
Honour's advisers and to have permitted
them to meet the Jegislature and to have
allowed the legislature to decide whether
they ýwere entitled to the continuance of
public confidence or not.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-May I
ask -if the first Turner administration were
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not dismissed from offiee, before the resuit
of all the elections were known ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think there were two
members that had not been returned. That
is my recollection. The modern practice
is for the Crown to leave the question of
making or unmaking an administration to
the legislature upon whom those ministers
are depending, and In which they are sup-
posed to have seats. The Turner goveru-
ment. I think, were entitled, wlhen they
Said ithey believed they had a majority in
the legislature, to retain office until that
legislature could be called together. The
legisla'ture should, however, have had an op-
portunity of pronouncing an opinion of con-
fidence or non-confidence In that adminis-
tration. It is true, the practice bas grown
up il recent times, both in England and In
this country, for a governiment that bas
been decisively defeated at the polis to re-
tire from office, without waiting for the
meeting of the legislature ; but this Is iu
every instance, both in the United King-
dom and in this country, the act of the
advisers of the Crown themselves, and not
the act of the Crown. And If the govern-
ment of Mr. Turner desired to meet the
legislature before retiring from office, it
was its constitutional right to do so. It was
open to His Honour to have insisted upon an
eariy meeting, If lie believed the govern-
ment to have been defeated at the polils ;
so that the legislature itself, might decide
whether It bad confidence in that adi 1mis-
tration or not. But lis Honour did not
give the legislature an opportunity of ex-
pressing any opinion upon that goverument,
but upon bis own motion, and bis own re-
sponsibility, he dismissed them from office.

The next step of His Honour was to cali
upon Mr. Robert Beaven, who was not a
member of the legislature at all, to form
an administration. Beaven undertook this
task, and signally falled, and was com-
pelled to resign into Mr. McInnes' hands
the duties with which he had been entrust-
ed. and which his failure shows ouglt never
to have been committed .to him. This as-
sembly had just been returned, and it was
a most extraordinary course, for the Lieu-
tenant-Goveruor to take, to seek for a Prime
Minister wholly outside of the provincial
legislature which had just returned from
the people, in which ail of the ministry
whom he had recently dismissed had seats.
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In the third place, Lieutenaut-Governor plains that, at one time lie ls told to follow
MeInnes called upon Mr. Semlin to form an the advice of his ministers, and at another
administration. Mr. Semlin, In forming bis lie Is told to take a different course. The
government, embraced prominent men of federal government never interfered with
both parties, who had agreed upon a cer- him, never advised him In respect to the
tain Une of policy for the province, and matters about which he makes complaint.
who commanded, for the time being, a It was no doubt Hie Honour's duty to fol-
majorlty ln the legislature. And by this low the advice of bis ministers when he had
act the mistakes whlch had been made in an administration having seats la the legis-
the dismissal of the Turner government, lature and enjoying its confidence. The
and In calling upon Mr. Beaven, were per- Secretary of State wrote to him unofficially,
haps, obliterated. Afterwards, a dispute and as a friend, to warn him against takIng
arose between the members of Mr. Semlln's au unconstitutional course. When the
administration, which led to the dismissal Lieutenant-Governor sought to compel bis
of Mr. Martin, who was Attorney General ministers to dissolve a legisiature just
In that government. This, to some extent, elected, or to cail a meeting of that legisia-
weakened the administration, and led, dur- i ture lu midsummer, after It had Its session
Ing the following session, to the defeat of lu January, contrary to the wisbes of bis
the government of Mr. Semlin by a majorlty ministers, and when no public business was
of one. I understand negotiations at once ready for Its consîderation, bis action was,
took place between Mr. Semlin and some of to say the least, unusual. Wbat was the
those who had voted against hlm on this object? Upon wbose advlce was the Lieu-
motion, and as the result of their discus- tenant-Governor proceedlng ii thus under-
sion of public mattors, they agreed to give taklng to force bis minîsters to choose be-
him their support, and In fact they did sus- tween dlssolving the louse, cnlling a meet-
tain hlm subsequent to bis defeat by a ing of the legisiature in midsummer, or re-
majority of seven. Mr. Semlin, as the re- tiring from office? TIen, again, when His
suit of this understanding, communicated to Honour proposed, at the Instance ot bis
the Lieutenant-Governor the fact that lie advisers, five of whon had neyer sat In
was able to carry on the government with parliament, to delay the elections to a much
the sanction of the legislature, as it then later period than that at whlcb It was pos-
existed ; but before the meeting of the sible to bld tbem, he complains that the
House, on the day to whieh it stood ad- Secretary of State advised hlm to insist
journed, Mr. McInnes dismissed the Semlin upon an Immediate electIon. Dld le see no
ministry, and called upon Mr. Martin, who difference between Accepting the advice of
had not a supporter in the legislature at men wbo had a legisiative body lJehnd
the time, to form an administration. The them, of whlcb they were ail members, and
action of the House, and its reception of the advice of men, but one of whom was a
the Lieutenant-Governor, upon learning member of the legisiature, and the remain-
what had transpired, show what its judg- ing five never bavIng lad seats ln the legs
ment was upon the cabinet of the Lieuten- lature at ail, who were carrylng on the
ant-Governor. executive government witbout any respon-

His Honour complains that the province sibil.ty tothe legisiature, and whowere ad-
bas. for a period of ten months been In a vising hlm to protract thîs state of tbipgs?
condition of political unrest, and that ths It surely was o! the first consequence that
condition was due to the political uncer- elections should be bad, and that when le
tainty which had been brought about by assumed to go outside of the legisiature to
federal interference. He complains that the flnd advisers, le should see that they found
federal government, by an unwarranted seats as soon as possible, and tînt the usual
exercîse of its power, against which le had relations between bis constitutional ad-
protested, forbade him to interfere at the visers and the legislative body of the pro-
time when bis ministry was about to sum- vince. was ait the earliest possible moment
mon a meeting of the legislature, and that establlsbed.
the advice that was given him from Ottawa, From wbat I have stated. It wlll be seen
at one tnme, was contradictory o! that whlcl tînt lad Lieutena t-Governor Mennes o-l
ladl been given to hlm at another. He com- lowed constitutional usage, ie would, under

Hon. Mr. MILL&.
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the circumstances, have allowed the Turner powers possessed by neither are delegated
government to meet the legislature, and to powers, but are inherent soverelgn powers.
have given the legislature the opportunity The Crown lu each is the fountain of execu-
of pronounneing upon the fate of that gov- tive authority, and wherever parliamentary
ernment, the more especially as the legis- government is establisbed that authorlty
lature was fresh from the people, and must must be exercised accordlng to the principles
have then been held to be a fair representa- whieh govern ln every dependency of the
tive of the public opinion at the time. His empire where parliamentary government has
calling upon a man who was without a seat been Introduced. The relation between the
In the legislature at the time, and who ut- Crown and the legislature ls the same ln
terly failed to induce any parties in It to a province of this confederation, as in the
join hlm, was a reflection upon his own United Kingdom, and must find expression
political sagacity, and judgment ; and ln in the same way.
denyIng to the government of Mr. Semlin, Now, since 1834, no instance has arîsen
wben lie was lnformed that it could com- ln which the Crown has ventured to dismisa
mand a majority of the legislature, the op- a ministry, in the United Kingdom, and no
portunity of going on with the public busi- instance exists in this country since the
ness, and unnecessarily forcing a new elec- establishment of our union, ln which the
tion upon the country, without any of those representative of the Crown here at Ottawa
Indications whicb usually guide the chief bas dismissed his advisers. The Crown
magistrate under our constitutional system bas for more than sIxty years acted upon
in comIng to a conclusion, as to whether the assumption that the work of making
public opinion bas or bas not wlthdrawn and unmaking ministries should be left to
its confidence from his constitutional ad- parliament. There are several instances
visers, was a most Improper proceeding. ln which the Crown may constitutionally

Let me here brIefly invite the attention dissolve the House of Commons or the legis-
of the House to the principles of the un- lature. In the first place, when the min-
written constitution ln respect to the rela- Istry gradually loses its support in the
tion subsisting between the advisers of the fHouse, until the majority of the members
Crown and the Crown's representatives lini of the House are found voting agalnst it.
a province or dependency of the empire. In Then the Crown may either accept the resig-
principle, there is no difference ln the re- nation of the ministry, if such resignation
lations wblch subsist between the advisers is tendered, or it may dissolve the legislature
of the Crown and His Excellency here at upon their advice, and leave the question of
Ottawa, and the advlsers of the Crown and difference between the legislature and the
the Lieutenant-Governor ln each of the pro- ministry to the decision of the electorate.
vinces. There may be a great difference Now, whIch of these courses shall be taken
ln the degree of importance of the places ln a given case, will depend on circumstan-
which they bold, and in the Importance of ees. If there have been a number of by-
the matters with whlch they are called elections held during the life of parliament,
upon to deal, but the principles which settle and it becomes obvious that the current of
the relations that subsist between the Crown public feeling Is running against the ad-
and its advisers in each, are prceisely the ministration, so that constituencies which
saine. This is shown by several decisions formerly returned supporters are beginning
of the Judicial Committee of the Privy to return opponents, the Crown may assume
Council. In the case of the Queen vs. that public opinion is not favourable to the
Burah, ln the case of Powell vs. Appollo administration, and, so It may be, that an
Candle Company, and la the case of the appeal should be made to the electorate who
Queen vs. Hodge, you find the Judleial Com- constitute the polltical sovereignty of the
mittee of the Privy Couacil laying down country, to determine whether It desires
precisely the same doctrines. The first is a the advIsers of His Excellency longer to con-
case from India ; the second Is a case from tinue In office. The Crown may, perbaps,
Australla ; and the third is a case arising without a very serious departure from
ln the province of Ontarlo. And la each of modern usage, dismiss a ministry which still
these the doctrine laid down by the Judicial bas a majority ln the legislature if it insists
Committee of the Privy Council is, that the upon the exercise, through parliament, et
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conventional powers of legislation, upon
matters in respect to which there is mani-
fested a strong feeling of popular opposi-
tion. The Crown may, in that event, offer
to ministers the opportunity of abandoning
their pollcy or of going to the country upon
it. So that the constitutional legislation
proposed may have the sanction of the coun-
try If it is to be adhered to. This is aü ap-
peal from the legal to the political sover-
eignty for authority, in respect to legislation
of great consequence. A dissolution may be
a proper constitutional proceeding where
a difference has arisen between the two
Houses of Parliament upon a question on
which the electorate of the country has
never been called upon to pronounce. But
this would be going, at least, as far as the
modern constitution would warrant ; but
they fall very far short of affording any
basis for the course which the Lieutenant-
Governor of British Columbia ventured to
take. Mr. Bagehot, who may be held to
represent the advanced view of writers
upon our constitutional system, says :

No monarch should dissolve parlament against
the will and the Interests of the ministry which
is in power. No doubt the King can dismisa
such a ministry, and replace It by another ad-
ministration, whose advice to dissolve parlia-
ment he could take ; but, even with this pre-
caution, to act thus towards a ministry, which
had a strong majority In parliament, would be
to strike a blow which it Is almost Impossible
to suppose. We do not believe that Queen Vic-toria herself, in spite of the popularity and re-
spect with which she Is surrounded, would even
have recourse to such a measure. No English-
man can dream even of a catastrophe of thia
nature, but it, to him, appears to belong to the
phenomena of a world altogether different from
that which he inhabits. In practice, in England,
the Sovereign considers himself obliged to follow
the advice of the ministry which the House of
Commons desires to maintain In power. All pre-
rogatives at variance with this principle have
fallen into disuse. To strike from behind, no to
speak, and strangle by means of an appeal to
the country a ministry sustained by parliament,
wobuld be an event which no longer enters into
the calculation. •

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
a complete justification that Is of Lord Head
when he refused to dissolve.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thlnk my hon. friend
is mistaken. He further adds :

The Queen can hardly now refuse a defeated
ministry a chance of a dissolution any more than
she can dissolve in the time of an undeteated
ore, and without its consent.

That applies to what my hon. friend said.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
was a defeated ministry.

Hon. Mr. MIILS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Mr. Brown's was a de-
feated mlnlstry. He was defeated in both
Houses, and claimed he was entitled to an
appeal, which he did not get. His Excel-
lency Sir Edmund Head was not obliged to
call upon Mr. Brown to form a ministry.
He assigned as a reason for not giving a
dissolution that the late ministry enjoyed
the confidence of parliament. If that was
the doctrine he acted upon-and he
might have acted upon lt-he ought not
to have accepted the resignation of
that ministry and should not have call-
çd upon Mr. Brown to form an admin-
istration, but when he did accept their
resignation and called upon the leader of
the minorlty he was bound on constitutional
grounds to give him the right to appeal to
the country and not to cali upon anybody
else.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If the
extract Is to be applicable in all cases-well,
the hon. member had better go on. I am
sorry I Interrupted.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is the duty of a Gov-
ernor to leave the business of making and
unmaking ministries to the people's repre-
sentatives, and to recognize the rule that
lie must choose his advisers according to
their wishes.

The constitution of our day makes it im-
possible for a sovereign to retain a ministry
to whlch the House of Commons Is hostile,
and it is equally impossible to remove from
office a ministry of which the House of
Commons approves. Now, If we judge of
Mr. McInnes' conduct by this principle, we
will find that lt Is without any constitutional
support. He had, as his advisers, the Tur-
ner government. They went to the country.
They did not tender, of their own accord, to
him, their resignations, because they be-
lieved that the opinion expressed by the
country had not been adverse to them..
Holding the views they did, they were en-
titled to meet the legislature, but this
opportunity was denied them. His Honour
succeeded In forming an administration,
with Mr. Semlin at the head, which did
enjoy the confidence of that body, and so
the unsual course which he took, of dis-
misslng his ministers, was protected for
the time being by that result. The true
doctrine of the relation between the repre-
sentative of the Crown and his advisers,
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was well stated by Lord Dufferin, ln a
speech at Halifax in 1873. He said :

My only guiding star in the conduct and main-
tenance of my official relations with your public
men is the parliament of Canada. I belleve in
parliament, no matter which way it votes ; and te
those men alone whom the deliberate will of the
confederate parliament of Canada may assign
to me as my responsible advisers can I give my
confidence. Whether they are heads of this party
or of that party, must be a matter of indifference
te the Governor General. Se long as they are
maintained, he as bound te give them his un-
reserved confidence, te defer te their advice, and
te loyally assist them with bis counsels.

After Lord Dufferin returned to England,
speaking at a dinner given to hlm at the
teform Club, lie said :

If anything satisfactory te this country has
occurred during the course of my administration,
it is te be attributed te the patriotism, te the
elevated spirit, and te the loyalty of the Cana-
dhan people themselves ; and, my lords and gen-
tiemen, I freely confess that I should not con-
sider it a compliment te the head of any self-
governing community, if ha were credited with
the exhibition of any personally Invented policy,
or any Independent Initiative of bis own.

These observations are sound constitu-
tional doctrines, but they were not ob-
served by Governor McInnes. He did not
make the opinion of bis legislature bis
guiding star. When lie learned that the
Semlin government commanded a majority
of that legislature, he dismissed them ; he
dissolved the legislature ; he put the gov-
ernment ln the hands of men who did not
command the confidence of the legislature.
They were not of It. And nothing had
transpired during the life of that legislature
to show that it had ceased to represent the
country. It was carrying bis constitutional
discretion very far indeed, when the Lieu-
tenant-Governor made bis political life to
depend upon the success which might attend
upon the arbitrary course whch lie had
taken. If bis last advisers, under Mr. Mar-
tin, had succeeded ln obtaining a majority,
he might perhaps have been permitted to
remain at the head of affairs while tbey
enjoyed the confidence of the House-
though this Is not the rule of the Colonial
Office-but what would have been bis posi-
tion ln case the Martin government falled,
and those were called upon to form a gov-
ernment whom le had expelled from office,
and from whom lie had withbeld the or-
dlnary rights of constitutional advisers of
the Crown ? He was then preciseiy in the
position ln which Sir Charles Darling
placed himself while Governor of one of

the Australian colonies. Mr. Cardwell, who
was Secretary of State for the Colonies at
the time, said, ln parliament :

It has been my painful duty to recommend that
the Governor of Victoria shall be removed from
bis duties. My honourable friend, who bas just
sat down, truly stated that the reason of this
is to be found, not In any error I considered ha
had fallen Into in the difficult circumstances in
which, I admit, he was placed, during the con-
teut between the two branches of the legisla-
ture. It appeared to me that the proposai he
conveyed to me that the members of the former
Executive Council should be deprived of the
distinction they enjoyed, because they presented a
petition to the Sovereign, praying for the redress
of grievances, which I thought they were justly
entitled to do, was couched in terms which ren-
der it Impossible that the Governor who em-
ployed that language and adopted that course,
can be a safe guide to the colony, or an impar-
tial arbitrator of difficulties in the circumstan-
ces in which the colony was placed.

Sir Edward Cardwell, ln a despateh to
Sir Charles Darling, ln 1866, says :

It is one of the first duties of the Queen's
representative to keep himself, as far as possi-
ble, aloof from, and above, all personal confilicts.
He should always se conduct himself as not to
be precluded from acting freely with those whom
the course of parliamentary proceedings might
present to him aa his confidential advisers.
While, on the one hand, It la bis duty to afford
to bis actual advisers all fair and just support,
consistently with the observance of the law, he
ought, on the other hand, to bc perfectly free to
give the same suppzrt to any other ministers
whom it may be necessary for him at any future.
time to call to his councils. The colony is en-
titled to know that the Governor gives this sup-
port te bis ministers, for the time being, and
that ha is able and willing, If the occasion shall
arise, to give the same support to others. I re-
gret te say that ln the present Instance you have
rendered this impossible. It must be evident to
yourself that you occupy a position of personal
antagonism towards almost all those whose an-
tecedents point them out as moat likely to be
available to you In the event of any change of
ministry. This bas resulted, as I think, entirely
from y-ur own acts, your adoption of a course
of conduct which cannot be justlfled in law, and
your strong denunciation, in which I am wholly
unable to concur, of those who have objected to
that course. It la Impossible, I much regret to
say, that, after this, you can, with advantage,
cntinue te conduct the goverument of the
colony.

Looking te your long services, and sincerely
.desirous to nake every allowance for the difli-
culties of your position, I have been most relue-
tant te arrive at the decision which, neverthelesa,
I have been oblIged to adopt. I am colpelled
to advise Her Majesty that you should be re-
lieved of your duties, and the government of the
colony be placed ln other hands.

The doctrine of this despatch is Most im-
portant. It points out that, under our par-
llamentary system, it is the duty of a
governor to so stand towards all parties

as to make it possible for him to call upon
the leaders of any party who ean command
a majority ln the House of Commons, or th.
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legislature, to form an administration. It
will be seen that Governor Darllng had made
the disputes between his ministers and their
political opponents bis own. He had, in
fact, entered into the political arena as a
fighting pobtician, as the champion of a
poltical party, and this was considered to
be altogether inconsistent with the duties
which pertalned to bis office.

Now. look at the case of Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor McInnes. See the feeling in the pro-
vince, which he has provoked ln the minds
of those whom he had ignominlously dis-
missed, and of ail those who are friendly to
them. At an informai meeting of the
members of the legislature, embracing even
those whom he had called upon to form
a government, a vote of censure upon him
was adopted. And this was due to the fact
that he had, ln all that lie did, in making
and unmaking ministries, departed from the
settled usage of our constitution. This was
not at ail surprising. He bow-stringed pub-
lic public men whom he called to his coun-
cils, right and left, with as little regard to
the public interest, or to what was due
them, as ever Sultan strangled and threw
luto the Bosphorus ministers of whom le
had grown tired.

The doctrine which I have stated, and
which is so clearly enunciated by Mr. Card-
well in the speech and in the despatch to
which I have alluded, and from which I
have quoted, was also, at an earlier period,
clearly set forth by Lord Grey, who may
be regarded as the initiator of the system of
parliamentary governient in the British
colonies. In the instructions which he ad-
dressed to Lord Elgin, at the time when that
distinguished statesman was appointed Gov-
ernor General of Canada, he said :

The object with which I recommend to you
this course is that of making it apparent that
any transfer which may take place, of political
power from the hands of one party ln the pro-
vince to those of another, ta the result not of
an act of yours. To this I attach great Impor-
tance. I have, therefore, to instruct you to ab-
stain froin changing your Executive Council, un-
til it shall become perfectly clear that they are
unable with such fair support from yourself as
they have a right to expect, to carry on the gov-
ernment of the province, satisfactorily, and com-
mand the confidence of the legislature.

This doctrine Mr. McInnes bas not ob-
served, this instruction he has not followed,
and bis non-observance of it has largely con-
tributed to the political unrest which has
prevailed ln the local polities of the pro-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

vince of British Columbia, and which has
awakened a strong personal feeling against
hlm, and which made his continuance in the
position of Ileutenant-governor most undesir-
able ln the public interest. Let me here say
upon abother point that I very cordlally
subscribe to the doctrine staited by Mr. Card-
well, when he said in .the House of Com-
mons :

I do earnestly hope that we are not about to
constitute oursclves into a court of appeal with
regard to colonial matters. When the question
la whether you shall require a governor to ob-
serve the law, you have no alternative but ta
insist on lis observance ln the colony ; but when
t Is the question of the automatic action of the

colony I can conceive nothing more calculated
to sever the tie between the colony and the
mother country, than that there should be in
this House any disposition to constitute our-
selves the judges of their rights, the guardians
of their interests or the interpreter of their
pollcy and their wishes. We have deliberatelv
determined to leave these matters to themselves,
and I earnestly and sincerely hope that we shall
not by any discussion that occurs here, give rise
to an opinion that we regret the course we have
taken in that respect.

These observations must not be forgotten
by the Senate and House of Commons In a
case like the present.

I thought when the case of Mr. Letellier
was under discussion In the House of Com-
mons in 1879, that the resolution moved in
that House was a most irregular proceed-
ing. The appointment of the Lieutenant-
Governor is an executive act. The removal
of the Lieutenant-Governor is also the act
of the executive government, and It is as
open to this parliament to criticise the con-
duct of the govenment in respect to such a
proceeding, as It is open to them to criti-
cise the conduct of the advlsers of the
Crown on every other act done or neglected
upon their advice ; but if the House of Com-
mons, or the Senate, thought that a Lieu-
tenant-Governor ought to have been re-
moved from office who was not removed, it
was their business to proceed by censuring
the government for neglecting to do its
duty, and not by calling upon His Excel-
lency, directly, to remove the Lieutenant-
Governor f rom office. Under our constitu-
tion, the Lieutenant-Governor of a province
Is removable by the Governor General for
cause shown, and the immediate advlsers
of His Excellency are the ministers for the
time being. As advisers of His Excellency
In this case, we do not undertake to deelde
who the advisers of the Lieutenant-Gover-
nor shall be-whether they shall be Conser-
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vative or Reformer, or whether made up of
a coalition of parties, but they should be
composed of men who enjoy the confidence
of the legislature. Their continuance lu
office should be dependent upon the con-
tInued confidence of the legislature. To use
the words of Lord Dufferin, the guiding star
ln the conduct and maintenance of his offi-
cial relations with bis ministers should be
the confidence which a legislature reposes
ln them ; and no matter what may be the
views of the legislature on public questions,
an efficient executive should always be kept
as near as may be In barmony with it.
And so a Lieutenant-Governor must always
look to the provincial legislature for advice
ln respect to those whom he may select
as bis counsellors ln the discharge of bis
executive functions. This, It is clear, the
late Lieutenant-Governor of British Colum-
bia did not do. But be substituted bis per-
sonal wIll, ln the selection of bis ministry,
for the will of the majority of those whom
the people returned, and be dlssolved a legis-
lature that he had no constitutional ground
for assuming had ceased to accurately re-
flect public opinion, because be bad for five
out of six of bMs ministers gone outside of
the legislature for them. Looking dispas-
sionately at the course pursued by His
Honour, I can come to but one conclusion
-that from first to last, be never rightly
grasped either the spirit or the principles
of our system of government, so far as It
related to the functions of the representa-
tive of the sovereign in a province of this
Dominion.

Lieutenant-Governor MclInnes mistook
constitutional history for constitutional law,
and he assumed that he could follow the
practices of George III. as readily as those
of Her Majesty. I greatly regret the course
'whleh be took ; I regret that be falled to
realize tbat be was invading the province of
the legislature in dismissing a ministry that
continued to enjoy their confidence ; that be
forgot that the advisers of the Crown, un-
der our modern constitution, have rights
not less certain than those which pertain
to the representative of the Crown, and that
those rights, ln the course which he adopted,
he wholly dIsregarded.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
should like to call attention
member to the fact that he bas

BOWELL-I
of the bon.

not answered

the latter part of the question, whetber
there is any further correspondence on the
said dismissal ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may just say, with
regard to that, I understand there Is no fur-
ther correspondence. Of course If there
was It would come to my bon. friend the
Secretary of State.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI,-I am
sure every one ln the House bas listened
wlth a great deal of interest and attention
to this exposition of the principles of con-
stitutional government, not only ln England
but also ln Canada. I have listened my-
self wlth more than ordinary Interest to the
speech the bon. gentleman bas made, and I
think we are all grateful at the clear and ex-
plicit manner ln wbch he bas laid down the
constitution which governs, not only Eng-
land, but this country, that while the modern
system exists to which e bas referred, he
bas not in bis remarks denied the Inherent
right of the Crown to take any position that
it may think proper. But under the present
advanced system of government, and as we
understand responsible government, it would
be a very great stretch of the authority of
the Crown to take any other course than
that which he bas indicated, unless under
very extraordinary circumstances. I may
say that while I listened with a great
deal of interest, and while we have all
learned a good deal from the remarks which
the bon. gentleman bas made, I must ex-
press some Uttle regret that be referred to
a controversial subject ln Canada, in regard
to which he and I and the vast majority
of the people will not agree. The case of
Lieutenant-Governor Letellier was some-
what similar to that of the Lleutenant-Gov-
ernor of British Columbia. Mr. Letellier
dismissed a ministry that had a large ma-
JorIty In both Houses at the time of the
dismissal. Mr. McInnes dismlssed the Sem-
lin minIstry after a vote of confidence ln
that ministry had been passed by the legis-
lature. In that respect, there is no difference.
I do not propose to discuss the question
further than to point out that Mr. Letellier
took a step which, according to. the doctrines
laid down by the bon. Minister of Justice,
he had no right to itake, hence the govern-
ment of that day were justlfied ln dismissing
him from the position which he held.

i7
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Hon. Mr. POWER-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Just
as we to-day, who approved of the dismissal
of Mr. Letellier, justify the action of the
present government in dismissing Mr. Mc-
Innes, he having violated the constitution as
explained by the Minister of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not refer to Mr.
Letelller's case in any w'ay except for this
point : t spoke, not as to whether he ought
or ought not to have been removed, but to
show that, instead of condemning the gov-
ernment, if they thought he ought to have
been removed, for not having 'taken action,
parliament advised the government on t'he
subject.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstood the hon. gentleman to say that the
dismissal of Letellier, under the constitution,
was wrong.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I said nothing on
that point at all.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I may
be permitted, though a layman, to take
issue with the lon. gentleman in reference
to the statement lie has just made as to
the powers of parliament. If parliament
thinks proper to advise the ministry, and
the ministry take the responsibility of carry-
ing out that advice, I do fnot understand
that to be an infringement of the consti-
tution. We have had many cases of that
klnd. We had the case of the New Bruns-
wick school question, in which parliament
passed a resolution advising a certain course
to be taken, and the government took that
course, and sent the question which was
then at issue, to the law lords of the Privy
Council ln England, who decided it. In the
case of Letellier, very mu-ch the same
course was pursued, and the government of
that day took the responsibIlity. They
were responsible to parliament and to the
people, and it was not an infringement of
the constitution for the parliament of Can-
ada to say to the government of the day :
'We are of opinion that such a course
should be taken.' It is for the government
of the day to decide whether they will as-
sume the responsibility of acting on such
advice. Hon. gentlemen will remember,
also, that on this very New Brunswick
school question a motion moved by the hon.
gentleman, Mr. Costigan, was carried in

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL.

the House of Commons, expressing an opin-
ion as to what the government should do.
Sir John Macdonald, then leading the gov-
ernment, dissented from that, and dld not
act in accordance with the instructions giv-
en by parliament. He assumed the respon-
sibility of setting that resolution, which
expressed the opinion that they should take
a certain course, at defiance and parliament
afterwards justified the course he took, and
the people also sanctioned it. 1 could dwell
upon that at very great length, but I do
not propose to do so. Parliament has a right
to express any opinion it pleases : it is for
the government of the day to say whether
they will act upon it or not. I regretted
afterwards calling the attention of the hon.
gentleman to the case of Sir Edmund Head
on the formation of the Brown adminis-
tration. However, the Minister of Jus-
tice declared that Sir Edmund Head, un-
der the circumstances, was not justified.
The facts are clear to the minds of all who
have any recollection of what was then
termed the double-shuffle, when the govern-
ment of Sir John Macdonald was defeated
by a small majority on the vote appropriat-
ing fifty thousand pounds for the commence-
ment of the construction of these build-
ings. He resigned on the ground that par-
liament had delegated the selection of the
capital for united Canada to the Queen.
When we use the word 'Queen,' of course
we mean the government. The Imperial
authorities. or the Queen, decided upon Ot-
tawa. When he asked for an appropria-
tion of fifty thousand pounds to commence
these buildings, he was defeated in the
House. The sectional Interest, were so
great that they voted against It. The Que-
bec (interest, the Montreal interest, the
Toronto Interest and the Kingston interest,
all combined to defeat any action, and Sir
John Macdonald resigned. Sir Edmund
Head cailed upon Hon. George Brown to
form an administration. Mr. Brown, in the
course of the negotiations, as the docu-
mentary evidence will show, asked for a
dissolution before he had formed his gov-
ernment. He was told distinctly by Sir
Edmund Head that no dissolution would
be allowed hlm, and the grounds upon which
he made that statement and took that po-
eition were that they had just returned
from the people. It was only a few months-
I think it was the first meeting. of parlia-
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ment-after the election, and then, after
the government was formed, the present Sir
Hector Langevin, then a young member of
the House of Assembly, in the city of To-
ronto, moved a vote of want of confidence
in the Brown-Dorion administration, which
was carried by 35 of a majorlty in a small
House-only the two Canadas then.-and Mr.
Brown, having been told before the forma-
tion of the government that a dissolution
would not be allowed, that large majority
voting want of confidence in his adminis-
tration, justified the Lieutenant-Governor in
the course that he had pursued. According
to the doctrines laid down and read from
that eminent author, I believe one of the
best authors that has ever written on the
constitution of England, Bagehot, Sir Ed-
mund Head was fally justified. There was
another part of the hon. gentleman's speech
that was peculiarly gratifying to myself.
When lie quoted from Lord Dufferin in
justification of the course that he had taken
in not dismissing, at the demand of the
Liberal party of that time, Sir John Mac-
donald's government from power on account
of what was then termed the Pacific scan-
dal. Though I :was not in the government
at that time, I felt gratified, because I had
taken the same view as the leaders of the
party with which I was then conneeted. Many
of us remember the vilification, the con-
demnation, and the demand for Lord Duf-
ferin's removal because lie took the posi-
tion that my hon. friend now cites with
approval. My hon. friend, who was one of
the opposition party at the time, now comes
forward and justifies the course that Lord
Dufferin pursued on that occasion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I said nothing about it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Noth-
ing about what ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Lord Dufferin's course.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman said nothing about Lord
Dufferin's course, but he quoted from Lord
Dufferin's utterances in Halifax and in Eng-
land in justification of the course which he
had taken at the time of the Paclfic scandai,
and adopted it as the true constitutional
course to be taken in difficulties of this kind
between the government of the day and his
ministry. He laid down the doctrine, plain-
ly and distinctly, that he could consider no

other advice than that which was tendered
to him by the ministry that was given to
him by the people through the parliament
of Canada, and if that were true-and I
compliment the hon. gentleman on the quo-
tations which he made to prove that it is
true-it shows that Lord Dufferin was cor-
rect in the course that he took. The hon. gen-
tleman quoted from authorities to show that
Lieutenant Governor MeInnes had over-
stepped the bounds of the constitutional posi-
tion which he held as Ileutenant-governor,
in justification of his dismissal. I freely ad-
mit the hon. gentleman, perhaps, may not
have thouglit there was any one here who
knew anything about these transactions.
I might take the opportunity to compliment
hlm on his conversion on that point as well
as upon many others. As I said to my hon.
friend on my right, If I had shut my eyes
and did not know the voice, I would almost
imagine that it was my hon. frIend, Sir
John Macdonald, laying down the constitu-
tional doctrine which guided him during the
nearly half a century in which he governed
this country. I have heard him make al-
most similar speeches. There were even
extracts which the hon. gentleman read
from Bagehot, which Sir John Macdonald
cited in the Letellier case in the House of
Commons when he was condemning the
course which the Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec had taken. The doctrines which the
hon. Minister of Justice has expounded to-
day are the doctrines laid down by that
great leader, who was one of the best
authorities on constitutional questions that
Canada ever had. I was delighted beyond
measure to hear the hon. gentleman enun-
clate the very same views and the same
opinions, in almost the same words of
Sir John Macdonald, we might say It
was the hand of Esau, but certain-
ly It was the voice of Jacob that ut-
tered those sentiments, and I congratulate
him heartily, and I thank the hon. mem-
ber from British Columbia (Hon. Mr. Tem-
pleman) for having made this motion in
order to bring out the speech which has
been delivered, and which will be a guide
in the future to those who take the extreme
views which have characterized the Liberal
party in the past. I am glad that they have
arrived at the same conclusions that Sir
John Macdonald laid down in the parliament
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of Canada, for our future guidance. The
morning has been well spent, and when the
speech of the hon. Minister of Justice is
sent forth to the people of Canada, they will
have a more distinct idea of how this coun-
try should be governed. I can only regret
that leutenant-governors should ever put
themselves in a position to compel an ad-
ministration to dismiss them. Under the
administration of which I was a very hum-
ble member, we dismissed one, and I thlnk
we did right. These hon. gentlemen have
followed in our wake in that, as ln many
other things ; they dismissed one and I
think they did right. I hope no future gov-
ernment will be placed in a position to dis-
miss lieutenant-governors for infraction of
their duty as such.

call the attention of the leader of this House
l discussing the other day the act of the late
Governor Angers, the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice said there was one point in his action
which was clearly unconstitutional-that he
had dissolved parliament when the British
North America Act obliged the legislature of
the provinee to meet once In twelve motuths.
The clause is the 86th section of the British
North America Act, which reads as follows :

There shall be a session of the legislature of
Ontario, and that of Quebec once at least ln
every year, so that twelve months shall not in-
tervene between the last sitting of the legisla-
ture in each province in one session, and ilts
firat sitting in the next sesslon.

That question was discussed at the time,
but I had forgotten that a very well known
authority had give an opinion on that point
-that is Bourinot, and to give my hon.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-To complete the in- friend an opportunity to throw on a future
teresting lecture given to us by the hon. Min- occasion more lght on the subject-not of
ister of Justice, I should lay before the his own, but of those constitutionai author-
House the opinion given by one of our const- ities-I sha quote what Bourinot said on
tutional authorities, on a constitutional ques- the matter. It Is in a letter dated frou
tion brought up lately ln this House, and Ottawa, December 23, 1891:
upon which the hon. Minister of Justice ex- My conslderation of important and novel ques-
pressed certain views w'hich rwere in con- tfù»] lnvoived In dissolution of Quebec legisia-
tradiction of that autbority. Before touch- tupr ied e t conclusio ha ri a
ing that question, however, I wish to point to exercise prerogative of dissolution, under law
out an objection. If the views of the hon. and conitution. ighty-sxth section la implyout fte VIW5 Odirecto ry, and no legal or constitutional rightu
Minister of Justice are correct, the prero- can be prejudioiaily affeoted so far as I can see
gative of dissolution belongs to the Crown, at present, but lu my opinion, section don nottake away from constitutionai prerogative of
and the hon. minister has given instances Crown.
ln which that power could be used-namely I think that setties the whole matter. Lt
If the by-elections happened to be in a certain answers the only objection the hon. minister
direction ehowing that the government of had to the act of the late lieutenant-gov-
the day had not the confidence of thecthe ay ad et he cnfienc oftheernor, and this answer given by Mr. Bouri-
people ; then the Crown could dissolve the
legislature. If a public question of great nt his constttiona es-
interest was pressed ln parliament, on whieb tons t oh be elarged.
the views of the people have not been asked,
or are not known, then a dissolution could DEATH SENTENCES or CAZES AND
take place. In the face of those declara- DUBE.
tions, I should like to know what authority i
the Prime Miister has to-day to promise M
another session ? Why should the Prime Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved
Minister have the authority to promise an- That an humble address be presented to His
other session without due regard to the con- Excellency the Governor Gener-Il, prayîng that
stitutional powers which give to the Crown 'l elle the be e
Itself the power of dissolution ? Such a li befre teea:

promse e nyersur to e flfiied bu itaressed to the government, and o! ail com-promiseications whatsoever exchanged between any
might go with the other promises of the i the members of the present administration
Prime Minister. I want to prove that the and any person whomsoever, relating to the re-

Prim Milete, i ths Intane, 1 acingprieve. to the commutation of. and to the exe-
Prime Minister, this instance, is actingthe sentence o death pronounced upon
against the spirit of the constitution. I certain individuala named Cazes and DuM.2. Copies of the reports prepared and sent tocome now to the point to which I wish to the Minister o! Justice by the judge who pro-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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nounced sentence of death upon Cazes and Dubé.
3. Copies of the orders in council granting

Cazes a commutation of the sentence of death
and refusing Dubé any such clemency.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A motion similar to
this, I think, has been adopted in the House
of Commons. If the papers come down In
the House of Commons-so far as they can
be brought down at all-I do not know If
the hon. gentleman desires they should be
brouglit down here also.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If there is no differ-
ence I do not want them twice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, there will be no
difference. The only papers not called for in
the House of Commons are those mentloned
in the second proposition, copies of reports
prepared and sent to the minister by the
judges who tried the cases. That is contrary
to practice. These are considered confi-
dential and are not brought down without
the consent of the judge.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Do I understand they
could be brought down with the judge's
consent ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They might be brought
down with the judge's consent.

The motion was dropped.

REFORIM OF THE SENATE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired:
Whether It la the intention of the government

to put Into execution the promise contained in
the programme set forth by the Liberal conven-
tion held at Ottawa, In June, 1893, In no far
as the reform of the Senate la concerned?

Whether the goverument intends to begin this
reform of the Senate by giving this House a
number of representatives in the cabinet equal
to that which the former administration had
granted?

Whether the government thinks it can con-
tinue this reform by ceasing to recruit from orie
province only the members of the Senate which
it takes into the cabinet ?

Whether it is the Intention of the govern-
ment not to stop In the way of reforma, but
to continue its work by giving, as the preceding
government had done, a French representative
among the number of senators forming part of
the cabinet?

When will the government begin these reforme?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Providence is engaged
In the work of reform at the present time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It has
nothing to do with the bon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend 1s mis-
taken. I would say to the hon. gentleman

that the subject of Senate reform will be
considered in due time. I hope that that
will be satisfactory to my hon. friend.
Then he asks whether the government In-
tends to give representation equal to that
which the former administration granted.
I don't know how many the former adminis-
tration granted.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-No, the hon. gentle-
man was not here at the time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I was not here.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I suppose we have
equality now ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not aware that for
several years there has been a French re-
presentative here, and if there is not a
French representative, there is one more
French representative in the House of Com-
mons than there -would be If there was a
French member of the cabinet here. My
hon. friend will see that the province of
Quebec is very adequately and very fully
represented lu the government and the ques-
tion of representing the province in this
body would necessitate, my hon. friend
knows right well, the appointment of seven
representatives in this House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. minister Is
under the impression, apparently, that Hon.
Mr. Geoffrion le still living, but he died and
was replaced by Mr. Sutherland.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Is that so ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That Is so.
hon. gentleman is not mourning.

BILL INTRODUCED.

I see the

Bill (191) 'An Act to amend the
Office Act.'-(Hon. Mr. Scott.)

Post

THE PARLIAMENT GROUNDS.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. ALLAN rose to:
Call the attention of the government to the

condition of the grounds surrounding the par-
liament buildings, and especially of that part of
them extending along the face of the cliff over-
looking the Ottawa River. And inquire if It la
the intention of the goverument to protect them
from further injury?

He said : Just a year ago, I brought be-
fore the Senate the conditions of the grounds
surrounding these buildings. and especially
thnt part of theqm along the face of the cliff
overlooking the river. I pointed out, on that
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occasion, the utter neglect of any precautions
to prevent the destruction of the trees and
shrubs on the slope above and 'below the
Lovers' Walk by the disintegration of the
rock, and washing away of the earth. I
also drew attention to the fact that, If the
beauty of the two groups of trees on
either side of this building, east and west Is
to be preserved, proper and judicious thin-
ning out was absolutely necessary. In an-
swer to these representations, the hon. Min-
ister of Justice certainly gave the House to
understand, on that occasion, that steps
would be taken without delay to remedy the
matters complained of, and I may be per-
haps permitted to say also that since that
time I have personally urged these views
upon two members of the government
who at different times have represented
the public works, and have received
promises, at all events from one of
them, that Immediate steps would be
taken to remedy the defects that I have
alluded to. Within the last week or two
I believe men have been set to work to rake
up the dead leaves and debris of newspapers
and dirty papers which disfigure the slope.
and the dead branches which have been
lying about. lu doing so they have done
very often much more mischief than good,
for I see some of them not only vigorously
employed ln removing the papers, but rak-
ing away the earth from the face of the
rock ln many places, still further uncover-
ing the roots of the shrubs and trees.

Beyond that, absolutely nothing has ever
been done, and as I stated last year, the
result will be that a great deal of the beauty
of the cliff upon whlch the parliament build-
ings stand wlll be destroyed by the gradual
dying out of the trees. The grounds aiso
in every direction Indicate want of proper
attention. Take, for example, the beauti-
ful hedge which runs round the top of the
cliff-in many places there are great gaps
which have never been replanted. On the
east side there are at least half a dozen of
these gaps which are made still worse by an
endeavour <to save trouble and labour on the
part of the men who are employed ln raking
up the grass and in gatherIng up rubbish,
and who use these gaps for throwing rubbish
down the bank below. I half apologized last
year for bringing this subject before the
House, whIch, not being political, imight not
be thought to be of much consequence, but

Hon. Mr. ALLAN.

I maintain that the beauty of these buildings
and their surroundings is a matter of very
considerable importance as it concerns not
only the people of Ottawa, but the people of
the whole Dominion. We hear it is the in-
-tention of the government to commence
sundry improvements, making, amongst
other things, a drive from the opposite
side of the Rideau to the Experimental
Farm. It seems to me that while it may be
an excellent thing to carry out further im-
provements of that kind, to beautify the
city of Ottawa and its neighbourhood, it is
scarcely right that these grounds should be
utterly neglected in the way they have been.
Any hon. gentleman walking round the
ellff will see that in many places the steps
leading down the face of the cliff are by no
means sound and the railings are broken,
and altogether there is an air of neglect and
shabbiness ithat no gentleman would have
about bis own grounds, and I think, in the
case of the ground owned by the government
of the country, we should have something
better. There is another suggestion which I
would venture to make-although It would
be a very difficult thing to repair what, I
think, is almost an irreparable mischief
which has been done to Nepean Point by the
construction of the Interprovincial Railway,
yet something may be done to render it a
less disfiguring object ln the landscape, if
the company, whose road is now being sub-
sidized, wouild do something towards cover-
ing up portions of the cliff now looking
very much like a deserted stone quarry, with
sufficient earth to cover the bare rocks so
that it could be plaunted with small shrubs
and creepers. It would, to some ex-
tent, render that point a less dis-
figuring object tban It Is at present.
I venture another suggestion. Why should
not the care of these grounds be transferred
to Dr. Saunders and the authorities of the
experimental farm ?-We would then have
it in the hands of somebody who knows
something about these matters. I feel
strongly that unless the persons employed
have some knowledge of arboriculture and
landscape gardening, Infilnitely more mis-
chief would be done than good by the mere
pottering about of any of the gardeners who
have been employed ln the ground up to the
present. The assistance of gentlemen like Dr.
Saunders and those connected with the ex-
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perimental farm, who have shown by their
work there that they have some knowledge
of these matters should be secured. I think
If the care of the whole of these grounds
were transferred to them instead of being
under the charge of the board of works, we
might possibly have an improved state et
things. I feel half inclined to apologize to
the House for bringing this subject forward,
because it is one which does not excite any
very general interest, but I confess I feel
strongly about it, and I feel sorry to see
what ought to be a source of pride to the
whole Dominion so far neglected that one
feels rather ashamed to come here and view
-the condition of things as they exist at pre-
sent.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I entirely sympathise
with the views which the hon. gentleman
has expressed as to the desirability of put-
ting these grounds In proper condition and
maintaining that condition. The shrubbery
going round the cliff on which this building
stands bas been cleaned out-

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The cleaning out did
more mischlef than good.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And it may be as the
hon. gentleman has suggested that the work-
men have disturbed the soil as well as re-
moved the papers and rubbish collected
there. With regard to the other eliff and
Nepean Point, ilt will be difficult to undertake
to make oesthetic improvements there while
the work is going on and the retaining wall
is being erected, but as soon as that work
is completed, which no doubt will be at a
pretty early day, it seems to me that steps
should be taken to put the whole of that
cliff in a proper condition. I understand
that Mr. Beemer, whose railway Is being
brought in there, has agreed to do that, and
of course It wIll be the duty of the Minister
of Public Works to see that it is properly
carried out. I will bring under the atten-
tion of my colleague who has charge of that
department the observations the hon. gen-
tleman has addressed to the House, and also
the suggestions whilch he has made with
regard to putting the care of the work in the
hands of the manager of the experimental
farm. If a good landscape gardener could
be secured to take care of the grounds,
there would be occupation for hlm for some

time to come. I entirely sympathize with
the view which the hon. gentleman has ex-
pressed and I do think that it is of grea t

importance that the natural beauty of this
location should be, not only preserved, but

1 improved so far as we can improve It.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-We could hardly
make a park of It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It Is not necessary to
make a park out of it, but as it is a beau-
tiful location, and as the prospect from it is
as tine as from any building in Canada, we
can do something to prevent it being dis-
figured and to see that violation ls not doue
to one's esthetic sensibilities by having it in
a state of disrepair.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I am glad to hear what
has fallen from the lon. Minister of Justice,
and I should like to Impress that one point,
that whatever is done really ought to be
done by some one who has knowledge of
that kind of thing.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I am thankful to the
lion. gentleman from Toronto for bringing
up this matter. He has been persistently
urging the case, but I hardly think it is
a fair time now, when Mr. Beemer ls con-
structing his work, to call upon him for any
improvement. If we allow a short time to
expire, we wlll find that all the Improve-
ments will be made.

Hon. Mr. POWER-On the other side.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-All through. I have

often thought of the diffleulties which the
people of the clty experience with reference
to this park and other parks. There ls
the Lover's Walk, a beautiful walk, as ail
hon. gentlemen know. I do not understand
why the piles of wood have been left there.
They have been there for years, and are a
menace to the clty ; but I hope, now that
the city have adopted a course with respect
to the fire by-law, that they will insist that
no lumber be piled near these buildings.
Hon. gentlemen will remember the trouble
we lad in regard to the Ottawa River and
the sawdust. It is as bad now as It ever
was and perhaps worse, and still the gov-
ernment do not take the first step towards
remedying It. I have brouglit the matter
before the House and have been told that the
Act ti there, and It ls for the people to en-
force it. I dissent from that proposition. It Is
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ostensibly in the 'hands of the government,
and they should take steps to prevent that
sawdust nuisance. It ls still there ; every-
body knows it, notwithstanding the Act of
parliament. What ls the use of an Act of
parliament if it ls being disobeyed ln this
way ? I hope the government will see that
the Lover's Walk and all these approaches
are not filled up with paper and material of
an Inflammable character. I did hear that
the contract existing with the mill-men with
reference to piling lumber back of the build-
ings had been rescinded. I hope it has been.
We want to avert any such catastrophe as
happened two months ago. The government,
will be criminally negligent if they do not
perform their duty ln a way to reduce the
danger from fire occurring. They have been
notified time and again, and I hope this will
be the last time that it will be necessary
to bring the matter under the notice of the
House to urge them to prevent this sawdust
nuisance. I am informed that the sawdust
impeded the speed of the boat to some extent
on the trip to Grenville the other day. Should
that be so ? It le a river under government
control, and they should exercise some su-
pervision to prevent this nuisance. Al this
sawdust will have to be taken out of the
river at some time at great expense. It bas
been a great expense for years and years.
I thought last year that it was ended, and
that there would be no further trouble. Will
the government take the necessary steps to
prevent the sawdust nuisance in the future,
or do they intend to allow private indivi-
duals to become informers and take the
steps whlch should be taken by the govern-
ment ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It ls on the statute-
book and anybody can take advantage of it.

Hon. 'Mr. CLEMOW-Yes, but would the
hon. minister like to be an informer ? Is It
not under the Dominion government ?
Should they not take the necessary mea-
sures ? They have the appliances. They
can put the machinery in motion and no
one will say one word, but if a private in-
dividual undertook to do it, he would find
It difficult to live in the city.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon.
wants the government to do it.

gentleman

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I want a man to
perform his duty. If any duty ls cast upon

lon. M.r. CLEMOW.

me, I f eel the necessity of discharging it,
but as an Individual I do not want volun-
tarily to do what other men are paid to do.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It may be brought
before the conciliatory board.

Hon. Mr. KERR-When this matter was
brought before the House last session I felt
personally a very deep interest lin it, as
other hon. gentlemen no doubt did. I felt
that the hon. gentleman (Hon. Mr.
Allan) who brought this matter before
us had rendered a good service, not
only to this House and the governement,
but to the whole country, and I am sure
that it requires no apology when he repeats
and emphasizes it again this year. I look
upon these buildings and grounds as perfect-
ly beautiful, and we ought to do everything
in our power not only to preserve their nat-
ural beauty, but to add to the beauty of the
whole situation, including the buildings,
grounds and river. They are perfectly uni-
que, and one can scarcely ever look at them
without being involuntarily reminded of the
words of the poet that ' A thing of
beauty ls a joy for ever.' Another point in
connection with this subject-I do not re-
collect whether the hon. senator referred to
it or not-is the necessity of a ralling, or
protection around the walk on the river
bank. It struck me in walking there that
unless one walked very correctly he would
be in some jeopardy of tumbllng over the
preciplee.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It ls a walk for sober
men.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG-It is a straight and
narrow path.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I felt that le was neces-
sary that some precaution should be taken.
I am exceedingly pleased that this subject
has been referred to again. People get their
impressions, not only of Ottawa, but their
impressions of the entire Dominion from
this centre of light and leading. And It
ought to be so. I feel it is to me a liberal
education In itself to contemplate these
buildings and grounds, and I hope that the
timely and appropriate observations of the
hon. senator who has brought up this matter
will bear good fruit, and bear that fruit at
an early day.

The Senate adjourned.
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SECOND SITTING.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Routine proceedings.

THE EMERGENCY RATION INVESTI-
GATION.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I should like to ask the
government a. question which I think is of
some considerable interest to the people in
al! parts of Canada, and that is, whether
after the investigation which bas gone on
ln the other branch of parliament with
reference to the emergency food ration sup-
plied by Mr. Devlin, it Is the intention of
the government, owing to the evidence dis-
closed to take any action for prosecuting
Dr. Devlin for the fraud he practised on
tbem, giving a worthless article instead of
a good article. It is a matter of some con-
cern to the people of Canada, in times of
war, when our young men bave freely volun-
teered to go and fight the battles of the
empire, to know if they are again called
upon that they will be supplied with a ra-
tion fit for them in case of emergency. I
think, on the evidence given before that
committee, the government would be justi-
fied la punishing a man who imposed on
them as Dr. Devlin did. I do not say it
is possible to avoid frauds being perpetrated
upon the government, but they should make
a fair investigation and find out if a fraud
was perpetrated, and, If so, the guilty party
should be brought to speedy justice. I
should like to know if the government pro-
pose to take any action ln reference to pro-
secuting Dr. Devlin If he is found guilty.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have had no discus-
sion with the Minister of Milltia upon the
subject. I do not know what action lie bas
taken. My hon. friend refers to an investiga-
tion had by the committee. I have not my-
self, being so much occupied, read over that
evidence with any degree of care, nor have
I noticed whether it covers the whole ground.
As far as I remember, the evidence showed
that the food purchased wae nutritions, that
it was not an unwholesome food, but that
it was not an emergency food properly so
called ; that 1s, that the percentage of nutri-
ment in It was less than there ought to be
ln food which is intended as an emergency

66

food. Whether Dr. Devlin bas ln what he
has done rendered hlmself liable to any la*
in force, I cannot say. because I do not
know what are the terms of agreement
with the minister, nor am I ln a position
to express any opinion elther upon the
majority report or the minority report. If
the matter is referred to me on legal
grounds, I shall be obliged to consider the
contract and the circumstances under which
the food was purchased. The impression I
got from the evidence was, that a fraud
had been practised upon the department ln
the sale, but I arm not in a position to say
more than that. It may be the minister
intends making a thoroughi investigation
himself. That I think is right, If he feels
that there is anything to investigate beyond
what appears in the commIttee's report, and
when he seeks advice from my department,
I shall be prepared to give it, but that has
not been sought fron me up to the present
moment, nor could I expect It would be
during the closing days of the session, wheu
every minister has his time fully occupied.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think bon. gen-
tlemen will admit that the reply of the
hon. minister bas been a careful one, and
almost entIrely non-committal, with regard
to the subject. It shows at least that the
matter la undergoing serious consderation.
There le just one point that the lion. min-
ister made where It seems to me he is labour-
Ing under a misapprehension. He has called
attention to the tact, which I think has been
fully established, that this food contained
some nutrition, but not enough to entitle It
to be regarded as an emergency ration. My
hon. friend will remember that under the
Adulteration Act it ls not necessary to
prove that food le non-nutritious or un-
wholesome ln order to pronounce it *adul-
terated. It may be adulterated If it falls
short of what is claimed for It elther on
Its label or In Its description. In this re-
spect, the food bas fallen short, and it may
be found that it will lave to be regarded as
adulterated under the Adulteration Act. , I
just mention that, because it seems that
the hon. gentleman was under the impression
that nothIng could be seriously wrong If It
was not proved to be entirely non-nutritions,
although it might fall short of being an
emergency ration. Under the Adulteration
Act, food which la entirely. wholesome may,
nevertheless, be declared to be adulterated,
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and the vendor liable to criminal prosecu-
tion.

Hon. Mr. MILI.S-The hon. gentleman
knows that ifo<,d contalning more than a
certain amount of nutrition is possibly
Injurious. There may be cases of too great
concentration. The human stomach does
not differ from the stomach of some other
animais in that too high a degree of con-
centration Is injurious.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Not a high price.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That Is another matter.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
la not the complaint in regard to the emerg-
ency food. The complaint was that they
bought an article purporting to contain 60
per cent of nutritious matter, whereas it only
contained 16 on analysis, as shown by the
report of the government analyst in Ot-
tawa. I do not think anybody complained
of its being too nutritious or too strong so
as to injure the health of any person. It
ls a serious question, apart altogether from
the culpabillty of the minister, or those
connected with the department. I do not
propose to discuss the subject now. It is
simply a question whether an article pur-
porting to be an emergency food was palmed
off on the government with 85 to 40 per
cent less strength than was agreed upon, and
whether Devlin did, as the evidence shows,
adulterate it, or whether he obtained a cer-
tificate or put a label upon it purporting
to state what It was, and whether he ob-
tained a label similar to that used, I sup-
pose, by the inventor of the food and by
that means palm it off upon the govern-
ment. It la singular how little things lead
to great discoveries. The old adage that
murder will out le very well illustrated in
this case. Dr. Devlin got his labels printed
at the Montreal Heraid Office and the print-
ing department of that office, having printed
the labels supposing them to be for the pro-
prietor of the true food, sent the account to
hlm and he repudiated it, as he had given
no such order. Then that led to the dis-
covery of Dr. Devlin's little trick of impos-
ing upon the government an article for two
dollars a pound which he entered at the
customs at a value sworn to as being
worth thirty cents a pound. That ls what
the government have to look Into, and
if they do their duty they will prosecute

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Devlin for the imposition upon them. It is
not for us to discuss whether the govern-
ment were decelved through their own negli-
gence or not. The simple fact brought out
in evidence, and the government analysis,
apart from anything else, are sufficient justi-
fication to prosecute the man who com-
mltted the fraud, and If he can show he
did not commit a fraud, then he will dis-
abuse ithe mindis of the people who have read
the evidence and will stand well before the
public.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudière)-The
leader of the opposition, I am sure, knows
Dr. Rodier, of Montreal, very well. He Is
a very .good friend of my hon. friend's own
party and he told me himself-and when I
say that, I know well the responsibility I
take in saying anything in this House-that
vitaline food stronger than that furnished
by Dr. Devlin would be Injurious, that he Is
daily In the habit of buying this stuff for
his patients and using It ail the time. I
declare this solemuly on the floor of this
House, knowing full well the responsibilty
If I said something which was not true.
Dr. Rodier offered to come here and declare
that under oath. He is a son of Dr. Rodier
who was for many years a member of this
House. He told me It would be the same
as drinking whisky over proof. The same
thing would apply to the food. If it were
more concentrated than that, and given to
a healthy person It would be injurious.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-That Is to Invalida
-to bis patients-to the sick people. We
can understand that concentrated food would
be injurlous to sick people while in this
case we were sendIng food to soldiers which
would be used as an emergency food when
they could not get anything on whieh they
could live for a few days. It was sworn
to at that Investigation that they could not
live upon this 'food except, perhaps, part of
a day and the whole question la ln a nut-
shel. could they live on the food or could
they not ? The evidence brought forward as
to Dr. Rodier amounts to nothIng. That le
only with reference to people gettIng over
an attack of sickness.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Did Dr. Rodler tell
the hon. gentleman anything about the
price, or that that vitaline contained 14 per
cent of proteid and it was sold at two dol-
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lars a pound ? A bushel of pease, 66 pounds,
gives about 22 (per cent proteld. Every
farmer in the country would then be in a
position if the same government remained
in power, to sell their pease to the govern-
ment at $181.50 à bushel. What is the opin-
ion of Dr. Rodier on that ? I do not see
what Dr. Rodier had to do with it. If he
was such a valuable witness, why did he
not appear and give his evidence and be
cross-examined ? But we are not ln a posi-
tion to cross-examine him or the hon. gen-
tleman who speaks for him.

Hon. iSir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
Is not the question. The question is whether
Dr. Devlin sold an article to the government
purporting to contain 60 per cent of nutri-
tious matter when it only contained 14.
The analogy of whisky does not apply at
all. It would be just exactly the same as
if you purchased highwines, or spirits pur-
porting to be 60 per cent above proof, and
it contained but 25 per cent. The question
is whether he committed a fraud or not,
and if the emergency food were too strong,
he could treat it precisely as my hon. friend
would treat the whisky-he could put more
water In it and it would not do hlm so much
harm.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It waa out of
kindness to the poor soldiers that Dr. Devlin
reduced the percentage so much.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
Of the Whole on Bill (132) ' An Act to amend
the Railway Act.'

(In the Committee.)

On the third clause,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Under the law as It
has heretofore stood in filing plans there
was a deviation of one mile allowed.
Several clauses of this Bill propose .to take
away from railway companies that latitude,
compelling them to file a plan showing ex-
actly where the line is to be constructed,
and section a refers to where the railway
crosses street railways. Section a reads as
follows :

Street railways and tramways, -while hereby
expressly dezlared to be subject to such of the
provisions of this Act as are referred to in
section 4, shall not by reason only of the fact

of croesing or connecting with one or other of
the Unes of railway mentioned in section 306 be
taken or considered to be works for the general
advantage of Canada.

It brings them within the Act, and it also,
so far as street railways and tramways are
concerned, includes the tramway built along
the Niagara River, which runs from Queens-
ton to Chippewa.

Hon. Mr. POWER-1 do not rise for the
purpose of finding any fault with the clause.
except that I think the latter point of it is
not wide enough. I submit to the minister
that this exception should be wide enougli
to include any electric tramway bulît in any
other part of the country. It should not be
confined ito the Niagara district. I do not
know whether it Is the practice in Canada
generally, although I believe it is in Ontario,
that these electrie railways run out several
miles into the country. There are electric
railways of that kind ln Toronto, and they
should be excepted In the same way as the
street railways in the Niagara district.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There Is no exception.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The first subsection
of the clause applies to street railways and
tramways.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That takes in everything
ail over Canada, except the Niagara Falls
road.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Are not the railways
ln the Niagara Falls Park tramways just
the same ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is thought better to
bring it in so that it would not be regarded
as an exception.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Clause 2 refers to the
drainage question. In some of the provinces,
I know in Ontario, there is a provincial law
which governs the construction of drains on
railway lands or across railway lands,
and this clause is for the purpose of enablIng
the parties, where they are entitled under
the provincial Act, to apply for the building
of a drain through the railway lands. They
are entitled to apply to the Railway Çom-
mittee of the Privy Council, who will con-
sider the question and take evIdence on It.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-I an very glad to see
this provision. This question has been be-
fore the House on various occasions. It was
brought up by the bon. gentleman from
Monck, I think, three different occasions,
and Bills were passed by this House twice.
This provision Is not Identical with the
provisions of the Bill of the hon. gentleman
from Monck, but it brings about the same
result ln a somewhat different way, and 1
am glad to see something has been done
about it.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 3,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The substitution Ii
removing from the original clause the right
to go over the lands of a person as shown
on a plan anywhere within one mile. All
through the Railway Act there is a devia-
tion allowed. In filng plans the railway
companies are not obliged to adhere to the
line as located. They may deflect a little
without filing a plan. This proposes to take
away from them that hititude. If they want
to change the location, they must file a new
plan so far as that section Is concerned,
«howing where they do cross a man's land.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 4,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This clause does away
with the one-mile deflection altogether. If
they propose to deflect in any way, they
nust file a new plan.

.Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Have
any abuses arisen under the law as it stands,
permitting a mile deviation ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My hon. friend will see
it is open to a very grave objection. In
crossing a man's farm, a railway company
may on the plan show the line a mile from
the man's barn, and may after all locate the
hine close to the barn. The same way, it
may show the line passing through the
woods on a farm, and afterwards it may be
located through a field. In the early days
of railway building, when plans were not so
nccurately made, the mile deviation was
not considered such a great deflection, but
in recent years, in the more thickly cultivat.
ed parts of the country, It has been found to
be attended with very great hardship.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
quite in accord with the amendment pro-
posed. I only asked whether the hon. gen-
tleman was aware of any abuses having
ar'sen under the existIng law ? I can readlly
understand how abuses could arise. Some
abuse, I suppose, must have arisen under
the law as it stands ; otherwise this step
would not be taken to amend the law.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 8,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Sup-
posing you have a road of one or two hund-
red miles, can they commence the work un-
der this clause before the plans and speci-
tications and location are completed and
filed with the departmqnt ? And then, after
they have been filed, should It be found
necessary to make a deviation of the line,
could they go on with that until they sub-
mit other plans and profiles to the depart-
ment ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, but it would only
be at the place of deviatipn.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
first part of my question I think is most
important. I am not sure but it would be
a good provision to prevent charter mon-
gers from deallng In railway charters of this
kind if they are not permitted to commence
work until the Une has been fully surveyed
and the plans deposited. Is that the mean-
ing really of this clause ? Referring to char-
ters which we have granted this year, run-
ning from Quebee to Lake Winnipeg or
somewhere up there, could they possIbly
commence that line until It was fully sur-
veyed and the plans and specifIcations filed
with the department here ? Would not this
clause restrict them to that ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think the department
under this could Insist on the filng of the
whole line of survey, but I know that this
has not been the practice of the department.
They are permitted to go by sections. I
presume we would have to leave that some-
wbat to the discretion of the department,
depending on the circumstances. The min-
ister may enforce it if he thinks proper

The clause was adopted.
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On clause 10,

Hon. Mr. .SCOTT-This clause authorizes
the government to force a rallway company
that has been incorporated after the first of
June, 1899, to locate its station at a point
where, in the opinion of the Railway Com-
mittee. a station ought to be placed

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Hear, heai; that
- is a good law.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It Is pretty arbitrary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Looking at it from an
abstract point of view we would say that a
rallway company ought to be permitted to
place stations where they please.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Sup-
pose a railway which comes within the
purview of this claus.e submits to the Com-
mittee of the Privy Council a plan showing
the selectlon of some spot for a station, and
the Railway Committee say no, that is not
the place for it, we will not approve of it,
can they then go to work and locate a sta-
tion ? The Railway Committee say you must
put it somewhere else. The railway com-
pany say no. There is nothing in this clause
to compel them to accept the conclusion of
the Railway Committee.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudière)-It
is provided for in the location plan filed in
the department. The plans indicate where
the stations shduld be.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Under
the present law you may file the plans and
show where you propose to make stations,
but you can change them where you please.
This provides that you cannot establish a
station until you receive the sanction of the
government througi the Privy Council.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-It is that way tu
fact, because you must have extra right of
way for a station, and that ls shown on the
location plan. That plan must be approved,
and so the government control it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
government have never interfered in a mat-
ter of that kind. If you want to change the
location of a station, you have only to pur-
Chase the land for it. But you cannot do
that under this Bill unless you receive the
sanction of the Railway Committee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The object of the clause
1s to give the Rallway Commlttee control

over the location of stations. It has been
found that railway companies often buy
land outside of a town and locate their sta-
tion and lay out lots. The town or village
feel it a great hardship that they have to
drive to that place lnstead of having the
station located ln the village. This is to
give the Rallway Committee control where
such a thing is attempted.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-We-know railways has
been forced to go a little distance outside
of towns and villages because people ask
immense prices for their lands.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is quite true. The
Railway Committee would deal falrly wlth
such a case. If they found anything like
an attempt to tax the railway unduly, they
would say 'you can go outside.' We can
always trust the Railway Committee to do
what is fair between a railway company
and a town.

Hon. Mr. De BOUCHERVILLE-Suppo-
sing a railway wants to pass through a
village, and the village is a mile ln length,
if the government decide that a station shall
be put ln such a place, the proprietor of that
place will be at liberty to ask any price for
his land. Why not give some latitude ln the
location, so that they can make better terms?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They have a latitude.
This does not fix any particular spot. The
point must be approved of. If the Railway
Committee consider that an exorbitant price
is being asked for the land at a particular
spot, they would not compel the railway
company to put a station there. Those con-
ditions will come out before the Railway
Commlttee.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It virtually places
the location of all the stations in the hands
of the government and takes it out of the
hands of the railway companies.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-That ls about a
synopsis of the position.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-If the government
say 'we think this is a proper locality,' aI-
though the railway company may have
advantages by going a few miles one way
or the other, they must adopt the location
selected by the governument. In a good many
cases it may subject a company to exor-
bitant charges. We ail know when a rail-
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way company wants land, the price goes up.
If this is the case, would not this place the
railway company ln a very unfavourable
position to compel them to accept any site
selected by the government, irrespective of
their own opinion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-You can trust the Rail-
way Committee.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I don't want to trust
anybody.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The railway company
select the site in the first instance, and sub-
mit their selection to the government. Then,
if there is any substantial reason why the
site selected should not be the site for the
station, the government would not approve.
The only critlcism I have to make on the
clause is one not of very much consequence;
it is, that this right of the government to
futerfere should be limited to railways
whieh recelve assistance from the public.
But inasmuch as every railway built ln
Canada receives that assistance, it does not
matter.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
are railways, or portions of railways, [n
Ontario, that have never received any as-
sistance either from the Ontario government
or this government. There is one some sixty
or seventy miles ln length running into my
own county that has never received any
aid. The extension northward, however, Is
receiving aid by the railway bonuses now
being granted, but until that was done,
that portion of the road running from Trent-
on out to Coe's Hill, did not receive either
governmenta:1 or municipal aid. This clause,
where exorbitant prices might be asked, has
two sides to it. The railway would leave
the place which would be most convenient
to the population and go a little beyond that
in order to enhance the value of property
which they might own themselves. If the
road was built out of the money of the
stockholders exclusively, without any gov-
ernment aid, there Is no reason or right why
the government should step ln and say, you
shall build the station at such a place.
but in this case it does not give them that
power. The only power it gives them is
to approve or disapprove, and If they dis-
approve then there would be no station bullt
at that particular point, or It would be bullt
at the place where the government aug-

non. Mr. CLEMOW.

gested it ought to be. We know cases where
people have bought up large quantities of
land, and asked exorbitant prices for it, and
the railways have been driven away froin
the place because they would not pay the
price. We know other cases again where
the rallways have intimated their intention
to locate their stations. Properties have
been bought In those localities and settlers
have gone there, and then, for their own
benefit-yes, for their own benefit, although
they did not change the route-they moved
it somewhere else. As an illustration of
what I am saying, when the Grand Trunk
was built in my own town they wanted to
put the station at a place more convenient
than where it Is now to Belleville, but the
people wanted £400 an acre for their land,
and that land has since been sold for taxes.
The company had to put the railway some
distance off, where they could get land at a
reasonable rate. Those are diffeulties oc-
curring all the time. This clause does very
little good or very little harm. It provides
simply for an approval or disapproval, but
it might be used to the disadvantage of
some people, and it might be corruptly used
to the disadvantage of other people. Friends
of the government might be interested ln
property-I am not saying it la possible, but
I am putting a hypothetical case,-and they
might influence the Railway Committee of
the Privy Council to compel the railway to
go to that place and increabe the value of
their property, and they might have an
interest in it themselves or they might not.
They might be perfectly honest, but human
nature is human nature, and as the hon.
gentleman from Rideau says, in matters of
this kInd they should be made so plain that
the most dishonest man or the biggest
rogue could not take advantage of it. It
[s a good plan upon which to deal with pub-
lie matters, not leaving it to the discretion
of any particular individual to do wrong if
he felt inclined.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I do not think we
should interfere too much with the railway
companies. They have undertaken a great
work ln the country and performed the
work well, and now it is sought to put other
restrictions upon them. I do not know
what the effect will be. It may have a
good effect or a bad effect. In their own
interests they will do what .s rIght. They
will obtain the land they require as cheaply
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as they can, and I do not think the govern-
ment should take this excessive power. I
do not know what power they have now
wlth regard to the location of a railway
station. I suppose they have the right to
change the location aecording to the pro-
files and plans.

Hon. -Mr. MILLS-The legislation on the
subject of railways Is practically progressive
legislation, and it has been altered and
amended fron time to time as experience
has shown changes to be necessary. We give
to railway companles the powers of expro-
priation,-of taking other people's land. It
is the sovereign power. It is the right of
domain that belongs to the Crown as an
absolute proprietor. You confer that power
upon the company upon what ground ?
Upon the ground that the company is quasi
a public body, and the expropriation is not
given in the Interests of the company alone,
but in the Interests of the public, the road
being to serve the public, and when a com-
pany comes and asks for incorporation and
for those extensive powers, the public have
a right to attach what conditions they
please. Those conditions bave from time to
time been of a oharacter that.can only be
exercised through the Railway Committee
of the Privy Council. For instance, you
want a crossing. The terms upon which
that crossing will be given to a town or
village la determined by that body. YOU
do not leave the matter to the railway com-
pany. You do not say that the party will
be absolutely at the nercy of the railway,
but you constitute a public body for the
purpose of determining between the public
and the railway company what shall be
done and upon what condition It shall be
done. Now, you are doing -the same thing
with regard to the crossing. A village re-
quires a crossIng, and you state whether it
shall be enderground or overhead. You give
the power of deterrnining that to the Rail-
way Committee of the Privy Council. You
are simply extending that power, giving
them a little further power with a view of
exercising that authority in the public Inter-
esta as between the public and the railway
company 'or It may be ln the Interests of
the company as against unreasonable de-
mands by the public.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 11,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This is precisely the
same ln principle, only applying to railways
holding their charters from. provinces but
receiving aid from the federal chest. The
condition of the subsidy shall be their agree-
Ing to come lu under that clause.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
goes a good deal further than the other
clause. There is a difference between the
wording of this clause and the one we bave
just passed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The object is Just the
same.

. Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, but the power
given to the government It greater. I think
it should be just the same. The clause
says :

The company for the time being owing or
operating such railway shall when thereto
directed by order of the Railway Committee,
confirmed by the Governor ln Council, erect,
maintain and operate a station, with such ac-
ecmnodation or facilities lu connection there-
with as are defnned by the committee, at such
point or points on the raiMway as are deuignated
in such order.

Those are railways who are not under the
legIs:atlve control of Canada except ln so
far as they recelve subsidies. They are
railways incorporated by the provincial le-
gislature, but which receive subsidles from
parliament, and I think that the provision
should be the same as with respect to rail-
ways under our legislative Control, that the
company should submit the location for the
approval of the committee. Here the com-
pany have nothing to say ln. the matter.
The commlttee of the PrIvy Council, whose
report will almost, as a matter of course, be
confirmed by the Governor in Council, have
the right to say absolutely where the sta-
tions should be, and I think It would be
better to say that the provisions of the 10th
section shall also apply In the case of rail-
ways which are not subject to the legisla-
tive authority of the parliament of Canada
but are subsidized.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
that does not deal with subsidized railways.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I can assure my hon.
frIend the power of the Railway Committee
over the companies chartered by parliament
is so strong that there is no danger. Look
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at the last line which says : 'The company
shall erect and maintain a station, &c.'

Hon. Mr. POWER-The difference le that
under section 10 the railway company come
in and submit a location for approval by
the Railway Committee of the Privy Coun-
cil. The Initiative is with the company.
Under clause 11 the initiative rests with the
railway company. I think they should be
the same.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Practically they are the
same. We must assume they are worked
out lntelligently.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-It appears to me
it gives unlimited powers to the Railway
Committee of the Privy Council and very
little power to the railway companies : whe-
ther it is right or not I cannot say.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
only thIng In this clause Is that, if a rail-
way company think proper to accept their
sbsidy under :these conditions, they know
what they are doing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-You

make provision for railways exclusively pro-
vincial as well as those that come un-
der the Railway Act and exIst under a Do-
minion charter.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If they choose to ac-
cept the subsidy, their stations are subject
to the approval of the railway company.

Hon. Sir MACIENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstand, but It applies only to railways
that are to be subsidized afterwards. You
direct where station bouses shall be erectetl
on all railways that shall receive a subsidy
hereafter, whether they be exclusively pro-
vincial or Dominion. That is what the
clause provides for.

Hon. Mr. SCOT-It applies ouly to com-
panies holding provincial charters.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
not make it apply to those whlch have been,
or may hereafter be subsidized ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We thought we would
not make it retroactive. It -would not be
quite fair.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 12,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In Ontarlo we bave
power given to our courts to sequestrate

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

and sell by order of the Court of Chancery a
railway that has one into liquidation, prac-
t1cally, under a mortgage and the provincial
statutes, of course only affecting charters
that are granted by the province. This
clause proposes to give to the province the
power to sequestrate the road under similar
conditions, although the charter may have
been granted by the parliament of Canada.

LFon. Mr. OWENS-I think the great ob-
jection to this clause is that the Railway
Comiuittee of the Privy Council will divest
theiselves and hand over power to the pro-
vnlcial legislature.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. OWENS-That is precisely what
the Bill provides for.

Ion. Mr. SCOTT-No. Clause 12 reads:
89a. Whenever there is in force in any pro-

vince a law under which a railway which is
situate wholly within the limits of such pro-
vince and subject to its legislative jurisdiction,
and In aid of which or any part of which the
government of such province bas previously
granted and paid a subsidy, may be sequestrated
or sold for any cause, then, on application by the
attorney general of such province, and on good
course shown, the Governor in Council may
order that any railway similarly situate and
subsidized, but subject to the legislative au-
thority of the Parliament of Canada, may be
sequestrated or sold in accordance with the
provisions of such provincial law, and all pro-
ceedings for that purpose may be validly taken
In the same manner and with the same effect as
if such last mentioned railway had been before
such order, and continued to be thereafter
within the legislative jurisdiction of the said
province.

Hon. Mr. OWENS-You allow the province
to take proceedings to sequestrate or sell
that property. Would it not be much better
If that was reserved to the Privy Council
of the federal parliament ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should like to ask the Minister of Justice,
for my own information, what power bas
the Dominion government over *ailways
which are exclusively under the control of
the provincial legislature, or what Interest ?
If they become bankrupt and the laws of
the province in which they are situated
have the power to sequestrate and sell, why
should they apply to the Attorney General
of the Dominion asking permission to do
that which they have power under lheir
own law to do ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They would not have
the power to proceed where the company
holds a charter from the Dominion of Can-
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ada. They would have power to proceed
agalnst a company holding a provincial
charter where the company Is sequestrated.
When they cannot proceed against it on ac-
count of the provincial clarter, then, on
the authority of the Attorney General. this
clause authorizes sequestration under the
laws of the province.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstand that. But how far does that in-
terfere with what are termed, in the con-
stitution, civil rights and property ? Has not
the railway when exclusively wlthln the
province, though It may have been sub-
sidized by the Dominion government, and
built under a Dominion charter, just as
much the civil right to hold property as If
it were built by an individual ; and If not,
in what respect Is it removed from that
,clause of the constitution governing property
and civil rlghts ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What particular provi-
slon has the hon. gentleman In view ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Clause
12, where, under certain circumstances, the
Dominion government give the power to the
local government to deal with private pro-
perty. Because a railway Is as much private
property as any other property I would call
attention to the objection which Is made to
this clause. The Idea prevails in the minds
of some people that this Bill Is being in-
troduced for a special purpose, to sequest-
rate and throw Into bankruptcy a certain
railway, and thereby deprive creditors of
their rights. I hold In my hand a telegram
from Toronto, from Mr. G. R. K. Cockburn,
president of the Ontario Bank, In which he
says :

The last section of Blair's Act to amend the
Railway Act, which has gone up to the Senate,
Is aimed directly at the Baie des Chaleurs Rail-
way, and Intended to wipe our c:laim out. I
hope you will see that we are protected in this.

Then bere Is a similar one sent to my hon.
friend from York, from Mr. Barwick, sol-
citor of the Bank of Ontario :

The last section of Commons Railway Act
before Senate to-day has been drawn with ap-
parent intention of enabling local government
to sell Baie des Chaleurs and wipe out the
elaim of MzFarlane estate, established by Sen-
ate in 1891. Hope this clause will not be al-
lowed to pass.

Then here is a telegram sent to my hon.
friend fromN Missisquoi (Hon. Mr. Baker) :

The last section of Commons Railway Act
before Senate to-day has been drawn with ap-
parent intention of enabling local government
to sell Baie des Chaleurs Railway and wipe out
the claim of MeFarlane estate established by
Senate in 1891. Hope this clause will not be
allowed to pass.

If that be the effect of the passage of this
Bill. it would be rather a serious matter for
the Ontarlo Bank, and one can scarcely con-
ceive that such is the intention.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We will let It stand
until the next sitting and make lnqulry.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
mucli obliged to the hon. gentleman. The
bank is deeply interested in claims which
It has upon the parties connected with that
road. Whether it be against Macfarlane,
the original contractor, or whether it be
against the rond itself, I do not know. I
only speak from what bas been placed ln
m'y bands. and we all know the difficulties
whieh have arisen In connection with that
road ln the past. The examination before
the Senate committee exposed a good many
things wblch are not what we call strictly
honest or right, and It would be a great pity
that a clause of this kind should pass which
would wlpe out of existence claims wbich a
bank. or a contractor, -or any Individual bas.
If som€' provision could be made by which
these claims should be protected In case of
sale. to the extent of the amount, I daresay
those people would have no objection.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think that this
clause is lntended to have the effect ln-
dicated by the first telegrani which the bon.
leader of the opposition read. The hon. gen-
tleman from Rideau will remember that in
the case of the North-west Central Rail-
way, there was very great difficulty In secur-
ing the sale of that road, just on account
of the want of some such provision'as this.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-And several other roads.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The creditors of a
railway company, who have a lien on the
road should have some means of enforcing
it, and that Is the object of this clause.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Of course, in thîs Bill,
the prior rights would not In any way be
disturbed. The actions would be In the
courts of the province. Just now they have
no jurlsdiction. This proposes to give them
jurisdlction. It is very desirable in the case
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of several bankrupt roads in the Dominion
that they should change hands, but In doing
so the priority rights of creditors must be
preserved. Of course the courts would
take congnizance of that, I think we can
trust them to do so. We could not, of course
arrange that particular parties should have
special rights. It would be outside of our
jurisdiction. Probably there are mortgages.
The mortgages would stand first. There may
be second mortgages, and unsecured credit-
ors. You could not give unsecured creditors
priority over mortgages. However, we will
let it stand until to-morrow, and inquire
into it.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-There is a large
amount due for wages from them claimed.

Hon. Mr. OWENS-The same objections
raised by the Messrs. Macfarlane I would
say, apply to other creditors. The object
should be to protect the creditors. The
bon. senior member for Halifax says he can
see no intention In this Bill to wipe out
any claims, but if he would refer to the or-
iginal Bill presented to the House of Com-
mons, he would see it was clearly the In-
tention of parties who had no particular
interest In this property, to obtain possession
of it at a forced sale, which would be ln-
jurious to all the creditors, and I must say
I think the legislation is very bad, and that
even as amended at present, to hand over to
the local authorities the right to sell private
property is a step In the wrong direction,
and that the legislation would be very dang-
erous.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I hope
the hon. Minister of Justice will look at the
point I have raised. One would think, read-
ing this clause closely, that It was an indirect
way of accomplishing what was attempted
to be done by a private Bill which passed
the House of Commons and was rejected
by the Senate committee-to get possession
of these properties In Gaspé. The Senate
committee rejected that Bill because they
believed it was interfering with private
rights. They did not stop to ask who was
connected with it, or whether the man was
reputable or disrepntable, but rejected it
on that ground. One would be led to infer.
knowing the other facts, that this clause
,was intended to accomplish in another way
that which the same parties attempted to

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

secure by a private Bill. I would ask the
Minister of Justice, when considering this
clause, to see whether that is not the in-
tention of this Bill if it should become law.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Supposiug there was
a private Bill introduced In the House
to accomplish this same object and it
failed, that would be no evidence that
this was not proper legislation. My hon.
friend knows that when we undertake
to act In any province, we act la conformity
with the law of the province. For instance,
you expropriate lands for railways, but
when you come to require a conveyance to
be made, it must be ln conformity with the
law of the province in whlch that portion
of the road is situated, and ail that this
clause does is this : the railway may be
financially embarrassed ; that is no reason
why It should be allowed to remain for ever
in that condition. There may be bonds
issued. There may be a mortgage lien on
the road. There may be a lien for work
by workmen. Now, the order la which these
charges are made, I have no doubt, will be
In conformity with rights of the province in
which the road is situated. The private
rights of the parties, whether it be In a rail-
way or some other property, will be in con-
formity with the law of the province where.
the right lies. Al I see that this clause
proposes to do is, if a road were to go into
liquidation, if it passes into other hands, it
does not take away the right of any private
party. It leaves the right of the private
party, who had a lien upon the Une of rail-
way before to share In the proceeds, In the
same order in which their rights existed be-
fore. I do not see that that in any way
affects the right of a party, because If a
road is financially embarrassed, there is no
reason why It should remain for ever In that
position. You must provide some means by
which it may get free of its embarrassment
and that whatever the road la worth, what-
ever it may bring, will go towards the pay-
ment of the claims of those who have claims
agalnst It, In the order of their priority.
Those who have the first claim would, of
course, be the first pald, and so on ln their
order, until the funds would be exhausted.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Could the hon. gen-
tleman tell us what induced the government
to make this change In the general law ?
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is no change ln
the general law.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then why is this
Bill brought In ?

Hon. Mr. COTT-Because the provincial
powers could not sell through their courts,
in that summary way the property of a
Company that holds its charter from the
parliament of Canada. It is to enable the
province, If necessary, to sell or sequestrate.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-At the request of
what province is it Introduced ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The province in which
the line happens to be situated.

lon. Mr. LANDRY-That is not what I
am asking. I am asking, at the request of
what province is this legislation brought
lu ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-At the request of the
particular province Interested. I do not
know that there was any particular case
in view.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If this was a provincial
corporation, this legislation would not be
necessary, but being a Dominion corpora-
tion, the enabling power Is necessary ln
order that it may be dealt with ln conformity
with the law of the province where. It ls
situated.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-1 remember we
had a private Bill dealing with the Baie des
Chaleurs rallway this session. That Bill
gave a new company the right to ac-
quire the existing Baie des Chaleurs
road, and also power to parallel that
road. If I remember right, those were
the principal provisions of that measure,
and I know there wgs a very strong
demonstration from the counties of Bona-
venture and Gaspé against that Bill,
and It was rejected by the Railway Com-
mlttee of this House. It would seem to
me, from the recollection I have of the
object and scope of thaît private raillway
Bill, that this clause is a part of the same
general plan. That legislation aimed at paral-
leling the road, and ln that way forcing the
sale. and giving power to this other com-
pany to buy it. This Bill would give power
to the Attorney General of Quebec to force
the sale. It seems to me as if this legisla-
tion was intended to fit exactly into that
private legislation that was sought for, but

which the Railway committee of the Senate
refused to give.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The question is this:
is it better that when a railroad becomes
bankrupt, it should be lying useless there,
going to decay or that it be sold and bought
in by somebody and revived. Heretofore
on different occasions the parliament of
Canada has ordered the sale of a road. One
of the first I remember was the sale of the
railway runnIng from Ottawa to Prescott,
and I think the road running to Brockville,
by the Court of Chancery. Then I think
we authorized the sale of the North-west
Central. When a railway becomes tied up
by a number of mortgages, claims and
liens, in the interests of the public it should
be put on a different basis. I do not know
what condition the Baie des Chaleurs road
Is ln, but I do not think it has been runuing
very regularly.

The clause was allowed to stand.

Hon. Mr. BAIRD, from the committee,
reported that tbey had made some progress
with the Bill and asked leave to sit again.

BRITISH AMERICA PULP AND PAPER
CO'MPANY'S BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved concurrence In
the amendments made by the House of
Commons to Bil (u) ' An Act to Incorporate
the British America Pulp and Paper Com-
pany.'

The motion was agreed to.

ELECTION LAW AIMENDMENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.
The House resolved itself Into a Commit-

tee of the Whole House on Bill (133) 'An Act
to consolidate and amend the law relating
to the election of members of the House of
Commons.'

(In the Committee.)

On clause 6, subsection 2,
2. If a member of a provincial legislature,

notwithetanding his disqualification as ln the
next preceding section mentioned, receives a
majority of votes at an election, such majority
of votes shall be thrown away, and the return-
ing offleer shall return -the person having the
next greatest number of votes, provided he la
otherwise eligible.

Hon. Mr. MoMILLAN-What Is to prevent
a candidate putting up a job of that kind
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for the purpose of defeating an opponent
and securing the election of a third candi-
date ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The rule is well settled
ln England, and bas been ever since the
day of Wilkes, and that rule lias been re-
cognized in this country, that If the public
knowingly vote for a man who is not ehigible
for election, they throw away their votes.
If a member of a provincial legislature,
notwithstanding his disqualifications, re-
ceived a majority of votes, such majority
of votes shall be thrown away, because It
is presumed and assumed that everybody
knows who the members of local legisla-
tures are. There can be no mistake.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
does not that subelause apply also to mem-
bers of the council in the North-west Terri-
tories ? Do they not occupy a similar posi-
tion to members of local legislatures ?
Members of local legislatures were disfran-
chised ln order to do away with what Is
called dual representation. It is needless
for me to say, I have always been opposed
to that : I believe the people should be at
liberty to choose as their representatives the
men that suit them best. The members of
the North-west Council occupy, to the Do-
minion parliament, precisely the same posi-
tion as the members of the local legislature,
and why should they be allowed to be elect-
ed to a seat in the House of Commons,
while the members of local legislatures are
disqualified.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I suppose members of
the North-west Council are excluded by the
North-west Territorles Act. If they are not,
we would have to deal with the subject of
the North-west Territorles if my hon. frlend
thinks it desirable.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I an
not particular about it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think we are only
dealing in this Bill with the provinces.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
because the law applies to the North-west
Territories just as much as It applies to
any province. There may be exceptional
clauses, but the representatives representing
constituencles in the North-west Territorles
have to come wlthin the provisions of this
law just the same as the gentlemen who

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN.

represent the local legislatures in the pro-
vinces.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Could the hon. min-
ister point out what would take place in
a case like this : a imember of the provincial
legislature sends his resignation to the
Speaker of the House to which he belongs
but he does not send it in the proper form.
The public are under the impression that
lie Is no longer a member of the legislature.
Will their votes be thrown away ?

The CHAIRMAN-There Is no form re-
quired.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend (hon.
Sir Mackenzie Bowell) will see It Is all right.
The Interpretation Act provides that the
word 'provincial' shall Include the repres-
entative of the North-west Territorles.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I was puttIng a ques.-
tion to the hon. minister. A local member
sends in his resignation. There Is some-
thing defective in the form, or the letter does
not reach the Speaker in time and he form-
ally remains a member of the local legis-
lature, but the public at large believe that
lie has ceased to be a member. What would
happen If he recelved a majorlty of the
votes ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If he is still a member
of the local legislature, he would be dis-
qualified.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then the distinction
made just now bas no foundation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What distinction ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the people know or
do not know.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not la his case, but
that distinction may apply to other dis-
qualifications. A man may have committed
some crime which disqualified hlm under
the law. He might have given or accepted
a bribe at an election which disqualifies him
for any office at any time, and while that
may not be known to the public, the votes
given <to him are not thrown away, but they
go to defeat his opponent.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 8,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is no difference ln this ?
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
think the decisions have been that It is not
unlawful for a candidate to employ can-
vassers, but if the canvasser receives money,
that disqualifies the agent who has been
canvassing for the candidate from voting?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
is the only penalty ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
that remains as it was ?

BOWELL-That

BOWELL-And

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 12,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
supposed that the PrIvy Councillors are not
fit for the position of a returning officer,
deputy returning offieer, election clerk or
poll clerk. This is the point to which I
called attention a few moments ago. It
speaks of 'members of the legislature of
any province.' Why are not the members
of the North-west council disqualified as
well ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have just stated that
the Interpretation clause provides that mem-
bers of the North-west council are included
with members of the legislative assembly.

difficulty we would have of a local character
in the province of Prince Edward Island.
There we come to the point that hon. gen-
tlemen will bear in mind that we have open
voting, and that there are no lists, and it is
provided In the local law that the returning
officer shall be subject to a penalty if he
should protract the voting or in any way in-
terfere with the progress of the election so
as to prevent votes from being recorded,
by allowing unnecessary questions to be
asked, and there is a penalty fixed for that.
I am afraid this section would hardly reach
it, and there is another section In the local
law where a returning officer Is held lable
to a penalty If he allows a mob to control
the poll, and it is doubtful if' section
19 would cover such a case. A word or
two would make it clear. If we added In.
the third line, after the word 'Act' the
following :

Or the provincial Act.

Possibly, as there are some other clauses
dealing with a kindred subject, It mlght be
allowed to stand, but I raise the point at
this stage.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think this is sufficient
as it is, but I will let It stand, and If my
hon. friend wishes to go back with a view to
reconsidering afterwards I will not object.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On clause 21,
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Why are the words

not mention it ? 'if there are any' inserted in this clause ?
Hon. Mr. MILLS-Because the word

'legislative assembly ' is broad enough to
include it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Because In the North-
west and In Prince Edward Island there are
no voters lists prepared at all.

Hon. 0Mr. SCOTT-The interpretation Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I suppose the liste
clause reads : of this year are not ready yet?

The expression legislative council or legislative
assembly includes the lieutenant-governor in
council, also the legislative assembly of the
North-west Territories.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 20,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-With regard to
the penalty provided In this clause, for
neglect of duty by election officers,
While the amount is large enough it
does not appear to me that the scope
of this section would apply to some

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, it is not that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It might be construed
in that way.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In most of the pro-
vinces there are voters' lists. In some prov-
inces there are noue. In Prince Edward
Island there are none, and therefore we
have inserted ' if there are any,' because you
cannot provide for voters' liste in provinces.
where there are none.

The first subclause was adopted.
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On subelause 2, Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No. The oaths

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I suggest a small referred to in sections 65, 66 and 68 are

amendment to this clause. It deals with oaths that belong to Prince Edward Island,

oaths. Lt reads as follows : and therefore it is unnecessary to make it
anyhs mor specifi tha it is.

The instructions referred to in subsection ay more specific than It o.
of this aection shall contain forms of the oaths The amendment was adopted.
referred to in sections 65, 66 and 68 of this Act,
and in the case of returning offcers in the pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island.

Then I propose to iusert after the word
'Act'

Having been made applicable to the e:ection
being held.

It will be remembered that in the Dominion
Elections Franchise Act in 1898, the closing
section :provided that It shall be lawful for
the Governor in Councli to issue as schedules
to that Act the provincial forme of oath,
having made them applicable to the election
being held. That is repealed by this Bill,
but that provision is included In section 66,
but does not do it as effectually as it was
done In the Franchise Act. The object le to
provide that the Governor In Council, In is-
suing the Instructions shall make these
oaths applicable, that the deputy returning
officer would not have anything to do with
it, but he should have the oaths made ap-
plicable and sent to hlm In that way. If it
were left to the deputy returning officers,
they mlght wilfully or ignorantly present a
different oath to the different men. If this
were put In, It would settle It, and there
would be no possibility of any trouble at
the DoU.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not like the word-
Ing of my hon. friend's suggested amend-
ment. I thlnk the effect of the clause as it
is meets the objection of my hon. friend.
His amendment ls very awkwardly framed.
It would read better In this way :

Having been made applicable to the election
when held.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
cannot be applicable at any other time.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think It amounts
to the same thing.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-That
provision should come In after the reference
to Prince Edward Island, because puttlng
it In where the hon. member suggests makes
It refer to those sections of the Dominion
law

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It was my lnteu-
tion to move another amendment but, on
close examination, I see It is not neeessary
in the forni which I proposed. I was going
to suggest that after the word 'provincial
law' the following words be added 'and
Franchise Act of 1898.' There le no voters'
lists In Prince Edward Island, and the offi-
cers have to make their lists on election
days, and it would be necessary that they
should have a copy of the Franchise Act.
but, on looking over the Franchise Act, i
think It essential that it should be furnished
to all the returning officers In Canada. It
deals with cases where there are voters'
lists, and says so little about cases were
there are none, that it would be of little
use In Prince Edward Island.

Hou. Mr. MILLS-It le furnished invari-
ably along with the Election Act ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It le not so prov-
lded in this Act.

The subclause was adopted.

On subsection 3 of clause 22,

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I should like to
ask the hon. Minister of Justice the mean-
ing of the word 'or of any part thereof.'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In some places they
would not need a full list. In some cases
the lists are made out to the provinces, and
would take in an area that would probably
only take In a part of the federal list.

The subclause was adopted.

On clause 41, subsection 'e '
On a poil being granted, the returning officer

shaIl * * * * * *
(e.) Furnish eaeh deputy returning oefficer

wlth a sumcient number of ballot papere (all
being of the same description and as nearly as
possible alike), to supply the number of voters
on the list of such polling district, and with the
necetary materials for votera to mark their
ballot papers,-every ballot paper so furnished
by the returning officer being stamped by him
with a stamp furnished to him for that purpose
by the Clerk of the Crown In Chancery, the
stamp being so placed on the ballot paper that
when the latter is folded by a voter the stamp
can be seen without .the ballot paper being
opened.

[SENATEj1054



[JULY 12, 1900]

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-It seems to me
the stamp should be in the custody of some
other person than the returning officer,
and the returning officer should have the
ballot stamped by such other person. For
instance, I would suggest that the stamp
be sent. under seal to the county judge, and
let the returning officer go there and get bis
ballots stamped by the judge, because, as 1
know, in some of the late elections In Ou-
tario the returning officer appointed persons
as deputies who were not known to him and
under fictitious names, and a great many
other things of that kind occurred. It m:.ght
happen, during the time the returning officer
is stamping these ballots, that he might un-
lntentionally turn to look out of the win-
dow for a moment, and a person use the
stamp upon bogus ballots and carry away
some of them.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That cannot be.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I have been a re-
turning officer very frequently. I contend
that some person outside of the returning
officer should have the custody of the stamp.
I would not objeet to the ballots being fur-
nished from the department here, to each
constituency if they were stamped by the
clerk of the.Crown here before they were
sent. They could not then be duplicated,
because each deputy returnIng officer bas
to give a receipt for the number oif ballots
he receives, and bas to account for them.
But that is not the question. There may be
ballots outside of that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The paper Is sent from
Ottawa. They cannot procure the paper
otherwise.

Hon. M. McKINDSEY-If the stamp Is
to be at ail a security against frauds of
that kind, it should be in the custody of
some ýperson outside of the machinery of the
election. I think myself that the best pre-
vention of frauds in election would be for
the authorized scrutineers, who are permit-
ted to go into the polling booths by each of
the parties, should, with the returning offlcer,
put their initial on the ballot papers. Then
there would be no possible chance for frauds
of that kind. That would be the best pre-
vention. If not, I think the stamp should
be sent to some other person and let the
returning oeffier go there and get bis ballots
stamped.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-What will
be on the stamp ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Bill does not pro-
vide except the name of the constItuency.
We do not want to make the law so strin-
gent that we cannot hold an election.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I think
we have a perfect law ln the province of
Quebec, but there is this danger : when an
elector comes to vote, the deputy returning
ottilcer, or the returning officer himself,
signs bis name on the counterfoil. The elec-
tor puts on bis cross, folds the ballot up
and bands it back to the returning officer,
who tears off the counterfoil. There is one
danger, if the returning officer, or deputy,
is not honest, he may beforehand have one
of these ballots marked and change it after-
wards. But this might be prevented by
requiring the representatives of the can-
didates to sign the ballots at the same tume
as the deputy returning officer. Then they
could not change them. I think the pro-
posal was made, but the objection was
raised that it would take too much time.
That is no valid objection, because if each
of the representatives had a stamp, it
would not take more than a second for
both to put on their stamps.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is the returning offi-
cer who stamps, and the deputy returning
officer receives the stamped ballot. The
initiais on the ballot are initiais of the
deputy returning officers.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Bill makes provi-
slon that the ballot paper shall be provided
at the Bureau ; that it shall be waterlined
paper-paper that cannot be obtained Any-
where else in Canada. The proposal first
was to print the ballots here, but it was
found to be impracticable, because we would
have to know the names of the candidates,
and they would have to be sent to remote
distances. The printer who prints will have
to account for all the paper he receives and
delivers over, so that there wXl@ be a check
on all the ballots. The returning officer
must return all unused ballots. All the bal-
lots have to be numbered, and they are to
be in packages of 25, 50 and 100, and the
unused ones must be returned, so that It
would be quite impossible for other ballots
to be substituted.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-What is the ob-
lect of having the stamp on ?
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is an additional pro-
tection.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-It is a protection
ail right enough, if put in proper hands. I
only submit the suggestion. I know how
these things have been manipulated be-
fore. I think If a stamp Is to be used as a
matter of precaution, It should be ln the
hands of somebody else besides the return-
ing officer. If the Minister of Justice would
come to the conclusion to allow the scruti-
neers to endorse the ballots before the
voters receive them, there will be no neces-
sity for any further precaution to be taken.
That would be really settling the whole
question : if they were allowed, in counting
the ballots afterwards, to see the ballots,
and see that they are right, then there
could be no possible substitution of false
ballots.

Hou. Mr. MILLS-These matters were
very fully discussed when this Bill was pre-
pared. One of the reasons for not adopting
the system which the hon. gentleman sug-
gests was, we thought that too much time
might be consumed, and that if the ballots
were received already stamped, and the
deputy returning officer initialled them be-
f ore they were given out to be marked by
the voters, and had to account for the tootal
number that he received, the security was
as complete as it was really necessary it
should be.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-That is aIl right
enougb, but If it Is necessary to have pre-
caution at ail, let us use our best endeav-
ours to make it perfect, and if it Is necessary
to have these ballots initialled In the morn-
ing, let it be understood that these two
scrutineers shall appear before the deputy
an hour before the polis open, and initial the
ballots. If that Is going to remedy an evil
that bas existed before, let us make the
proper provision. My opinion Is that the
stamp will not be of any use, as intended
to be used ln this clause. I cannot see any
reason why the scrutineere, who are au-
thorized to be in the polling booths, should
not initial these ballots with the returning
officer.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The less machinery
you have about these elections the better.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-That Is not ma-
chinery.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY.

Hou. Mr. POWER-Excuse me, It Is ma-
chinery. The stamp shows that the ballot
comes from the returning officer. The re-
medy suggested by the hon. gentleman
from Halton (Hon. Mr. McKindsey) is that
ln order to secure greater certainty that
notbing is wrong, the scrutineer should
come an hour beforehand. Every hon. gen-
tleman knows that frequently there is a
serutineer for only one party present.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Some-
times none at all.

Hon. Mr. POWER-And sometimes no
scrutineer, and it would involve a great deal
of additional trouble, and as far as I can
see would not give additional security. The
fact that the stamp is on the ballot shows
that it is a ballot which bas come from the
returnin-g officer, and that is all you need
to know.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-If the scrutineers
are there, I should think they ought to have
the right to Initial those ballots if they want
to, so as to identify them when they are
counted. The fact of the matter Is, the
stamping of these ballots does not prevent
fraud. There is no reason why that stamp
could flot, ln a frauduleut way, be put on
duplicate ballots prnted for the purpose of
fraud and the original ones destroyed, and
the fraudulent ones used, which it Is well
known bas been done. If they can get the
stamp on fraudulent ballots, it is no protec-
tion. But if you place the stamp in the hands
of the County Judge, and the returning officer
bas to go to him to get the ballots stamped,
then the fraudulent ballots cannot have
that stamp on them ; but if that Is not done,
there is no protection. If the candidates do
not choose to put scrutineers ln the booth,
they must suffer the consequences of their
neglect.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The bon. senator
from Halifax seems to think there is too
much machinery about this. The object of
the hon. gentleman from Halton (Hon. Mr.
McKindsey) Is to prevent the use of 'The
Machine.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman's idea Is sound if he can
carry it out In practice. The object of the
Bill is to prevent frauds such as have been
practised in the past, and If any one can
obtain a stamped ballot by any means at all,
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he eau practice the same frauds that have
been practised in the past, and which have
been exposed lately, by what they call
'switching ballots,' and when we come to
that clause, I shall make a suggestion In
order to avoid that kind of fraud as much
as possible. One of these clauses provides
that the ballot shall be held In the hands
of the returning officer when It is handed to
him, and torn off in the presence of the
voter, and also of the agent, but there is
nothing to compel the returning offlcer to
expose that ballot after he has torn off the
counterfoil, so that by switching, that we
have heard of lately, a man might have a
false ballot up his sleeve, and put the wrong
ballot ln the box.

I think a few words wlll obviate that diffi-
culty. This is all ln connection with this
question now before the House, and another
thing I shall propose to the minister when
we reach the clause, in order to preserve
the purity of elections, as far as possible,
is to have the ballot-box so placed that the
candidates, the agent, or any one on behalf
of the candidates, or the voter, shall see that
the ballot Is put in the box. I will give an
illustration when we reach it, and give my
reasons for it. If the suggestion of the hon.
gentleman from Halton (Mr. McKindsey)
should be carried out, that the ballots should
be stamped by the judge of the district and
sent to the returning offleer already stamped,
it would prevent to a very great extent
improper acts being done by the returning
officer. It may be all very well to say return-
ing officers will not do that. We know cases
where the returning offleers have actually
lent themselves, whether designedly or not,
I am not going to say, to the appointment
of deputy returning officers who were not
known, and wlthout taking the oath perpe-
trated these frauds. I know In my own county
au attempt was made with the sheriff, wheu
he had the writ in his hands, to appoint
strangers he did not know, and whom no-
body else knew. but they were sent there
for a purpose. That was at the last elec-
tion. He is a strong partisan of my hon.
friend opposite, but I belleve he is an hon-
est man. As soon as he heard, accidentally
In a bar-room where he happened to be,
that these things were to be perpetrated, he
refused to allow the papers to go out of
bis bands, and he inade the appointments

67

himself. If he had done what some other
sheriffs have done, he would have placed
the papers In the hands of dishonest men,
and the result would have been the same
as we have heard of lu other elections. If
the judge had the stamping of these, and
not allow the stamp to go out of
his hands, and then hand them to the re-
turning officer, these little ballot-boxes con-
tainIng 250 in each division, they would be
stamped by the sheriff, and no one else
would have the stamp, and I think it would
be a good provision, but you would have to
alter one or two clauses to meet that case.

Hou. Mr. PRIMROSE-If the hon. minis-
ter think it is not practicable to adopt that
suggestion there is no use in having them
stamped.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It might be practle-
able in Ontario where they have the county
judges, but I do not think It would do ln
Quebec.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Take British Columbia
or the North-west Territories, where there
are several thousand square miles and not
half a dozen judges, supposing the judge
was away on leave of absence at the time,
while your election is being held, it could
not be worked.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
distance would not affect it, because if they
were sent to the judge of the Caribou dis-
trict, he would stamp then and hand then
to the returning officers. They have to be
sent from here in any event.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The judge might be
three hundred miles away.

Hou. Mr. WATSON-Extra precautions are
being taken for the protection of the ballot.
In section 48 we have the description of
the ballot-paper. It has to be furnished by
the Queen's Printer, bound in certain form,
and the printer's name has to be on each
ballot, and then there is the printer's affil-
davit setting forth the description on the
number of the ballots, and the fact that no
other ballots have been supplied by hilm to
any one else. Those are precautlons rwhich
prevent any extra ballots belng printed for
the operations stiggested by the bon. leader
of the opposition.

1057



[SENATE]

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--I ad- electoral district and the year of the election,
mire the hon. gentleman's simpict and shall be of such design that an impression

made from it shall be readily recognizable.
Hon. Mr. WATSON-I suffered from the

ballot switching process myself long before
I came to this House. In fact, I thInk the
first place the ballot switching was dis-
covered was In Macdonald, where I lived.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, we
have plenty of it in Ontario.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-And the operation
was not by holding it up the sleeve, but by
switching it on the table. I know there are
additional precautions taken here, because
formerly the printer furnished his own
paper and kept no particular trace of it.

Hon. 'Mr. McKINDSEY-Supposing the
question of stamping the ballots Is not ap-
proved of, what is the objection to the
scrutineers, who are always on hand, put-
tIng their initials to the ballot ?

The amendment was agreed to, and the
clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 45,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move to strike out
the words ' screens, &c.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They only cost five
cents.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh,
more than that. They could be folded and
put in the ballot-box.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They are just pieces of
cotton.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is provided In
another part that they shall be put In charge
of the postmaster, or some other official.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Supposing they are not Hon. Mr. MILLS-At the end of five years
th e

re c

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-But if they are
there ? If one or the other party choose to
have a scrutineer, what ls the objection to
having the scrutineer initialling the ballot ?
There could not be substitution then.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There cannot be any
substitution under this arrangement. If my
hon. friend will allow the Bill to go to a
certain stage, he will see that there can be
no substitution.

Hon. Mr. POWER-With respect to scru-
tineers, In Nova Scotia at any rate, In a
great many cases, where a deputy returning
officer is known to be an upright, honest
man, the two parties trust to him and do
not put In scrutIneers at ail.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-They suffer, that
is ail.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Ontarions must be im-
moral; they are always suspecting evil.

The subclause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I propose to add to
clause 41 the following as subelause 2:

The stamp referred to in paragraph 'E' of
this- section shall be specially designed and
made for the purpose of each election, and shall
be forwarded by the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery to the returning officer no as to reach
him on or about the day of the nomination of
candidates. It shall show the names of the

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

it la suggested that they should be put in
the hands of some postmaster, who shall be
accountable -for them at the next genera-
election.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Somebody might.

The amendment was agreed to, and the
clause, as amended, was adopted.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG, from the committee,
reported that they had made some progress
with the Bill and asked leave to sit again.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (155) 'An Act to amend the Militia
Act.'-(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

THE DECENNIAL CENSUS.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is it the Intention
of the government to bring down a Census
Act this year ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not aware that
it le. That ls an administrative matter. I
I have not spoken to the Minister of Agri-
culture.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
only reason for asking that question la to
ascertain whether the same system ls to
be adopted In taking the census next year,
that was adopted under the late government.
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The hon. gentleman will remember that
there was a great difference of opinion as
to whether it should be de facto or de jure.
The system adopted I know was condemned
by the opposition at the time.

Hon. Mr. POWER-And will be condemn-
ed by the hon. gentleman himself.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1
should like the hon. gentleman not to judge
others by himself because it ls very unsafe.
I do not think the opposition in this House
-I am not saying anythlng about the other
House-have objected to anything which
they have once advocated. It le a fair ques-
tion and the hon. minister might answer it
to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will answer to-mor-
row.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, July 13, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Eleven
o'clock a.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DOMINION ELECTIONS BILL.

HOUSE AGAIN IN OOMMITTEE.

The House resolved in Cmnmlttee of the
Whole in consideration of Bill (133) ' An Act
to consolidate and amend the law relating
to the election of memnbers to the House of
Commons.'

(1n the CommIttee.)

On clause 48,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I propose to make some
verbal changes in this section. At the top
of the next page after the word 'counter-
toil' I proipose to add the words 'and a
stub.'

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON--I notice that It
saye, 'shall also be provided with a blank
counterfoil and a âtub,' in form P. Turning
to form P, I see it shows where the counter-
foil le to be, but not the stub. Therefore,
form P would have to be amended in order
:to show where the atub Is to be.

674

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We can consider that
when we come to form P.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Thi8
has reference to the ballot paper. I would
call the attention of hon, gentlemen to an-
other form of ballot. I do not know whether
the government has had it under considera-
ton or not. It was put in my hand yester-
day. I do not know whether It la too late
to adopt It. This ballot ls patented by some
reverend gentleman ln Cornwall, or some-
where in Glengarry.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We hai ·that before us
and consldered it when the Bill was belng
prepared.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
seems to be a system by which the inten-
tion of the voter would be better assured
than under the proposed system. If the gov-
ernment have decided against it, then it la
not necessary for me to discuse It. The
principle of this ballot le described ln a let-
ter which I have here. On these ballots It
would make no difference where the mark
was made, so long as it was made anywhere
on that part of the paper where the candi-
date's name appears, and there is no other
place unless you put it on the top of another
candidate's name. Then every ballot paper
would have a number on It, number 2, or 22,
and when it is selected by the returning offi-
cer to hand to the voter, it would be taken
hndiscriminately from the box-they would
all be thrown in. Then you tear off the
number 22 when the voter returns with his
ballot folded. Then If you see it le 22 like
the counterfoil which the returning officer re-
tains, you know it le the original ballot, and
it le put in the ballot box. It might be said
that you could print these just the saine
as another ballot, but the fact of your select-
ing the ballot indiscriminately, no one
knows, not even the returning ofDcer until
he takes it out of the box, what number
ls to be given to this voter. So that If you
had a quantity of them numbered, he
would never know whether It was 22 or 522
he was gohng to get. It seems to me to be
a good protection. I bring it under the
notice or the government because, having
looked at it casually and for a short time,
I think there je a great deal of merit lin it,
and it is the best system to ensure the
purIty of the ballot. I .bring it under the
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notice of the government and It Is for them
to say whether they ·should adopt ilt or
not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This has 'been considered
by the members of the government, and It
has also been considered by the House of
Commons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-.Was
it discussed in the House of Commons?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. I thought very
highly of ilt myself, and endeavoured to get
It adopted. At one time we thought we
could have adopted it and have it put in
an ordinary Bill, and have the ballots num-
bered in the Printing Bureau. It was re-
presented that they could not number them
in the country printing offices, the numbers
being too high, and the only way was to
have them printed In the PrintIng Bureau.
That was found not 'to be possible, in couse-
quence of the wide distances between the
constituencles. It would be impossible to
get within seven days the names of the
candidates and have them printed, and the
ballots sent out. And it was said the hîgher
number could not be printed in a country
printing office.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Who-
ever said that, did not know anything about
it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It was said that they
had not the numbering machines to do it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
does not require number machines. You
put the ballots through the press.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I tried to have it adopt-
ed and the House of Commons said it was
impossible.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
does not necessarily require a numbering
machine.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-Who was the in-
ventor of the one that has been adopted?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It has grown out of
the discussions on the subject.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-It appears to me
tîhe ballot the government have adopted ls
the result of patented ballots.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWilDLL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, It was suggested by
the Olerk of the Crown in Chancery in 1896.

The clause as amended was adopted.

Subsection 3 of clause 48,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
would call attention to the weight of the
paper. This subsection reads :

3. The ballot shall be printed upon thick
writing paper of the following weight: If fool-
scap paper ts used, it ehasl be of a weight of
not les than seventeen pounds to the ream ;
If large post paper ls used, it shall be of a
weight of not less than twenty-nine pounds to
the reaan.

Now, whether the large post is meant or
whether it should be royal or some other
size that would justify the 29 pounds is not
clear. Octavo wedghe 8 pounds to the reain,
that is called post, I asked Mr. Young of the
Stationery Department to bring me these
samples and to give me the weights. If this
post paper Is of the size now exhibited,
and is to weigh 29 pounds, It would be equal
to pasteboard. If, however, you take fools-
cap, which is to be 17 pounds, you have a
much larger size and a much lighter pape.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I would make a sug-
gestion, if it is practicable ; ail the paper
furnished should have a slight tint of colour.
It would be a greater protection than any-
thing else.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It has to be water
lined.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Why would It not be an
additional advantage to give it a shade
colour?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was
going to suggest this to the hon. gentleman
if he would accept the amendment to-day :

Au ballots to be printed upon the same weight,
colour and quality of paper.

This would prevent the possibility of hav-
ing a recurrence of what took place In the
West Huron case. It was shown before the
committee that the ballots whieh were sup-
posed to be bogus, and which were bogus
If we believe the evidence, were printed on
a different quality and shade of paper, and
as the government -will have to furnish this
paper, it would be well that it should be of
one weig'bt, one quality and one colour.

i The subclause was allowed to stand.
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Or clause 48,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I propose to strike out
subclause 5, of clause 48, and substitute the
following :

The ballot papera éhall be .numbered on the
stub and shall be bound or stitched in books,
containing 25, 50 or 100 ballots as may be most
suitable for supplydng the polling districts pro-
portionstely to the number of votera ln each.

That is to prevent a great deal of waste
that would take place ln the way of un-
used ballots if there were 250 ln every book.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I think
there ls no objection to that. Sometimes a
ballot ls spoiled.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--There will be plenty of
ballots sent.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
not say : ' or 250 as the case may be' ? Be-
cause then you would ouly want one book
ln a division where the full number resid-
ed.

The amendment was adopted.

On subelanse 6,

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-That word 'print-
er' is too loose an expression. He is the man
who sets the type. I think it would be
better to insert the name of the offiee, say
the Freeholder, or the Giengarrian.

Hon. Mr. POWER-How could the Glien-
garrian file an affidavit ?

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-The proprietor
could, but the printer may be only a boy
with no stake ln the country, and he would
not be particular lu what he declared.
There would be no guarantee about it.

Hon. MXr. MILLS-It is not simply a guar-
antee, but he becomes the party who takes
the affidavit, and if any difficulty arises
he may be sumgnoned as a witness.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-He may be ln the
United States or South Africa at the time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-How
would you meet a case where It 1s done at
a job office ? There are those offices In
every town and city.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Some one ls head of the
eotaulshment.

Mon. Mr. BAIRD-It says tht no other
ballot shall be supplied to any one else, but
be could supply one an hour afterwards to
some one else.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-We mlght say:
'or that he has printed no more than he has
supplied.'

Hon. Sir fACKENZIE BOWELL-There
Is this difficulty about it. He may be print-
lug a thousand ballots and may spoil seme
of them. We might say : 'And tha-t he had
printed no more, and, those that were spolled
were destroyed' I know that I gave posi-
tive Instructions that every spolled sheet
that went through the press muet be des-
troyed instantly, burned, so that there would
not be a possibilitly of it getting out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-All the paper must be
accounted for, and If there 1s any spolled
ballot, it would have to be returned with
the residue of the paper.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I would suggest to
the minister that there may be a little diffi-
culty with respect to subelause 7, which
reads as follows:

7. The printer shall, upon delivering the ballot
papers to the returning offcer, Me in hie hands
an affidavit setting forth the description of the
balot papers so printed by him, the number of
ballot papers supplied to such returning offkcer,
and the fact that no other ballot papers have
been supplied. by him to any one aise.

I think that some such word as 'similar'
should be inaerted before the words ' ballot
papers,' because the printer may print bal-
lots for two or three counties, and the
printer cannot make an affidavit that he
bas not supplied any ballot papers to any
one else.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, he could.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In Halifax one office
will print the ballot papers for four or five
counties.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-They would not be
the same ballots in the different counties.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He l only swearing
wlth reference to that county.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The names of the
candidates would be different.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
think there le some force ln this. A print-
ing office In Toronto may print ballots for
the tour divisions of the city of Toronto,
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and print ballots for ail tbpoUllng subMl - s,#ould be burned, the Government Printing
sions in York east and York west. Offlièe might be located in some other place.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think that
that would make any difference.

Hon. Sir
government
government

MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
could constitute any office a

printing office.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The

Intention is good. The cause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He la swearing with
reference to each constituency.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Would
the hon. minister not adopt the suggestion
of the lion. gentleman from New Brunswick
and aidd : 'And the fact that no other ballot
paper has been supplied by him or will be.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It le not the practice
to swear prospectively as to what you are
going to do.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh,
yes. You swear that you will not do so
and so.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-If lie
were a dishonest man he might print further
ballots and give them to the returning offi-
cer himself. We might strike out the
words, 'or any one else.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think It le
necessary.

Hon. Mr. POWER--Suppose the printer ls
called upon to print the ballots for West
Toronto, and lie iprints them : If the sugiges-
tion of the hon. gentleman is adopted, he
would swear he would not print any other
ballots, and that would hinder the same
printing office from printing ballots for
Centre Toronto.

Hon. Mr. BAIRD-He does not swear he
will not print them, but that he will not
deliver any.

The subelause was adopted.

On clause 49,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to know
if there ls any provision In this Bill for the
case of the Printing Bureau being burned.
It le a possible contingency, and there
should be some provision made for supplying
the ballot papers In case the Government
PrIntiug Office was destroyed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Oh, no.
not provide that they shall
the office on Nepean Point.

The Act dees
be printed at
If that office

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

On clause 67,

Mbn. Mr. MAODONALD (P.E.I.)-There
is no reason why thé elerk of the candidate
should not act as agent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-You might as well al-
low the candidate himself to act, as allow
his clerk.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 64, subsection 3,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
want to point out a difficulty which will
arise In cities and towns where there Is a
list of registered voters. I have already
called the attention of the hon. Minlster of
Justice to it ; whether he takes the view I
desire to have embodied In this clause, I
do not know. Subsection 3 reads as follows:

3. If the elector's name la found on the lst of
voters -for the polling district of the poq'1ing
station, he shall, subject to the provisions here-
Inatter contained, be entlitled to vote.

That ls the embodiment of the principle of
the whole Bill-that Is, that every elector
shall have an opportunity to vote. There
are certain regulations and restrictions
which govern that. If you turn to clause
65, you will find that an elector may be
required to take the oath of qualification.
Take the city of Toronto, which has four
divisions-I think what I am pointing out
will only affect cities and towns that have
a list of voters on the principle of registra-
tion. Bear in mind, our present law prov-
ides that In the city of Toronto, or any
town where a registration has to take place,
if the voters' Ilst be not over one year old,
it sha1 be used for the purposes of the elec-
tion. The Ontario law provides that before
a general election a regstration shall take
place at least ten days before the polling.
When the oath is to be administered to the
voter, It compels hlm to swear that he Is a
resident of the division In which his name
appears on the voters' lst. Now, supposing
a Dominion election takes place and the
votera' list Is eleven montihs old, or eleven
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months and twenty-nine days, that would
be the list of voters that would have to be
used for the Dominion election. There is
another provision, however, in the Ontario
Act which recognizes the position of the
leader of the opposition-somethlng unusual
I admit In legislation. The provision is of
this character, that if the Premier of the
province and the leader of the opposition
think that voters' list Is too old, and that
there have been many changes in the differ-
ent divisions, they can jointly, if they agree,
ask for another registration, but that must
take place before the ten days.

The principle of this Bill and the prin-
ciple of the Franchise Act is that every man
shall have a vote. In the city of Toronto if
a man moves across Dufferin Street, which
divides the two electoral districts, after the
registration has taken place, if he goes
from the north to the south side of the
street, he is- deprived of his vote. That
cannot be the intention of the law, parti-
cularly when you read subsection 3, of sec-
tion 64, where It declares that the elector's
name shall appear on the list of voters
for the polling district of the subdivision, he
shall, subject to the provisions of the law,
vote in the district. I want to add an
amendment to the law so that any voter who
moves from one division to another would
not (be deprived of his vote. The amend-
ment I suggest would be that he must con-
tinue to be a resident of the city or town
i which he la to cast his vote. In

another clause it makes a special provision
for changing the oaths to meet the particu-
lar circumstances that may arise, parti-
cularly in Prince Edward Island, so that the
elector shall not be deprived of his vote. I
hope that I have made the point sufflciently
clear, that wbat I fear Is that this would
deprive electors of their votes In a large
city like Toronto-it would not apply to
Montreal, because there tihe principle of re-
gistration of manhood suffrage does not
exist.

Hon. Mr. SOTT-It would apply to all
the county towns In Ontario.

Hon. 'Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It ap-
plies only to Ontario, because the Ontario
law provides for the registration of voters
In cities and towns, but now gn the coun-
ties. I have reason to believe, from what I
have heard, that this amendment would not

be objectionable to the gentleman who In-
troduced this Act in the House of Com-
mons, but that they did not wish to deal
with It owing te Jack of time and that It
might be dealt with lu the Senate. I pro-
pose to add to section 64 the following :

(6) If the name of any pereon is found on
the votera' list to be used at any polling sub-
division of an electoral district situated wholly
or partially within the limita of a city or in-
corporateid town, and If, between the time when
such list came into force for the purpose of a
Dominion ellection and the polling had at such
election such person has changed his residence
from one part of such city or town to another
part thereof, then, notwithstanding anything to
the contrary In the provincial law as applicable
under the Bletion Franchise Act of 1898, or
under the Act to such election, such person
shall be not disqualified from voting dn such
poMling division.

(7) From any oath which any such person
offerling his vote at euch election may be re-
quired to take, there wlXl be omitted any state-
mente as to residence which he cannot, by reason
of such change of residence mentioned In the
next preceding subeection, truthfully make, and
Instead of auch statement the foilowing paragraph
may be added to suoh oath:

That you are now actually a resident of and
domiciled In the city or town as the case may be.

I point out again that whlle subsection 3
gives the elector the right to vote, clause
65 provides that a certain oath be adminis-
tered to the voter, and he could not truth-
fully take that oath if he had moved from
one division into the other. I have reason
to believe that this Is not objectionable to
the gentlemen in the House of Commons
who have the matter In charge. It will
preserve to hundreds their right to vote. I
am told in a large city like Toronto it may
preserve the vote of perhaps a thousand
young men. There is a law in Ontario that
they should have the right, and I do not
think we should do anything to deprive them
of It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I would say to the hon,
gentleman that of course it is strictly true
of the provincial law with regard to residen-
tial qualification. A party lives In one part
of a city and his name is entered on the
voters' list In that electoral division. Before
the period tfor election comes 'he moves into
another division. The 'hon. gentleman
says it Is unfair that he sbould be
deprived of the rIght to vote, not-
withstanding his having gone elsewhere and
gone into another division. It seems to me
the logical amendment would be to see that
his name Is put on the list if there was
some provision In the law of the province

1063



[SENATE]

by which his name could go on the list of
the distridt into which he has moved. I
think that would be a better amendment
than the one suggested by the hon. gentle-
man. But there is a further diffleulty.
Supposing a man le living in the city of
Toronto and he moves from one side to
another side of a street which is the dividing
line between two electoral divisions, he
ceases to be a resident and so ceases to be
qualiled to vote, under the provincial law,
ln the district in which he was registered.
But my hon. friend does not propose that,
If he goos into the townshlp of York, outside,
that he should be entitled to vote, and yet
why should the one man be dIsqualified per-
manently any more than the other, if it is
necessary that his name should be on the
list ? Then, take another case, whleh is not
an uncommon thing among those engaged ln
labouring, and who are income voters on the
voters' iist. Here is a county divided into
two eleetoral divisions. He Is a resident
of one at the time the voters' list was pre-
pared. He ceases to be a resident of that
division and moves Into another electoral
division of the same county. My hon. friend
does not propose to give him a vote, although
on the principle my hon. friend suggests,
he would be as much entitled to a vote as
the one for whom he does undertake to
provide. But the case to which my hon.
friend refers, and for which he wishes to
make special provision, could not arlse in
the coming general election, because there
Is no voters' list, so far as I know, in any
one of the county towns, or in the cities,
that would be enforced or upon which a vote
would be taken, A new list will be abso-
lutely necessary In ail those cases, so that
the grievance for which my hon. friend un-
dertakes to make provision Is not a grievance
which could arise at the general election
whiéh is before us, because ln al these cases
It would be absolutely necessary, under the
law as it stands, to make a proper provision,
to prepare a list so far as the manhood suf-
frage vote is concerned to which my hon.
friend refers. I hope the hon. gentleman
will not press the amendment at this mo-
ment. If he desires to press it, I would ask
him to let it stand till the afternoon session
so as to give me an opportunity of discuss-
Ing it with some of my colleagues In the
House of Commons. The Senate will bear

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

lin mind the fact that this le a measure re-
lating to the constitution of the House of
Commons, and ln which, of course, the House
of Commons are chiefly Interested. The
amendments we have been making have
been amendnents not- to alter the principle
of the Bill, but for the purpose of making
its provisions more clear. My hon. friend
makes a motion which will, to some extent,
alter the principle of the law and if he de-
aires to press it I will let this clause stand
till the afternoon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
no objection to accede to the request of the
hon. gentleman. Probably he has not had
time to consult his colleagues.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I have not.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But if
I were to enter into the objections which
he has taken, I would object to the whole
Franchise Act ln the province of Ontario. I do
not believe, and I never did ibelieve, in the
propriety of the one man one vote principle,
and I would go further and say that I be-
lieve a man ought to have a substantial ln-
terest ln the country to give him a vote.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then my lon. friend

should not press this amendment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
fundamental principle of this Bill is to carry
out the Intentions of the law as it stands
upon the statute-book in the different pro-
vinces. There is no question about that.
Then what is the principle that guides and
actuates the statesmen in the province of
Ontario ? Every man who is of age shal
have a vote. They restrict him to residence
in the electoral district, and my amendment
would provide that a man shall not be de-
prived of his vote if he happens to move
across the street. It does not apply to
electoral districts outside of cities or towns.
Nor can the difieulties arise ln countles or
townships. If a man moves from one town-
shlip to another, or one lot to another, he
may live ln the first concession of a division,
or the tenth concession, but stIll he retains
his vote.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not If he gets into an-
other division.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-The
hon. gentleman need not have told me that.
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I did not say that. The hon gentleman In-
stanced moving about a township. I sald
the cases were not analagous, for the reason
that there Is not a registered voters' list
la any county or riding. It la only confined
to cities and towns, consequently the diffi-
culties I have pointed out in. a city like
Toronto could not by any possibility arise.
The hon. gentleman, says we are interfering
with the Franchise A&cts of the provinces.
Why this very law interferes with them.
Take the Dominion Franchise Act, a copy
of which I hold In my hand ; there are a
number of changes ln the Franchise Act
placed on the statute-book by the Dominion
parliament, interfering with and changing
the Franchise Act of the different provinces.
The province of Prince Edward Island is
a notable case. There are many people dis-
franchised in Prince Edward Island that
are specially given votes under this Act. In
Nova Scotia we have precisely the same
thing, and ln British Columbia, where a
certain class of people lin the service of Her
Majesty are deprived of their votes, the
Dominion parliament did not consider that
was just or equitable, and they make a
provision in this very measure to give the
franchise to the electors resident In these
provinces to whom I have called attention,
who would be disfranchised If they were
not exempt under this law. And this is only
a slight departure, but while it is a slight
departure, it is not an interference with the
principle laid down by the legislature of the
province of Ontario of giving a vote to every
man who Is of age and a resident of the
city. I will let the clause stand.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Has the hon. gentleman
ln view the manhood suffrage vote ?

Hon. 'Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I just wish to point out
that It would not do in the shape ln which
it appears, because under the Ontario law
the manhood suffrage vote la applicable only
to cerain county towns and to Niagara Falls
and the places that are specifled. The
amendment speaks of lncorporated towns.
It would not do, because it is not applicable
to all incorporated towns.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-I
think my hon. friend is right. This was
drawn by the law clerk.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There would have to
be a manhood suffrage list formed specially.
It would be unnecessary, of course, wheu
the manhood suffrage vote is taken up, be-
cause the Ontario statute names a board
that would have to pass upon this subject,
and the government would be obliged to
name that board, the board of the province,
and they make up the list.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
has one simple object in view, and that le
what I desire the bon, gentleman to keep
in view :. the objeet is not to deprime a man,
who has moved from one ward to another,
of his vote. It compels him to vote ln the
division in which: bis name appears on the
voters' liat.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That la perfectly clear,
but my hon, friend has undertaken to make
provision for one man, while another who
stands in exactly the same position has no
remedy at ail.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
would like to go the whole length, but I dare
not go so far as that. I frankly admit the
principle. If I thought the Commons would
accept it, I would not deprive any man of
his vote whose name was upon the list if
he had moved from one county to another,
or from one province to another.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On clause 69,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I want to raise
the question which I raised yesterday about
the penalties provided under the Act. Thq
two last clauses we have just agreed 'to pro-
vide for two things. Sixty-seven provides
that when a voter has complied with all the
provisions of this Act and the provincial
law, and has been willing to take the oaths
that he shall be given the ballot-paper ani
be entitled to vote, and section 68 provides
that when he does not so comply, he shall
not be allowed to vote, I thdnk the law 'l8
lame in this respect, that should the retura-
ing officer, ln disregard of these sections,
refuse the ballot-paper to a man who has
complded with the law, the penalty in
section 19 would not cover it. I think the
Solicitor General expressed himself to that
effect elsewhere. In Prince Edward Island,
arrange it as you will, the deputy returning
officer will have oime right to say whe-
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ther a man has comped rwith the pro-
visions of the law and to say whether he
gets a ballot or not, and that being so, it
would give the deputy returning officers the
power to reject the vote of a qualified voter,
without his being subject to a penalty, and
the only right would be for the voter to
sue him for damages. Turning to clauses
19 and 20, I think that was adamitted b.y the
Sollicitor General in dIscussing it elsewhere,
and I think that neither of these sections
would reach the case of a deputy returning
officer refusing a ballot, or a rilght to vote
to a qualified voter, or giving a ballot to a
man who hakd not eomplied with the re-
quirements of this larw, or the provincial
law. and my suggestion la that we should,
immeldiately following section 68, enact a
su'bsection which should read in this way :

68 (a). In Prince Edward Island if the deputy
returning officer refuses a ballot and the right
to vote to any person who la wIlling to take the
oaths -prescribed by this Act and the provincial
law, and has otherwise complied with the re-
quirements of the daw, or gives a ballot to and
allows to vote any person who refuses to take
such oaths or to otherwise comply with the re-
quirements of the law, he shad1, for auch offence,
be diable, to any person who may sue for the
same, to a penalty of itwo hundred dollars.
If he violates clause 68 or 67 he ehall be
liable to this penalty. I think it is perfectly
reasonable. There is a strong doubt whether
the penalties provided in sections 19 and 20
would meet this case, and this Is simply
providing this penalty for the violation of
the provisions of sections 67 and 68, on the
one hand, if he refuses a ballot to a man
who has complied with all the conditions
of the law ; or, on the otber hand, if he gives
a ballot to a man who has not so complied.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There not being a
voters' ist, I suppose the deputy returnlng
offlicer will have to exercise a discretion.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There will have
to be some discretion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And where he honestly
exercises that discretion, you could hardly
punIsh hlm for it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Who is
to be the judge of that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman's
proposal Is that in Prince Edward Island, If
the deputy returning officer refuses a ballot
and the right to vote to any person who ls
willng to take the oathe prescribed by this

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Act and the provincial law, and who has
otherwise complied with the requirements
of the law, or gives a ballot and allows to
vote any person who refuses to take such
oaths, or otherwise refuses to comply with
the requirements of the law, he shall be
liable to anybody who may sue for the
penalty of $200. Is that precisely the same?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is the same.
He would only be liable for the penalty on
a person suing him and showing he had
violated the law.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Has this amendment
been proposed in the House of Commons ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It ls not the same.
It broadens it out somewhat. It contained
these words in the fourth line :

' And has otherwise complied with the require-
nents of the law.'

These words which were inserted ln the
House of Commons, section 67, have been
put into this amendment so as to make it
fit ln wlth what would be a violation of
67.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We will let it stand
and consider it this afternoon. I do not
like to give my consent to an amendment
which the House of Commons considered
and rejected.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Then, In connec-
tion with this subject, there is another point
There are two sections in the provincial
law that provide penalties. Where there
is an open vote dangers arise In two direc-
tions : first, where there would be a very
strong influence In favour of one party
the serutineers might be overawed and In-
timidated and afraid to apply the rules.
In such cases, It is provided that the deputy
returning officer should take the matter in
his own hand, and that he should put the
oaths himself, but if a condition of violence
prevailed, and he refused to submit the
remedy, he should be liable to a penalty.
Then there is a penalty If he should put
factious and useless questions to voters and
delay and prevent them casting their votes.
There is a small penalty of $32, provided
for each of these offences. I do not think
as this Bill stands that there is any pro-
vision for elther of these sets of circum-
stances which might arise, I have provided
no amendment for these cases, alithough I
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think 19 and 2Q might be aimended so as to
cover these two cases. I think it would
be sufficient if section 20 were amend-
ed, afiter the worid 'Act' insert 'or the pro-
vincial law.' The provincial law provides
that 'he shal prevent the factious and need-
less asking of questions. If that were in-
serted, it would answer the purpose. It
will come up with the whole question of pen-
alties after the minister has consulted his
colleagues. My hon. friend will notice that
this amendment which I have submitted is
not the amendment rejected by the House
of Commons, but ls a provision which brings
it entirely in barmony with the 67th section
which has been approved by the House of
Commons.

Mr. POWER-Would it not be better to
put it as a subclause to clause 67, which
deals with Prince Edward Island alone ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No, because there
are two sections. One provides what the
returning officer shal] do where a man bas
complied with the requirements of the law,
and section 68 says what he shall do when
he refuses to comply. My amendment pro-
vides a remedy for one or the other, and
therefore it should follow 68.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Would
it not be met by making tue change ln
clause 20 ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No, it would not
'meet it.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On elause 69,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Wouild
it not be well to add after the words ' South
Africa ' the following :

Or any other war waged against Her Britannique
Majesty.

lu view of what is going on ln China, it is
Just possible some of our volunteers may be
sent there. The clause provides for retain-
ing the franchise of any volunteers who are
n1ow in South Africa should they return ln
time to record their vote. I know of no
reason why it should not apply to any
other war which may occur hereafter.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We might add 'or else-
wvhere.'

Hon. Sir 'MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
would not do, because it would not apply to
the present war. I want to provide for any
war.

lion. Mr. MILLS-Then we would be
making provision in conformity with an ab-
stract proposition, whereas in this Bill we
are dealing with an existing fact. There is
a war ln South Africa, and voters are away
serving in that war and we make provision
that that service shall not be to their de-
triment on the voters' list. Is it necessary
to go further?

Hon. Sr MACKENZIE BOWELL--I tihink
so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is no other war.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-.The

English Franchise Act makes special pro-
vision for the recording of the votes of
soldiers, not volunteers, and under the
amendment proposed by the Imperial parlia-
ment lately, there is special provision made
for officers and soldiers who are abroad to
retain their vote, and I was very glad to
see that the government did not attempt to
enforce the clause which was originally in
this Bill disfranchising the volunteers in this
country. In England they go further. They
make a special provision for the permanent
soldiers in England to be marched from the
barracks under an officer to the polling divi-
sion, but they make a provision also that he
shal not remain there, in order to keep
themselves out of difficulties, and I do not
see why they should be objected to.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I was thinking, when
the hon. gentleman was speaking, whether
our volunteers in the garrison at Halifax,
would be disqualified from outside of their
own particular districts ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I hope
flot, but they will be under the law as it
exista.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am speaking of whe-
ther it does so under the law as it stands.
We 'might make this clause read :

WhFie serving or attached to any corps dis-
patched whether for service in Canada or abroad.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
that is a good amendment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will let It stand and
put it in proper shape.

The clause was allowed to stand.
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On clause 70,
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It has

been suggested so as to prevent the possi-
bility of switching ballots, that one of the
agents of each candidate, If any such be
present, put his initials on the ballots.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-That would be too
cumbersome ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
so myself.-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We might have four
or five candidates.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-One
is ail that would be necessary.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 72,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
la nothing ln thi6 law which directs
where the ballot box should be placed. I
would suggest that a provision be made that
the ballot box shall be set upon a table, lu
view of all. who are present.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is what it says.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It does
not say where the ballot box hall be placed.
I suggest that the following words be
added :

Which box shall be placed on a table in full
view of those present.
I know a case ln my own county, where the
returning offlcer insisted on placing the
ballot box on the floor, right along aide of
hlm by the table. He had a long pair of
boots on, and when he took the ballots, it
was not known whether he put them ln the
box or ln his boots-well it was known
afterwards, because in that division they
knew how every one was voting, and the
Liberal candidate was declared to have a
majority. The candidate wtith the minorlty
of votes, obtained an affidavit from every
man who had voted for hlm ln that division,
and showed a good round majority in his
favour.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Those words may be
added.

The clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 73,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
this clause give sufficlent protection? I

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

would suggest that it be made to read ln
this way :

In such manner that it cannot be conveniently
used shall, after defacing the ballot by marking
out the names of the candidates, deliver it to
the returing officer.

Lt might be destroyed to a certain extent,
but afterwards. put la the box, and the ob-
ject is to prevent all iniquities of this char-
acter.

Hon. Mr. MfILLS--We will make it read
this way :

Shah on returning it to the deputy oficer, who
shall deface it, obtain another ballot, paper la its
place.

The amendment was adopted.

The Senate adjourned.

SECOND SITTING.

The Speaker took the Chair
o'clock.

at three

Routine proceedings.

ELECTION LAW AMENDMENT BILL.

AGMN IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole, consideration of Bill (133) 'An Act
to consolidate and amend the law relating
to the election of members of the House
of Commons.

(In the Committee.)

On clause 79,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Does this clause
imply that if a man who has been found
guilty of any of these crimes, pays his fine,
he is not amenable to imprisonment besides?
The latter part of the clause reads :

le guilty of an indictable offence, and shadl be
liable, if he la a returning offcer, deputy re-
turning ofloer or other officer engaged at the
eleotion, to a fine not .les than three hundred
dollars and not exceeding one thousand dollar4
or to imprisonment for any term not less than
one year and not exceeding five years, with or
without hard labour, in default of paying such
fine,-and If he is any other person, to a fine
not less than one hundred dailars and not ex-
ceeding five hundred dollars, or to imprisonment
for any tean not exceeding two years and not
>les than six montha, with or without bard
labour, in default of paying such fine.

Has he the option of paying the fine ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It ls an alternative.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I should think
that there should be imprisonment and bard
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labour whatever the fine Is, in the case of'
some of those offences.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Was this point
raised in the House of Commons ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He cannot be impri- Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know.
Soned if he pays the fine. no objection to looking Into It.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSOT-Is that enough ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is what the House
of Commons, the body to be affected by this,
have decided, and I do not feel disposed to
interfere.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Would it not be
open to proceed on a charge of forgery
against him, independent of the penalty in
this clause ? If the crime is forgery would
he be amenable to the Criminal Code in
addition to this.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is an alternative pro-
position as it stands in the law, and the law
Is not altered In that regard.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I know it Is not
altered, but we are dealing with different
circumstances. Men with money might com-
mit this offence, and thInk nothing of pay-
ing the fine if detected. I should like to
know if those parties are open to prosecu-
tion, under the criminal law, apart from
this penalty altogether ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS- would require to look
at the provisions of the code to see whether
the definition of forgery ln the code Is suffi-
ciently broad to cover this, but my impres-
sion às that the punishment Imposed here
is the specifle punishment for this offence.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-And the point is whe-
ther it should not be imprisonment without
option. It is alternative as It Is now. The
man who commits the offence, and has the
money to pay the fine need not be Impri-
Soned.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think It is sufficiently
severe to meet the requirement. No one
has been prosecuted under this provision ot
the law up to the present time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
Unfortunately.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Will the hon. gen-
tleman let It stand and Inquire Into It ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is nothing to In-
quire into. The question Is whether there
should be an alternative. The House of
Commons having dlscussed It and having
come te a conclusion-

I have

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Let It
pass with the understanding that we can
look into it again.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 83, subclause 4,
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This

subclause provides that the ballot box shall
be locked and sealed wlth the seal of the
deputy returning officer, and shall be de-
livered forthwith, but it ls not stated by
Whom It shall be sealed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Nobody else would have
the seal but the deputy returning officer.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The deputy returning
offleer's clerk would seal it up.

The subclause was adopted.

On clause 89,

Hon. Mr. POWER-This clause reads:
89. After the close or the election the returning

officer ehail cause to be deposited in the custody
of the sheriff or of the registrar of deeds In the
county or registration division, or of the poat-
master ln the locality, ln which the nomination
was helk, the ballot boxes ueed at the election;
and the sheriff or registrar shaai, at the next
ensuing eleotion, deliver such ba'liot boxes to
the returning officer named for such election.

But it does not provide ln the latter part of
the clause, where they are given to the post-
master. We should make It read: " Sheriff,
registrar or postmaster, as the case may
be."y

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The post-
master does not give such a guarantee as
the deputy returning officer. Let the deputy
take care of it. Sometnes the postmaster
Is a mistress, and may be living alone in
the house.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The postmistress could
take care of an empty box as well as any
one else.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
chairman euggests substituting the clerk of
the municipality, who 18 alwaye a respon-
sible person. But then sometimes you have
not a municipality.
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Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN-I think that la a
good idea, because the boxes are used after-
wards at the municipal elections. If they
were left with the postmaster, you would
have to travel and get them. They would
be easily reached if they were left with the
clerk of the municipality.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The number of cases
where the postmaster would take care of
the boxes would be very few, and there are
counties where the registrar does not reside
in the division. An electoral division may
consist of parts of two or three counties. If
you were to say that It was to be deposited
with the sheriff, one part of the ballot boxes
would have to go to one county and one to
another, but in a case of that sort, you could
deposit it with the postmaster in the place
where the election is held. We will add
the words 'or postmaster'~ in this section.

The clause as amended, was adopted.

On clause 90.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have an amend-
ment to propose to clause 90. It is one
amendment, although there will have to be
changes made in different parts of the sec-
tion. They are all intended to carry out one
idea. We have provided in the earlier
clauses of the Bill, that in Prince Edward
Island, where there ls no votera' list, and
where the work of making up the voters'
lists has to be practically proceeded with on
the day of election, we have provided that
where a person offers to vote, whose vote
ls thought to be bad, by the candidate
against whom it ls belng polled, he may
take objection to it, and tlhat objection is
entered on the poll book, and the ballot Is
Initialled and numbered, and put, at the
close of the poil, into a separate envelope,
all of which leads to an Investigation at
some later period, as to whether this vote is
good or whether It la bad. In all the other
provinces where there are voters' lists, this
investigation la held at the making up of
the lists. As we have no Ilts In Prince
Edward Island, the object ls to get a judi-
cial Investigation into these votes after the
election, just simply trying to effect, after
the election, what la done in the other pro-
vinces before the election. We have provid-
ed for the objection being taken, and for the
initlaling of the ballot, and the correspond-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Ing number on the poll book, and for the
ballot being placed ln a separate envelope,
and for its being counted for the candidate
for whoUi it le caet. The point ceomes, how
is it to be settled whether those men have
good votes or whether they have not ? There
la no provision in this Bill for deciding that.
Two years ago, when the Franchise Act
was going through, the Senate made some
amendments to it, which allowed the initial-
ling and numbering of the ballot, and all
that, by which it was aimed to get a simple
summary inquiry before the county court
judge at the time of the recount. That was
the aim of parliament two years ago. Hon.
gentlemen may be told that It le doubtful
whether parliament did at that time what
it thought it did-that is, whether it gave
full jurisdiction to the county court judge,
as we ail thought we had given. It is doubt-
f ul whether that was done. Horwever, these
provisions that were then enacted in the
Franchise Act are repealed, and there la
no corresponding provision made for the
purpose of Investigating these objected votes.
The amendments I propose will work out ln
this way : on the demanding of a recount,
there are four grounds on which that re-
count may be demanded ln the affidavit.
We propose to add another ground of a
recount, and that la that the candidate who
has lost the election, or some person ln h1s
interest, may, as one of the grounds of a
recount, object that persons have voted
who were not qualified to vote : that that
shall be the ground of a recount, or Invest-
igation, or whatever you like to call it. It
might be the only ground, and the invest-
igation might turn on that point, or it might
be one with other grounds. When this legis-
lation was effected two years ago, it was
left open to the person proceeding with the
objection to have investigated at the re-
count all the votes that might be objected
to on the day of the election, and I know
my hon. friend the hon. Minister of Justice
took strong objection on the ground, that
heated agents, or those who had not very
good judgment, might object to a very large
number of votes, and that, as a consequence,
the inquiry might be made unnecessarily
broad. It ls proposed in the amendment
that when a defeated candidate, or his
agent, or any credible witness, demands a
recount, he shail then specify In this de-
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mand the votes that he Intends to challenge
before the judge. As he is aanenable to costs,
he would not wantonly proceed', and it
il likely that the list would be very much
reduced, and that he would only proceed
with the names of those he thought he could
prove to be bad. As this inquiry is a wider
one and involves more expense than an
ordinary recount, we propose to provide as
follows :

And when the applicatioir le made on this
ground, that the deposit should be $300.

The ordinary deposit in other parts of Can-
ada will not be disturbed, nor in Prince Ed-
ward Island when the object Is a mere
ordlnary recount, the $100 will stand, but
where this particular ground is to be taken,
then the deposit should be put up to cor-
respond with the nature of the inqulry. A
week Intervenes between the election and
the declaration. Four days afterwards, un-
der the law, a recount may be de-
manded. Four days further elapse before
the recount is commenced. It is provided in
the amendments that I am submitting that
a copy of the afildavit under which the
recount is demanded shall be furnished to
the opposite aide immediately by the judge,
and that is a notice to them of the identical
votes that are going to be objected to. They
have then their notice. It is proposed to
provide that the other side may then put
in another affidavit at the opening of the
recount, and it will be open to the other
side then to allege that bad votes have also
been recorded against them, and they are
required to put up a deposit, just exactly
the same as the other side put up, but they
are only allowed to come in with these ob-
jections to answer any case where a recount
has been demanded on this particular ground
of objection, and then we propose to
give the county court judge jurisdic-
tion to deal with ail these votes that
may be objected to by both sides, to hear
witnesses on both sides, and to finally de-
cide whether each particular vote la good
or bad. We propose to provide that the
identity of a voter shall not be dIsclosed
during the investigation. A ballot shall not
be turned to discover what the number la,
or to identify it with the name of the person
Whose vote Is being objected to, until the
vote has been declared bad. If the vote ls
declared good, It having been already count-

ed, there is no cause to investigate as to
how the man voted, but If it is declared to
be bad, the judge shail then go to the en-
velope and trace this particular vote and
discover for which candidate It was polled,
and then it will be taken from the count of
the man in whose favour it was given. Thus
there will be no disclosure of how la man
voted, until it la found that the vote is bad.
When that point la reached, that vote shall
be taken from the number of votes counted
for the candidate in whose favour it had
been cast. I think that this will prove
to be a very simple and inexpensive remedy.
Hon. gentlemen will agree with me that it
la very desirable, apart from ail other con-
siderations, that the man who has the
majority of good votes should be the man
counted in. In ail the other provinces of
Canada, the declaration by the deputy
returning officer, or the county court judge,
if a recount la demanded, la a declaration
that the man who has the majorlty of
votes, has a majority of good votes. It
le only to put the province of Prince
Edward Island ln the same position as all
the other provinces with regard to this
subject that I propose these amendments.
I would certainly regard the provisions that
we have inserted ln the Franchise Act of two
years ago, and which are all Introduced lin
this Bill again for initialling and marking
these votes, as a blemish on the law unless
we provide a judicial settlement at the end,
because there can be no doubt in the world
that the initialling and numbering of bal-
lots, If it does not furnIsh a clue as to how
a man votes, at least Intimidates him and
makes him fear that there are some means
of getting at his vote ; and If he happens to
be in any position in which he f eels hlm-
self ln any particular danger from the fact
of how he has voted being disclosed, it will
have a deterrent effect on him. It le a
blemish ln the law unless you have some
good purpose lin it, and I fear there will be
no good purpose served in initialling these
votes unless you have a means of ascertaTn-
ing whether they are good or not. It may
be said that all that can be settled by the
Controverted Elections Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGU6ON-If my hon. friend
looke into It he wlll see how useless that
would be. A man is counted out by twenty
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or thirty votes, and It Is only when the vote
is close that this will be implemented at all.
If It Is decisive, nobody will be foolish
enough to Incur this expense. A man is
counted out by a small number of votes.
If there Is no other remedy, he is forced to
file a petition under -the Controverted Elec-
tions Act. He puts up a thousand dollars
and he claims the seat. He must claim the
seat. As soon as he claims the seat, it is
open for his opponent, under the Controvert-
ed Elections Act, without putting up any
deposit whatever, to attack him upon ail
grounds. He ean not only attack him, but
set up that some of his agents have been
guilty of corrupt practices, or that some
irregularity has occurred ln the elections,
and it will be open for the other side to
open up the whole arena of investigation
under the Controverted Elections Act, with-
out putting up any deposit, and the conse-
quences will be that the man who was
counted out by these bad votes will have
to submit, because the moment he asks,
under the Controverted Elections Act, to
have an investigation and puts up this
money, everything is at issue and the other
side can meet hlm at once with all kinds of
litigation and without having to put up any
deposit whatèver. My hon. ifriend will see
that, unless some such provision as this is
made, there is no use, and possibly a good
deal of harm in loading the Bill with the
provisions it contains for initialling and
numbering the ballot; because it Is certain
that no inquiry under the Oontroverted
Elections Act can be had. When hon. gen-
tlemen consider the case of Prtince Edward
Iland, they will see the feasibility of this
remedy. It is a small country and thickly
peopled, and none of the distrets are very
extenslive. Good travelling exists every-
where. A week Intervenes before declara-
tion, and four days more before the recount
Is demanded, and another four days be-
fore commencing the receount; there is
ample time for a party wbo feels he
has lost his seat by bad votes being re-
corded against him, there is anple time
for him to make out a list of these and put
in his objection. Of course, when this is
ln the air the other side must know It.
They know the situation Is close and-critical,
and they will be looking -up what grounds
they may have for the purpose -of meeting
these objeotions .by putting ln other ojec-

Hon. Mr. FDRGUSON.

tions, so that nobody will be taken short.
While the party who made the objection Is
proving his case, the other side have ample
time to bring up their wi-tnesses and make
good their objection. It Is a simple matter,
and I think it would provide an efficaclous
way of dealing with the question. My hon.
friend may say that this amendment was
proposed in the House of Commons and re-
jected.

Hon. Mr. MILIS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-In the main it
was proposed, but the details differ consider-
ably from those of the amendment offered
in the House of Commons. A discussion
went on, and It was found how It could
be improved, and now, wdth better light,
I propose this remedy. Two years ago this
principle was accepted by parliament on
an amendment to a Bill in this House, and
I am very sorry that the weaknesses that
belonged to the legislation of that year were
not corrected and the principle retained.
I know that on that occasion the gentleman
who had charge of this Bill ln the louse
of Commons this year expressed himself as
favourable to these provisions. I know he
did so to myself, and ln the presence of my
hon. friend, the leader of the opposition, and
he said he thought that they were very fair
provisions and they were aigreed to on a
conference held between members of both
Houses. I may say I watched the course of
this Bill In the other House very closely
and carefully, and I feel bound to say that
the Solicitor General showed great tact and
fairness in dealing with it, and I do not
at ail despair of my hon. friend the Min-
ister of Justice and of the Solicitor Gen-
eral, who has naturally given this Bill more
care than any other of his colleagues, hav-
ing had charge of It through the House of
Commons, and I am not at all unwilling to
hope that these gentlemen will see that
these amendments that I propose are reason-
able and fair and that they will work well
ln practice, and are necessary ln order to
carry out the other provisions of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I could not agree to
the amendments which my hon. friend pro-
poses to this section. The :law provides for
a scrutiuy by the ordinary metioda in con-
troverted elections. That may be a good
or a bad &aystem, but it is fthe system that
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has been provided universally, and I know
of no reason why a different rule s'hould
be adopted in Prince Edward Island from
that which is adopted elsewhere. What Is
the objection of the hon. gentleman to
applying the principle of the Controverted
Elections Act ? He says if you propose to
have a scrutiny, there may be all sorts of
objections. Why should there not be ? Sup-
posing a man who undertakes to claim a
seat under a scrutiny has been guilty of
bribery, has bought, perhaps, the very votes
that lie is seeking to have kept utpon the
list ; why should not that question be tried
along with the other in Prince Edward
Island, the same as it is anywhere else ?
My lion. friend wants a scrutiny for a re-
count. The hon. gentleman can have a re-
count under the law. Under the law there
is no matter of controversy under a recount
such as there would be under a scrutiny,
and the law provides the method by which
the scrutiny shall be conducted. The mat-
ter shall be tried before a Superior Court
Judge, and the parties have an opportunity
there of mutually attacking the ballots in-
volved in the case. They may bring forward
any question provided for by the objection
that may affect the validity of the seat,
supposing a man has won the election. But
he knows right well that his opponent has
undertaken to bribe the electors, and his
opponent asked for a scrutiny. He cannot
defend himselif without entering a second
Suit under the Controverted Elections Act
for the purpose of having that matter in-
quired into.

Now, I say that where the seat of a mem-
ber returned is attacked, all those grounds
Of contesting the validity of the election, or
the validity of the grounds on which a seat
mlay be claimed, ought to be open to him the
Moment that his right to hold the seat is
brought in question, I see no reason in the
World why the question of a scrutiny should
be raised on a recount for the purpose of
ascertaining which of two candidates is
'eturned, if a vote is recelved, whether it is
good or bad, and If it is counted, then the
Party who is returned ought to be open to
have his seat attacked by his opponent,
Iuder the provisions of the Controverted
Rlections Act, which enables him to do so.
I arm perfectly certain that the majority ln
the House of Commons will never agree to
the propositions which the hon, gentleman

has submitted. All these questions were be-
fore the House. They were brought forward
there by some gentlemen from Prince Ed-
ward Island ; they were considered and
rejected. It does not matter whether the
precise words used in the hon. gentleman's
proposition are the words that were used in
the House of Gommons. We have to look
behind the particular words employed to see
what is sought to be accomplished by the
amendment, and what the hon. gentleman
aims at accomplishing by the amendments
lie proposes to this section 20 were sought
to be accomplised by others in the Housè of
Commons, and that House, after full and
careful consideration of those proposed
amendments, did not agree to them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I desire to call the
lion. gentleman's attention to two points on
which lie failed to appreciate my argument.
He says that lie sees no reason whatever
why this matter of the scrutiny of votes
should not be dealt with before a superior
judge in Prince Edward Island, the same as
in the other provinces of Canada, along
with questions that arise under the Con-
troverted Elections Act. My hon. friend will
see that in no other province but Prince Ed-
ward Island can such a. state of things as this
exist, because these is no provision for con-
testing the qualifications of votes except lu
Prince Edward Island, and therefore they
cannot come up in the other provinces. It
Is only in Prince Edward Island where you
have this particular difficulty, and therefore
you can find no possible similarity between
Prince Edward Island and the other provin-
ces. I am surprised to hear my hon. friend
say that lie can see nothing wrong, when a
candidate demands an inquiry to ascertain
whether votes are good or bad, that it should
be open for bis opponent to come in under
that inquiry and raise questions of corrupt
practice against him.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Where a man person-
ates, say, In Ontario or Quebee, or accepts
a bribe, and so has dIsqualified himself to
vote ln the election, whether there is any
provision lu either provinces that there may
be a recount before a proper officer, and
whether be may go Into an inquIry-

Hou. Mr. FERGUSON-These are mattero
which come up properly under the Contro-
verted Elections Act. This dues not. The
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Act provides that Vie objected vote sbaR be
marked and Initialled, so that a >ffdge can
inquire into it. The candidate puts up bis
deposit of one thousand dollars under the
Controverted Electioni Act in order to have
that settled, and claims the seat. His op-
ponent, witbont putting up any deposit, can
come in and hunt for some corrupt practice
on the part not merely of the candidate, but
ot his agents. He bas put up lis money and
runs all the risk without his opponent put-
ting up any deposit.

Han. Mr. MILLS-That is under the Cou-
troverted Elections Act.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is so when a
man under the Controverted Elections Act
puts up a thousand dollars if he claims the
seat, but it is not necessary under the Con-
troverted Elections Act to claim the seat ;
the demand may be to unseat his opponent.
But in this investigation, it is a necessary in-
gredient of the case that he claim the seat.
Why are you trying to count out those bad
votes, but to get the majority you are law-
fully entitled to, and in that case your op-
ponent can enter the court and tbring up all
possible questions and defeat you. Hon.
gentlemen can see at once that it Is Im-
possible to get an inquiry into these objected
votes under the Controverted Elections Act.
No sane man would put up bis thousand
dollars and start that inquiry, when he
makes himself thereby liable to have bis
opponent attack him on every ground he
eau possibly raise. The other side are not
deprived of their remedy. If afterwards
it Is found that this man, who bas applied
for this recount, lras a majorlty of good
votes, It is open for the other side to come
on him for corrupt practice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Two suits.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The bon. gentle-

man need not trouble bis mind about that.
The first question le who bas the majority
of good votes, and that man should have
the seat. The man who is willing to take
the responsibility of proving who bas the
majority of good votes Is required to put up
the money, while the other side Is not re-
quired to put up any. I thluk the House
will see that the amendment I am pro-
posing is a good one ; and f urther than that,
the Solicitor General was of that opinion
two years ago. I have looked over the dis-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

eussions in another place, and I do not find
that he bas put anything on record to show
he bas cbanged his mind. I cannot find that
the Solicitor General bas pronounced him-
self as opposed to the principle of this
amendment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is there
anytbing in the Controverted Elections Act
which would enable the court to ascertain
if the man gave a good vote or not ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If you
could not tell how he voted, what difference
would it make ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Under a scrutiny.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is a scrutiny under the Ontario law. They
are able to carry on a scrutiny there, be-
cause they have the number on the counter-
foil and on the ballot that is cast, and if
you object to the vote you can refer to the
counterfoil and ballot, which correspond
with the number on the poll-book. That is
what we object to in Ontario, because many
are afraid to vote, or they vote differently
to what they otherwise would vote, for
fear of It being traced. Under our law
there Is no means of ascertaining how a
man votes and the proposition made by the
bon. gentleman from Marshfield, where vot-
ing as they do, without a voters' list-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Which they ought to
remedy themselves on the Island.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is
that the doctrine ? That Is precisely the
position we took on the Quebec judges ques-
tion. What Is sauce for the goose ought to
be sauce for the gander?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-So it is.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman took a contrary position to
that yesterday in the other matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Oh, no.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
bon. gentleman says, let the people of
Prince Edward Island change the law. I
agree with the hon. gentleman. They
ought to have some means by which they
could first scrutinize whether a man bas a
right to vote. But that Is not the case, and
we are dealing with facts as they exist-
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dealing with the laws as they are, and we
make exceptions for different provinces to
meet their laws, or, where we think they
are wrong, we have provisions in this Act
to depart from them. That le all the hon.
gentleman from Marshfield asks. This pro-
position was acceded to by members of the
government, when the Franchise Act was
amended ln this House, on condition that
the hon. gentleman from Marshfield would
not propose other amendments which he
contemplated. My hon. friend thought this
was the most important, and said ho was
willing to give way on the others. If It
was a good amendment thon, I do not see
why It should be considered bad now.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If the hon. gen-
tleman will not consent, I shall have to
move my amendments. I therefore move
that the following words be inserted ln
section 90, subsection 1, after ' 4' :

That In Prince Edward Island any person not
qualified to vote in such electoral diatrict has
voted, stating the name, designation and resi-
dence of such person, and also the name and
number of the polling division ln which he has
voted, or (5)-

The committee divided on the amendment,
'which was adopted: contents, 16; non-con-
tents, 11.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved to amend
subsection 1, line 23, by inserting the follow-
Ing :

Or in Prince Edward Island $300, if the appli-
cation is made in relation to the fourth ground
of application.

If the.ground of application in Prince Ed-
ward Island le that bad votes have been cast,
it will Involve more expense than an ordinary
recount, and therefore, the person making
the application should put up $300 Instead of
$100; but If ln Prince Edward Island the
ordlnary recount is called for, it should be
3100.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This proposition, like
the other, will enable a man who may have
bribed at an election to escape a contest.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh,
no.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It necessitates, ln every
case where there has been bribery, two
suite.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.
681

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, because there ls
this question of recount, which le one, In
which case each party is obllged to deposit
$300; and if the other candidate is confident
tha;t his opponent has bribed at the election,
he muet enter a suit under the Controverted
Elections Act, belng a second suit.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
ls under the presumption they are going to
contest the whole election. This proposi-
tion Is simply to ascertain whether a suffi-
cient number of persons voted who had no
votes to change the final result. It is simply
enlarging the power for recounting.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But a man who accepts
a bribe bas no vote, even though hie name
le on the voters' list. A man who is an alien
bas no vote, although hie name may be on
the list, and a man who personates bas no
vote, and yet ln every other place In the
Dominion there must be a scrutiny, and a
scrutiny under the Controverted Elections
Act, and my hon. friends are undertaking
to except Prince Edward Island from the
general law.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
reason lis, because the province of Prince
Edward Island le an exception. It le not
governEd by the same rules and laws that
govern the other provinces, there being no
voters' list.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But my hon. friend wIll
see there Is exactly the same principle. If
a man personates you have to file a peti-
tion ln order to get quit of hie vote.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-But the greateet
difference ln the world existe, and I am
surprised that the hon. gentleman should
fail to see it. If a man personates, the
consequences fall on the candidate or him-
self. The candidate may lose hie seat be-
cause of the act of personation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He may know nothing
about it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-But he can be un-
seated. In this case, it is merely to settle
who have good or bad votes, and the hon.
gentleman need not try to mystify It. It
l slmply doing in Prince Edward Island
after the election what was done ln all the
other provinces before the election. The law
does not contemplate an objection at the poil
on the ground of personation. It must be dealt
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with in another way. The personator in
Prince Edwan1 Island Is dealt with the
same as in the other provinces, but there
being no voters' list in that province, and
it being possible for men wholly disquali-
fied to go and record their votes, the case
Is exceptional, and this is a simple remedy,
which leaves the other parties all the
remedy they had before.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In the North-west Terri-
tories there are no voters' lists.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am surprised,
because there was a provision in the North-
west Territorles Election Act for an investi-
gation after an election, somewhat similar
to what we propose. Gentlemen in the gov-
ernment proposed, in the first instance, to
include the North-west Territorles in this Bill,
but when they struck this dlfficulty in the
Territories, they dropped all reference to the
North-west Territories out of the Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-How does the hon. gen-
tleman know that ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I thInk I know.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I know that is not so.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I accept the hon.
-gentleman's statement If he says that Is
not the reason.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I never heard that was
the reason before, and I ought to know,
because I had something to do with the
matter.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-When this came
up first, it included 'the Territories, and
we felt in Prince Edrward Island our posi-
tion was much etronger because we would
have the support of the Territories, and that
the government would have to provide, as
they were making law for the Territorles,
some provision similar to th4s for the Terri-
tories and Prince Edward Island, but they
dropped the North-west Territorles out-
whether that was the cause of it or not,
the effect was all the same-It would not
have been possible te pass an Act dealing
with dthe Territores, without having sone
such provision as this incorporated in the
law.

The amendment was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-These amendments
are all simply carrylng out the one Idea,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

and it Is necessary to have several small
amendments to make the general provision.
I, therefore, move to amend section 90, line
30, by inserting the following after the
word 'application' :

Or decide whether any person not qualified
to vote bas voted, if the said application la
made on the fourth ground of application.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am opposed to this
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I now move to
amend subsection 2, Une 37 by inserting
the following after the word ' be' :

Together with a copy of the affidavit afore-
said.

This is providing that a notice shall be
sent to the other side with a list of the
names that are to be objected to.

The amendment was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I now move to
amend subsection 4, of section 90 by insert-
ing the following as subsection a.

At the time and place appointed and before
proceeding to recount the votes, the judge may
receive an affidavit from the candidate, or his
agent, against whose return the affidavit mention-
ed in subsection 1 of this section bas been
directed, declaring that any other person, not
qualified to vote bas voted, giving the name,
designation and residence of such person and
also the name and number of the polling divi-
sion in which he bas voted; provided always,
that the affidavit authorized by this subsection
shall not be received by the judge unless the
applicant bas deposited with the clerk of the
county court in the aforesaid judicial district
the sum of $300 in legal tender or the bills of
any chartered bank doing business in Canada
as security for the costs in connection with the
recount, or final addition, of the candidate ap-
pearing by the addition to be elected; and fur-
ther provided, that the affidavit authorized by
this subsection shall not be received by the
judge except when the recount bas been de-
manded on the fourth ground of application.

The amendment was agreed to on divi-
sion.

On subelause 5,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I call attention to
the words at the close of this subclause
'and no other ballot-papers,' I think that
these words are of no use. They are taken
from the old Franchise Act which had pro-
vision for ballot-papers in undecided ap-
peals. Unless we have created in the mean-
time some new distinction to which this will
apply, I do not see the use of these words.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will not disturb that,

because It cannot do any harm. At most it
will be surplusage.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It might do harm.
If there are other baliot-papers not to be
opened, it is necessary. 1 have no objection,
but the danger I apprehended from it Is
that there is provision for the openlng of
the used ballots which have been counted
and the rejected ballot-papers, and the
spoiled ballot-papers. We have provided in
this Bill for another set of ballots, and that
Is those which have been numbered and
initialled in Prince Edward Island. They
have been opened and should be counted un-
der the first section. But supposing the re-
turning officer took it into his head he should
not open those, what would happen ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It Is -the used -ballot-
papers.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON--If there is no use
for these words, and if they are inherited
from the old Franchise Act which had a
provision for ballot-papers In undecided ap-
peals, there is no use in having them in this
Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, but you send per-
haps 300 ballots to a certain division. There
are fifty people who do not vote, and you
have a lot of blank ballots, and It Is not
necessary that these should be opened.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Is It provided that
these shall be put in an envelope and seal-
ed. It Is a dangerous thing to leave words
in a law that have no right to be In, be-
cause the courts will attach some meaning
to every word in the section.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-There is a provision in
another section for putting unused ballots
In an envelope.

The subelause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved that the fol-
lowing be inserted as subelause 5a :

5. (a) In Prince Edward Island the judge when
recounting the votes, shall decide the qualifica-
tion of all voters whose ballot papers were num-
bered and initialled under section 67 of this Act
as having been objected to on the ground of the
want of qualification, and who have been de-
acribed in the affidavits provided for in this sec-
tion, and for the purposes of such decision he
shall hear the candidates or their agents and
may examine on oath the person whose vote has
been objected to, or any person. Both candi-
dates may be represented by counsel, and the
judge shall ascertain the facts and may take such

other evidence as he thinks necessary, and is
able to obtain, and may require the attendance
of witnesses and the production of documentary
evidence, and shall for all purposes of such de-
cision have all the powers of a county court
Judge in Prince Edward Island exercising his
ordinary jurisdiction in civil cases.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The $300 would cover

no such expense.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There is a deposit
of three hundred dollars by each side.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That would not begin
to do it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think It would.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Law is cheap in
Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have had some
experience of these investigations, and we
have learned that it is utter folly to go into
them unless the majority is very small.
They will only be implemented in cases of
very small majorities. Where there is no
remedy for a wrong, people will commit the
wrong, but If there is a remedy they will
lot resort to it. The investigations we have
had were not expensive.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Supposing a man is at-
tacked and obliged to put up $300, in con-
sequence of the scrutiny, and he is maintain-
ed in his seat, under the hon. gentleman's
arrangement he proposes that the expense,
so far as he is personally concerned, shall
be charged against him and not against the
unsuccessful man.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The candidate who
Is found ultimately to have the majority of
good votes, is to be Indemnified.

The subelause was adopted on a division.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved that the
following be added as subelause b :

(b) In determining the qualification of the
voters aforesaid the judge shall not identify, nor
allow to be identified, any ballot paper, until it
has been decided that the person casting it was
not legally entitied to vote, in which case he
shall identify the said ballot paper and deduct
the vote or votes marked thereon, from the total
number of votes recelved by the candidate or
candidates in whose favour it has been marked.

The amendment was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

On clause 92,

Hon. Mr. BAKER-I have been asked to
propose an amendment which is based on an
amendment which should be made to clause
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41, and I will submit it to the committee.
The object of this Bill is to prevent all pos-
sible fraud, and especially, I may say, the
switching of ballot papers, and it is suggest-
ed in subsection ' e' of the 41st section,
which heads as follows :

On a poll belng granted, the returning officer
shall furnish the deputy returning officer with
a sufficient number of ballot papers (all being of
the same description, and as nearly as possible
alike) to supply the number of voters on the
list of such polling district.

a
I wish to add the words:

And a certificate of the number of such ballot
papers.

It is to make an authentic record of what
Is done ln sending out these ballot papers.
I would add also :

And that he should keep a record of the ballot
papers so furnished.

The object of this proposed amendment
is to impose upon the returning officer the
duty of sending ont these ballot papers lu
making a record that shall be transmissible
later on to the Clerk of the Crown ln Chan-
cery, by which there shall be authentic
evidence of the number of ballot papers. I
think there can be no possible objection to
the insertion of that amendment in clause
41.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That clause stands.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-If we go back to 41
and providè for the granting of that cer-
tificate. then It would be necessary to amend
subsection 3 of clause 92, and make the
returning officer transmit to the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery the records provided
in clause 41, subsection 'e '-that is the certi-
ficate and the record that the certificate
has been granted. This is (merely add-
Ing an additlonal safeguard to secure
the honest carrying out of the law. He
sends a sufficient number. of ballots to the
deputy and makes a certificate showing the
numbers sent to the polling divisions.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Our object is, of
course. one, but it seems to me that to re-
quire the returning officer to return this
certificate would, perhaps, defeat the hon.
gentleman's object.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-In what way ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I shall explain. This
provision Is, that the returning officer shall,
lmmediately after the sixth day make his

Hon Mr. BAKER.

return. Any defeated candidate or elector
way petition against the election, and these
certificates, which the bon. gentleman pro-
poses shall be returned to the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery, would probably be re-
quired as evidence in case there were a
petition, and It does not seem to me they
should be papers that would come to the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery until the
thirty days had expired.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-There are six days for
a recount, and the deputy returning officer
does not return the ballots until after the
expiration of. that delay.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not think the bal-
lots were returned until after the expira-
tion of the time for the petition.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-They are returned af-
ter the sixth day. It will be necessary to
provide that this certificate be returned wlth
the stamp and the ballot papers.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend will
see that his amendment should be made to
clause 41. The word 'documents' In this
subeection would then cover It.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 96, subsection 5,
5. No candidate, officer, clerk, agent or other

person shall communicate at any time to any
person any information as to the number on
the back of the ballot paper given to any voter
at a polling station, or attempt to ascertain at
the counting of votes the number on the back
of any ballot paper; but this provision shall not
apply to ballots marked in accordance with sec-
tions 67 or 74 of this Act.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Why should this
exception be made ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-You could not get on
without it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Subclause 6 protects
the voter ln Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Why should the
officer be at liberty to know how the voter
lias voted ? .

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We will meet the hon.
gentleman's wiehes if we stop at the words
'ballot paper,' and strike out the last two
lines which contain the exception.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the exception
must stand in clause 74. It applies to where
a man comes to vote, and finds his name
has been taken by another party. You
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must have something to identify him, be-
cause there are two votes given for the
same name, and the second vote might be
a bogus vote, and it must be known for
whom it was cast.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am not sure
about clause 74, but i think the reference
to clause 67 should be struck out.

Hon.
Prince
thinks

Mr. MILLS-Clause 67 applies to
Edward Island, and my hon. friend
all should not be known there.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It prevents sec-
recy. The number is only to be utilized by
the judge, after he finds the vote to be bad.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Does this go further
than that ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The fact is, the bal-
lots could not be marked that way under
this clause, unless the returning officer as-
certains how the voter voted. If the hon.
gentleman would take the trouble to read
subclause 6, he will find that secrecy is
fully provided for there.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is clear nobody
at the counting of the votes, has the right
to ascertain the number on the ballot paper,
but is simply allowing them to do that in
order to carry away information that will
lead to the discovery of how the vote was1
polled. The same objection applied to
clause 74. At the close of the poil no offi-
cer has a right to inquire into that number.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We will take those two
lines out.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If those linee are
struck out how could that information be
got in case of a controverted election ?

Hon. Mr. PERGUSON-As far as clause
74 is concerned, it may not be possible to
get it, but I know as far as 67 is concerned,
my amendments provide how the judge
shall get at it

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I am speaking of
clause 74 : how could the judge reach those
ballot papers ?

does not apply to 67 and 74, there are no
other sections of the Act to which it does
apply. Instead of those two lines I pro-
pose to insert after the words 'balloting
station' the following : ' Except to a court
or judge, lawfully requiring him so to do.'

The subclause was amended and adopted.

On clause 108,
108. The following persons are guilty of bribery

and shall be punishable accordingly :
(a) Every person who, directly or indirectly,

by himself or by any other person on his behalf,
gives, lends or agrees to give or lend, or offers
or promises any money or valuable considera-
tion, or promises to procure, or to endeavour to
procure, any money or valuable consideration,
to or for any voter, or to or for any person
on behalf of any voter, or to or for any per-
son, in order to induce any voter to vote, or re-
frain from voting, or corruptly does any such act
on account of such voter baving voted or refrain-
ed from voting at any election.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
about public speeches, when candidates pro-
mise public works ? When a candidate or
minister of the Crown tells the people that
unless they vote In a certain way they will
receive cold justice, and in case they vote
another way that a bridge or a railw'ay wIll
be built. A minister goes to a constltuency
and says, unless you elect such and such a
man, you will not get that railway or bridge
built. It might do for gentlemen in oppo-
sition to say that, because they have not the
power, but if a minister should make such
a statement, I would disqualify him. What
does the Minister of Justice think of an
amendment of this kind : after the word
or' in the 20th line insert :
Every person who directly or indirectly, himsef

or by any other person on his behalf, makes him
any gift, loan, offer, promise or agreement as
aforesaid, or who, by public speech or other-
wse, holds out directly any advantage which
would accrue to the individual voter or to the
constituency in which the election is being held
In order to induce such person to procure, or
endeavour to procure, the return of any person
to serve in the House of Commons or the vote
of any voter at any election.

Hou. Mr. SCOTT-If the hon. gentleman
would make it retroactive for the past ten
years it would be better.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
might be a good Idea, for we would have
some of the ministers in trouble.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-He could, at the Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-It should be re-
trial of the election. legated to Prince Edward Island politics.

Hon. Mr. MILL'!-I agree to let those two Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1
lines go for this reason, that If subsection 5 1 would make this apply to Prince Edward
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Island. Is It not one of the grossest
abuses of public speech on the part
of gentlemen who occupy ministerial
positions ? A minIster goes into a constitu-
ency and holds out inducements and tells
the people plainly and distinctly, as some of
them have done-that is if they are reported
correctly in the newspapers-that such and
such a public work shall stop, or that he
shall not carry out that which bas been
promised by previous administrations and
whicli he intended to have carried out, un-
les they act ln accordance with the wishes
of the government.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It seems to me I remem-
ber a Prime Minister some few years ago-
and I am not speaking ill of the dead-who
proposed the construction of the Trent
Valley Canal upon the condition that the
people living along that hne returned mem-
bers to support that government. Let me
mention another case. In my own consti-
tuency for several years we undertook to
get the River Sydenham dredged. I put the
question expressly to the Minister of Publie
Works on the floor of parliament whether
the work would be undertaken. It was
promised, but for at least tbree general
elections my opponent said to the people
4 unless you return a supporter of the gov-
ernment you cannot expect any of these
Improvements made.' That was the doctrine
preached regularly. I think it Is wrong. I
do not know that it Is particularly relevant
to the discussion of this Bill, but my hon.
friend opposite bas mentioned the matter
às though it were a novel thing and done
by the present administration for the ilrst
time-a sort of new invention. I think my
hon. friend was one of the greatest sinners
ln Christendom in that regard.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I ac-
cept the admonition and castigation of the
hou. gentleman, and so far as I am Indi-
vidually concerned, in reply to hlm, I defy
him to find any instance ln which he can
apply the charge to myself. The Premier
to whom he refers-it is not necessary to
mention a name-never, to my knowledge,
made any such promise. The Trent Valley
Canal and the Murray Canal have been a
plank in the platform of every party since
I was a boy. If these errors and Iniquities
to which he refers existed ln the past
and continue to exlst let us reform and

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

put a stop to them. My hon. friend
speaks of the River Sydenham. I remember
distinctly that every session we had that
question up as to the improvement of the
River Sydenham. That was an old story.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And it was promised.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Very
likely, and so was the Trent Valley Canal
and the Murray Harbour. If the hon. gentle-
man will look at the records he will find that
the agitation began in 1812 or 1813, and ever
since I remember, for fifty years, I have
heard those things discussed at every elec-
tion, but I question whether we had as pal-
pable a case as when the hon. gentleman
was in office, when he sent Mr. Kingsford
up to the Goderich Harbour and told them
what they should have in the way of the
extension of their pier and breakwaters If
they would only vote for Mr. Cameron, a
supporter of the hon. gentleman, and it is
only lately that we had the present Minister
of Customs, when he was seeking a con-
stituency, after being defeated in bis owa
constituency, making promises to the people.
What did he promise them ? What did Mr.
Hardy, the Premier of Ontario, promise
them ? He said 'if you do not want cold
justice, you had better vote for Mr. Pater-
son.' That is the kind of thing I want to
put a stop to. If our party have done it,
let us stop it, because I anticipate we are
soon coming back to power ; but let us stop
it. I think some of the bon. gentleman's
friends do not hesitate to do it, for we have
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. who
made himself very officlous at a local elec-
tion ; and the Minister of Railways went
down and told them what he would do in
reference to the construction of a rallway,
and actually appointed men to value the
right of way while the elections were going
on, and before they knew where they were
going to put the road. I could cite a number
of other cases. It might fill a volume if it
is of any interest to the hon. gentleman.
Since he bas referred to two or three in-
stances lu the section of country from
which I come, I may say that I advocated
through the newspapers, ever since I had

,anything to do with politics, the construction
of the Murray Canal, and I am glad we had

lit dug although I do not.know that it is of
as great importance now, as It would have
been some years ago. It connects Lake
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Ontario with the Bay of Quinte. If you
make it an Issue at an election it Is ex-
cusable. If you want to build a railway
from Quebec through the northern part of
the country, if they like to make that an
issue between the parties when you go to an
election, that is a matter that might be
fairly discussed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-So I think.

Hon. Sir MA'CKENZIE BOWELLr-Bat
if you say to them 'you shall not have $25,-
000 to deepen the harbour unless you vote
for me,' it is wrong.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Should there not
be a provision in the criminal code ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend from
Marshfield lost a local election lately in the
province of Prince Edward Island by over
300 votes on account of having some tons
of his speeches sent into the constituency.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If some of my
hon. friend's speeches had been sent down
there we would have got the election by
acclamation. If some of his observations
were circulated down there, no candidate of
bis politics would show bis face in the con-
stituency. If my hon. friend's amendment.
or suggestion, should be carried into law,
and it would be made an indictable offence
or corrupt practice for ministers to promise
public works to constituencles, as far as I
know the constituencies and the men in the
government, the art of eloquence with them
would be entirely extinguished, and the
newspapers would bave no speeches to re-
port. Their eloquence would completely
dry up, because this is their whole theme-
the improvements they are giving to the
constituencles.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL-Under
the circumstances, I will not press my
amendment.

The subclause was adopted.

On clause 114,
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE

should like to see subsection b
amended. It provides :

BOWELL-I
of this clause

Every parson who at an election
(b) having voted once at any such election,

applies at the same election for a ballot paper In
bis own- name-

ls guilty if personation and lable to a pen-
ahty not exceeding $200 and to imprisonment for
a term not exceeding two years.

I should like that clause made positive.
It Is all very well to have these permissive
Acts, but I thlnk it should read : 'Not less
than six months or more than two years.
There are certain magistrates, when these
offenders are brought before them, who
treat them very lightly. I could give illus-
tratious which would almost surprise hon.
gentlemen. In one province a grand jury
made a presentment to court condemnIng
the government for prosecuting the mer-
chants who enployed a pilot to do the
smuggling, on the ground that we should
have punished the pilot who did the smug-
-gling. I know of another case in Ontario
where a man was caught attempting to bribe
another, and the law said the penalty should
be not more than so and so, under the
Audit Act, which was positive. He fined
this man 25 cents and sent him to goal for
ten minutes. He complied with the law.
This system of personation has been prac-
ticed to such an enormous extent in the
large cities that until you make a signal
example by a positive punishment, you will
never put a stop to it. I would make a
penalty of $200 and imprisonment for a
term not less than three months or more
than two years.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Two hun-
dred dollars is too much.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-It cannot be too
much.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-We
know in the large cities they go round and
change their clothes and vote elght or ten
times.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I may say that what
the hon. gentleman says Is perfectly true
of a certain class of men, who engage In
personation, but there are some simple mind-
ed men who are put up to do it by others,
and in puaishing them you are not punish-
ing the most guilty party.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Punish both.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We might put it, 'not
exceeding $200, and not less than $50, and
imprisonment for a term not exceeding two
years and not less than two months.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
will do.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have this remark
to make with respect to this paragraph, that
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I think one of the results of the change la
likely to be that persons will not be con-
victed. If you make the penalty so heavy
the ordinary magistrates throughout the
country and the jury wllI not find a man
guilty.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-A
judge will be obliged to instruct the jury If
the evidence is positive, and If the evidence
were not positive he would not be found
guilty.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-The experience of
prosecuting under the liquor license law Is
about the same thing as this, that if you
state that It shall not be less than three
months and not more than two years, very
often you will find the magistrate would be
quite willing to inflict a penalty of $50 or
thirty days in jail, but he would say : 'I
won't put that man ln jail three months.
There is some one more guilty than he is.
He is a poor fellow and I will simply dis-
miss him.'

If you make the penalty too high, you
find a great many people who ought to be
punished escape. Take the ballot box stuff-
Ing in Manitoba. In every case that was
tried there, the chief justice of the province
of Manitoba charged strongly against the
prisoners. The jury acquitted them . Why ?
Because it was a criminal proceeding. If It
had been a civil action, every one of them
would be fined and would have paid their
fine. There was no doubt about their guilt,
but they were acquitted because the punish-
ment was too severe.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-You
might apply it to any crime in the calendar.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-It is practised whole-
sale in the cities, and we should infilict some
fine by which we could get at the people
and have them convicted. I think the elec-
tion trials at Macdonald were a farce. In
every one of those cases the judge would
have sent the men to penitentiary for steal-
ing the ballots.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-If they were simple
minded men, there would be something ln
the objection, but from what I know takes
place in Toronto, there are many people
who are not simple, but who are dishonest.
They have no moral sense of what is right
or wrong, not merely in political elections,
but otherwise. Take the case of the run-

Hon. Mr. POWER.

ning of street cars on Sunday ; there were
numbers of people who came up and voted
for other parties, and who knew perfectly
well what they were doing. They were not
so simple, but they had the sense of what
was rigiht and moral. I think it is possible
that if you inflict a very heavy penalty you
may defeat the object of the Bill, but If
some of these men could be sent to jail it
would stop the thing quicker than anything
else.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I am in favour of
a minimum fine of $50. If you make it not
less than three months, a good many might
escape, because If you leave it optional with
the judge to fix the limit of not more than
two years, the judge who tries the case eau
judge of the character of the man found
guilty and let him exercise his discretion.
It might be some man who did not know
what the law is. There are a number of
cases such as the hon. gentleman describes,
but there are a number of others who are
more entitled to charity than to blame for
what they have done.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
should impose a heavier penalty to punish
the man who induces the other to personate.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-That is riglit.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
would be a good law. The man who would
commit the offence would say : 'So and so
asked me to do it' and I would say: 'Pun-
ish him doubly.'

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the hon. min-
ister might consider the propriety of mak-
ing another subelause there for personation.
There Is a personation for balloting, but I
think there is another kind of personation
which has been brought forward lately-
persons who take false names to act as
agents. A case happened ln Gaspé lately
where a man named Lemieux ncted under
the name of Lamoureux. Has the hon. min-
ister any suggestion to make about that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

The clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 72,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I want
to call attention to clause 72. L was other-
wise engaged when It went through. I
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think we could make it plainer and better.
The 8th line of this clause reads :

That it is the same which he furnished to the
elector, and shall then, in fual view of those
present, including the elector, remove the coun-
terroil.

I want to add : 'And destroy the same.'
That would prevent him slipping the counter-
foil into bis pocket for the purpose of ascer-
taining how the man voted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He could not tell by
that.

At Six o'clock the committee rose for
recess.

AFTER RECESS.

The committee was resumed.

On clause 127,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There is a part of
this clause that I have never been able to
understand. The clause reads as follows :

If, on the trial of an election petition, the
court decides that a candidate at such election
was guilty, by his agent or agents, of any of-
fence that would render his election void, and
the court further finds-

(a) That no corrupt practice was committed at
such election by the candidate personally, and
that the offences mentioned were committed
contrary to the order and without the sanction
or connivance of such candidate.

I have never been able to und'erstand how
a candidate could give an order to prevent
the commission of an offence he knew noth-
Ing about.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Well, he .does con-
stantly.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It must only be
a general order of Instructions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-A general order.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is the view
I took of It, but I know the court did not
hold that view in one case.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
know candidates who make a general de-
claration that nothing shall be done in con-
'travention of the Iaw, and then, In order
to avold personal responsibility, the candi-
dates Ignore ail committees, have nothing to
do with them-never go near them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And further than that,
the candidate must not invite the people at

a public meeting to give him their support
and work for his election, and so on, be-
cause if he does, and any of the people do
wrong, they are held to be bis agents.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Th-ey
are construed to be bis agents. It Is a
pretty strained Interpretation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It was adopted In Eng-
land by the courts, and followed In this
country.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
same wording ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The same principle of
agency.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It appears to me
that there is some clashing between subsec-
tions a and b, or something whIch la not
clearly logical. The candidate must, ac-
cording to a, be able to show that the of-
fence mentloned-that Is, the offence which
the judge finds to be committed by some
agent-was committed contrary to bis or-
der, and without his sanction or connivance.
He must also show that he took all reason-
able means for preventing the commission
of ceorrupt practices at such election. That
would be warning his friends and using bis
own personal influence to promote a pure
election. I can easily understand that, but
how he could have given an order to prevent
the commission of some special offence that
he could not have foreseen, I do not under-
stand.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If he gives a general
order, It includes everything. Every offence
must be a special one.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The gneral order
is what Is referred to In subsection b, but
subsection a must mean a special order that
would be directed against a particular
off ence.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

On clause 140.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
are certain penalties in reference to sum-
monses and disobeying summonses. There
is no penalty provided for wItnesses who
have been served with subpenas or sum-
monses for not attending. We have had
a great deal of that ; I was going to sug-
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gest that we should add a paragraph In the
following words :

Any person evading the service of a subpæna,
or failing to appear after a subpæna has been
served, unless a reasonable excuse has been
given, the judge to be arbiter ln such case, shall
incur a penalty of ($ ).

That provides for imposing a penalty on
a witness who is required to attend before
an election court If he evades the service
of the summons by leavlng the country, or
If 'he goes out of the country after it has
been served. We have had lately a great
many instances of this kind. Just as soon
as an election is contested, and It is known
that corrupt practices have taken place dur-
ing the election, and who the witnesses are
who can prove that, they go to the neigh-
bouring republic and remain there until
the trial has been finished. Trials have
taken place and the cases been dåsmlssed
when it was well known that if these wit-
nesses could have been put in the box, they
could establish the charges against the can-
didates in many cases, and voided the elec-
tions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There is no clause need-
ed, because the power of the court to pun-
Ish for contempt ds the power that deals
with all cases of that sort.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEDLL-That
may be, but that contempt consists in not
obeying. If the man evades the subpena,
as we know has been the case, no punish-
ment Is provided. I know plenty of such
cases. In Kingston they boasted of lt after-
wards. When asked : ' How In the world
did you get clear and have the protest set
aside' ? the answer was : 'Why the wit-
nesses were all over In Cape Vincent.' We
know what has taken place in western On-
tario. They go over to Detroit and remain
there, and It Is known that they go there for
the purpose of evading the service of the
summons.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Lilke Mr. Foster when
he was elected ln King's, when he kept out
of the way to avoid a recount.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The late Finance
Minister ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I never
heard of the case to which the hon. gentle-
man refers. If 'he were guilty, punish him.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

All frauds of that kind ought to be prevent-
ed, if possible, by fine and imprisonment.

Hon. Mr. 'SOOTT-You cannot punish a
man unless you serve him with a sub-
poena. You cannot assume, ibecause a man
goes out of the country, that he goes away
on that account.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-All
convictions are based upon proof, and if
you could prove that a man left the coun-
try for that purpose, you should punish
him. If you cannot prove it, then he goes
free. I should like to see a clause of that
character, but I do not want to press any-
thing which would jeopardize the passage
of this Bill, because I want to see it be-
corme law.

Hon. Mr. KERR-The subpena itself is
sutticient legal machinery, if he comes back
into the country and they follow it up.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
is the good of it ?

Hon. Mr. KERR-I do not know.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I understood the
hon. mindster to introduce Mr. Foster's
name in the eategory of those my bon.
friend referred to as having gone out of the
country for the purpose of evading giving
evidence in election trials. I think my hon.
friend las made a' statement which is un-
warranted and incorredt. The Act is not
changed. We are not changing the Act
with regard to the notice of a recount. The
clause with reference to recount reads :-

And the judge may, at the time of the appli-
cation or afterwards, direct that service of the
notice upon the candidates or their agents may
be substitutional, or may be made by mail or by
posting, or in such other manner as he thinks
fit.

Therefore it was not possible that Mr.
Foster could evade a notice of a recount by
keeping out of the way. I ar surprdsed
that my hon. friend should introduce Mr.
Foster's name in connection with the names
of persons who had been guilty of corrupt
practices and gone to the United States.
He introduces the name of a prominent and
respected public man, which I think is highly
improper, and my hon. friend has done
wrong.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not see that.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend's out the weakness of the section and the
statement could not be correct, because no loophole there Is ln It. I do fot pretend
person could keep out of the way of a re- to say that I bave any renedy at hand, but
count. The law provides that the notice think some remedy shouid be provided.

i ul h ekes ftescto n h

may be substitutional and may be doue y
posting and so on.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Apolo-
gize.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-To whom ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-To the
late Finance Minister.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-When I see hlm.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-1 should like to
ask my hou. friend who bas charge of the
Bill with reference to subsection 5 of clause
140. It seens to me it should receive more
consideration than we gave it as we went
over it. The subsection reads as follows :-

No fine or penalty shall be Imposed under this
section if it appears to the court or judge
that the person has already been sued with re-
spect to the same offence, nor shall any such
fine or penalty be imposed for any offence
proved only by the evidence or admission of the
person committing It.

I think that section furnishes a means by
which any culprit could escape. All lie has
to do is to get some friend to sue him,
and then the case might be tried and pro-
tracted and never go 'to trial, and the ends
of justice be defeated. He could get a friend
to issue a summons in all haste, before those
who were after bis scalp could act, and
then their hands would be tied and noth-
ing could be done. The second part of this
section also requires some explanation, be-
cause I hardly sec why a man, who was
convicted on his own evidence, should not
be punisbed.

The CHAIRMAN-It is in the old Act.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think the bon.
Minister of Justice will see that there is a
possibility of defeating the ends of justice.
A party who bas committed a serious
offence nay get an accofmplice, or a friend,
to sue him and then the matter Is tied up.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Does my hon. friend
suppose that a man may be fined as often
as he ls brought up for the same offence ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There should be
some provision that unless the party suing
him proceeds with his case, some other
parties might intervene. I -have pointed

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Really
the meaning of this clause is that where
lie has been sued and penalties imposed
as provided in 'this Act, then, under certain
circumstances, he should noit be again trIed
and punished, but unfortunately, as has been
pointed out by imy hon. friend to my right,
if he is sued, no matter what the result is,
lie cannot be tried under this clause.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We might add after
the words 'has been sued' the following,
'to judgment or acquitted.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Would
that carry the penalty ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
last words of this clause 'Nor shall any
such fine or penalty be imposed for any
offence proved only by the evidence or ad-
mission of the person committing it.' With
those clauses ail a man need do, if lie was
going to be sued and punished, would be to
go to court and admit that lie committed an
offence, and under that clause lie would
be acquitted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
what does It mean ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Somebody else would
have to corroborate him. We want corrobo-
rative evidence.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-You
cannot under this clause punish a man who
acknowledges he has doue wrong-that Is,
upon hils own evidence or admission. He
turns Queen's evidence against himself, and
he goes clear. That la the meaning of the
clause, ls it not ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is that
intended?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, if you have no fur.
ther evidence.

Iîon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
ail I have to do, If I commit an offence
against the election law, is to go and confess
it, and I escape punishment,
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-The law is as you made
It. We are not changing it.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is not the meaning
of that clause this : when a man is examin-
ed as a witness, If he makes admissions
when giving his evidence, lie cannot be pun-
Ished for it?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Why not state that he
had been a resident of that particular dis-
trict for six months, or a certain time ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
would complicate It still more. The repre-
sentatives of Toronto are anxious about this.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-His name will not ap-
Hall onto Mr.me EGUSON-Hel odtbpear on the list the deputy returning officer

called on to criminate himself.have.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is a
case of this kind: if a man steals a horse
and confesses lis crime to the magistrate,
If this was the law affecting a case of that
kind, and no other corroborative evidence
could be got, he would go clear. That is, a
man is not to be committed on his own ad-
mission or evidence.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I move
the adoption of subclause 6, of which I gave
notice this morning.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot consent to
that. My hon. friend will have to carry
It.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
sorry for that. I would ask my hon. friend
If he would accept It. It is a departure, I.
admit, from the law as it stands upon the
statute-book governing elections in Ontarlo,
but we have changed the practice and the
law in other provinces, and why not in this
province, where we know that It will affect
so many voters. I promise the hon. gentle-
man, speaking for myself, that If he will
allow this amendment to go ln, If the Com-
mons reject it I will not fight the Bill on
that account.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot consent to It.
I am not objecting.

The subclause was adopted on a division.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I move
the adoption of subclause 7, of which I gave
notice this morning.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I suggest to the hon.
gentleman that it will be desirable to insert
here ' Under the preceding subsection.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not know how that would affect it. This is
the draft of the law clerk, after studying
the matter for four hours.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
that Is the list he will be on. He lives in
No. 1 division, and be moves to No. 2, and
he can go Into No. 1 and record bis vote.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-You might add after
'town or eity ' the words 'of which this
polling division Is a part.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
I will add those words.

The subelause was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

On clause 68,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-This is the section
which I wish to amend by adding clause 68a
of which I have given notice. The hon. gen-
tleman who has charge of the Bill under-
took to look into the matter and see whether
that amendment, of which I gave notice
this morning, will be acceptable. It Is im-
posing a penalty on the returning officer If
he violates either of the preceding sections.
It reads as follows:

68 (a). In Prince Edward Island If the deputy
returning officer refuses a ballot and the right
to vote to any person who is willing to take
the oaths prescribed by this Act and the pro-
vincial law, and has otherise complied with
the requirements of the law, or gives a ballot
to and allows to vote any person who refuses
to take oath or to otherwise comply with the
requirements of the law, he shall, for such of-
fence, be liable, to any person who may sue for
the same, to a penalty of two hundred dollars.

It simply provides that If the deputy re-
turning officer violates either section 67 or
68-that is, refuses a ballot paper to the
voter who complies in every respect with the
law, or on the other hand, gives a ballot
paper and allows a man to vote who refuses
to comply with the law-he shall be liable
to a fine of $200.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will ask the commit-
tee to rise, report progress, and ask leave
to sit again. I want to further consider
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la what ftr ani change in clause 69 shal
be put.

The clause was allowed to stand

On clause 22, subclause 3,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. minister
will allow me to call attention to subelause
3 of clause 22, which reads as follows :

3. The legal custodian of any voters' list shall
deliver certified copies thereof, or of any part
thereof, as last revised and corrected, to any
person applying therefor, on payment therefor of
a fee not exceeding the fee (if any) allowed by
the provincial law in the like cage, and not ex-
ceeding in any case ten cents for a printed list
and one cent for every two names ln writing If
the list or part of the list is written.

I would call attention to the discrepancy
whleh exists between the cost of lists of
the different provinces. I have a iist here
of the province of No-va Scotia. It Is in
manuscript form, and the rate Is 50 cents
per hundred names, and the names are
given-only the names. No residence is
given, or anything of that kind. If the hon.
minister will compare this with the list
of the province of Quebec, he will see quite
a difference. In Qubeec they give the name,
occupation, residence, whether the party is
proprietor or owner, and the cadastral num-
ber, and the parish ln which it is situated.
In Quebec there are fifteen words to eacb
name, compared with Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, where there are only three words
per name, counting the number. In Nova
Scotia they receive 50 cents per hundred.
I think it might be better to insert :

On payment of a fee not exceeding ln any
case ten cents for a printed list and one cent for
flve or six or seven or elght words.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Oh, no. Two names a
cent.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They have a tarift in
each province. That is not disturbed. The
Crown pays the tarifr which exists ln the
particular province.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In British Columbia
they pay 25 cents per folio of 100 words,
and ln Quebec we bave a certificate that
contains over 100 words. In the other pro-
vinces those lsts are not certified. I think
we should adopt a tariff of so much per
100 words.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Did
the hon. minister consider this question ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, in the preparation.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We pay the tarIff, what-
ever It Is, in Nova Scotia, and in Quebec we
pay the tariff.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is all right. I thought the tariff was fixed
here

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No. This Is only where
there Is not a fixed tariff.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG, from the committee,
reported that they ha& gmade some progress
with the Bill, and asked leave to sit again.

THIRD READINGS.
Bill (171) ' An Act respecting the Ceutral

Vermont Railway Company, Foreign. ..
(Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell.)

Bill (190) ' An Act respecting the Preserva-
tion of Game ln the Yukon Territory.'-
(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENTS POST-
PONED.

The Order of the Day being called:
Further consideration of the message from the

House of Commona disagreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senate to the amendments made bY
the House of Commons to (Bill K) ' An Act fur-
ther to amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'-(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. minister might let that stand. I want
ta make further inquiry as to the practice
In the case to which he called my attention
the other day. The hon. minister said that
the course that had been taken was not
strictly ln accordance with parliamentary
practice, and I have not had time to look
into the question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In order to proceed
regularly, we will have to move that the
House rescind the motion and move again.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I pro-
pose to do that. I propose to move for the
rescinding of the motion, which was car-
ried the other day, and to declare that we
do not insist upon our amendment, but that
we suggest such-and-such an amendment.
I want to look into the authorities.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I was going to ask my
hon. friend, seeing that bis motion of pro-
posed amendment approached very nearly
the provision of the Bill as It now stands,

1087



1088 [SENAT El
that lie should not insist on it, because my
hon. friend will see that it would be
scarcely fair to the House of Gommons or
to myself, to insist upon amending a Bill
by the substitution of another clause which
meant very nearly the same thing, unless
the bon. gentleman could point out very
clearly that there were objections to the
form of expression to which his suggestion
was directed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If I
thought for a moment that it would be an
act of unfairness to the bon. gentleman I
would accept his suggestion at once, but I
do not know that I am to consider whether
it is ln accordance with the feelings or
wishes of the House of Commons. We have
been five months and a half in session here,
and the most important Bills have been kept
to the last week, and I am not of the opin-
ion, nor do I think there is any argument
that would convince me, that we should pay
any undue deference to the House of Com-
mons on a matter upon which we have very
strong opinions. My reason for moving this
amendment is that I have no desire to ln-
'terfere with any rights which existing cor-
porations hold, but I have a distinct objec-
tion to extending it to any one else.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the Order
of the Day be discharged and placed on the
Orders of the Day for to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

TRADES DISPUTES CONCILIATION
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (No. 187) 'An
Act to aid ln the prevention and settlement
of trade disputes, and to provide for the
publication of statistical industrial informa-
tion.'

(In the Committee.)

On clause 7,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Mr. Mulock, who has
given a great deal of time and attention to
this Bill, considers clause 7 very essential.
It is only a clause enabling an ofIcer to
make inquiry into the facts. They recog-
nize inquiries of that lkijd upder clapter
114 of the Revise4 Statutes, and, where a

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

quarrel exists, it may be as to the rate of
wages paid elsewbere, each party may be
satisfied when the faets are ascertained, and
there is no reason why this clause should
not pass.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This Bill is based on
an English Act, I understand. I have not
the English Act in my possession, and I
was only anxious to find out If there was aay
provision in the English law similar to this
clause. The explanation of the Secretary of
State is exceedingly lucid, I must say.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is simply to ascer-
tain the facts. The men may say sucb and
such wages are paid at such and such a
place, and Information obtained on oath
inight satisfy the men.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It means that the com-
missioner is to send and get evidence under
oath on the subject. I dare say a telegram
would get the information just the same.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 10,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The proposed gazette
is to be a record of the different trades in
the country, the wages paid at different
points, &c., simply matters of information.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is that to be pub-
lished by the government?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, and sold at a
nominal price.

Hon. Mu. LANDRY-Is that to be in Eng-
lii and in French?

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-I suppose so.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It struck me, on
reading this clause casually, that it would
involve a very considerable expenditure.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My ion. friend
says 'No,' and I think he informed the
committee that a:bout $10,000 was being put
in the estimates this year in order to meet
the expenditure which might arise in the
establishment of this gazette. I am quite
aware that the English Board of Trade,
which, we know, is a department of the Bri-
tish government, Issue a monthly bulletin,
and I can very well understand that it in a
very estimable thing to do ; but it would
be perte9tly; uses, inJes4 there la a cou.
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siderable amount of expenditure behind it
in order to do dt well. To collect these sta-
tistics and compile them ln a thoroughly re-
liable manner, and distribute them will all
mean money. In that connection, I may
mention what I did before, when we were
in committee on this Bill, that I have been
calling the attention of this House to the
necessity and importance of collecting and
distributing agricultural statisties. Agricul-
ture is the leading industry In this country,
and we stand alone among the agricultural
countries In not procuring and distributing
agricultural Information. I am well aware
that the present Minister of Agriculture, like
all bis predecessors, bas very strong views
on that question. I know my hon. friend
from London (Sir John Carling), when Min-
ister of Agriculture, put bis views on record
when he called attention to the great neces-
ity for collecting statisties relating to agri-
culture and distributing them. Though
more interested in agriculture than in other
industries, I would not raise the slightest
opposition to getting information for the
Industrial population of the country; and, lu
making these observations, I am not finding
any fault with this measure, only I hope
that the government will place a larger sum'
than $10,000 ln the estimates in order that,
when they undertake to do It, they will do it
well ; and I have no doubt it will be found
to be of great benefit and advantage to the
industrial population of Canada.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I do not know whether
the hon. gentleman is confining bis observa-
tions to the Agricultural Department here,
because, in Ontario bulletins are sent out
every month containing not only informa-
tion as to the crops, but as to labourers'
wages and other Information which is ex-
ceedingly useful. Ontario, at all events, Is
not wholly behind ln that matter.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I know my hon.
friend is right. Ontario bas been doing a
good deal of useful work in that way, but
Ontario, though a very large and important
part of the Dominion, Is not the whole Do-
minion. We have a very large country, and
there are absolutely no agricultural statistiics
collected and distributed ln the provinces of
Quebec, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince
Edward Island, British Columbia and the
territories. Something bas been done la

69

the province of Manitoba, but not very much,
and It would not be necessary to duplicate
the work that is being done in Ontarlo.
Wherever a provincial government is doing
work. It would be easy for the federal gov-
ernment to utilize the result and co-operate
with them. Any province might turn in and
assist ln collecting statisties, but the effect
of making it a Dominion work would be
this : When foreigners, or people wbo be-
long to other parts of the empire, want to
get agricultural Information regarding Can-
ada apply to the Department of Agriculture
In Ottawa. It will be found In the report
of the department year after year, there
is a standing paragraph that a vast amount
of inquiry is coming to the department,
for agricultural statistics, wbich tbey are
not able to supply. It is very desirable that
it should be done. The present Minister of
Agriculture mentioned a year ago that he
had in view some plan by which co-opera-
tion mght be obtained with the provinces In
this matter of getting agricultural statistics
and distributing them. I only hope that it
will come forward and that it will not be
too long until this whole matter wil be con-
summated. I mention this, not with a view
to opposing the Bill before us, but to ex-
press the hope t1hat the government may
not be content to confine themselves to
collecting and publishing this information
for the benefit of the industrial population
of the country, but will also give us what
is so much required, agricultural statistics.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not object to
collecting statistical information, and the
publication of it, but I submit to the hon.
Secretary of State w1hether it would not be
desirable to modify the language of the
clause. It is liable to lead to misapprehen-
sion. It says the minister sball establish
and have charge of the department of
labour. When you use such language in
an Act ln this country, Immediately there
rises before one visions of a department
with a deputy head and staff of clerks. It
seems to me that some more fortunate ex-
pression might have been used than 'a de-
partment.' I do not suppose the govern-
ment Intend to add a fourteenth department
to those which already exist. I do not think
it is necessary. We have too many depart-
ments already, but as regards the collection
and publication of this information, it is
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a desirable thing, and might be put under
some existing minister.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-So It will.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The point Is this : I
object to the expression 'a department of
labour.' Cannot the minister compass his
end wlthout using that language ? We might
as well undertake that there shall be a de-
partment of dry goods, or something of that
sort. The better way Is to provide for the
work. but do not call It a department.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tbe
hon. gentleman will see by the second clause
that the word 'minister' is defined. The
Governor in Council can allot the work of
carrying out this branch to any of the min-
Isters. There is the same provision in the
Chinese Act. However, there is a good deal
of force in what the hon. gentleman from
Halifax says. My own Impression is that
ail the provisions of this Act should be
carried out without the appointment of an
editor which makes an additional expense,
for If you appoint an additional official you
would have to pay a good deal of money
-by placing It ail under the charge of the
government statisticlan of the AgrIcultural
Department this expense could be saved.
There is where, it seems to me, the
work ought to be done. He has a
staff of officers now for preparing cer-
tain statistics. It will require, no doubt, the
addition of a practical man who Is in the
habit of consulting all the journals placed
in bis hands for the purpose of obtaining In-
formation from all parts of the world. What
is more particularly required Is statistics
affecting our own country, but It is equally
Important that, while you obtain statIstlcs
showing the output of every industry ln
the country, that you should also ascertain
the requirements of other countries, In order
to enable the manufacturer to select a
country to whlch he could send the surplus
produets of his factory. The work could be
carrled out just as well by placing it under
Mr. Geo. Johnson, and wlth much less cost
than It will to employ an extra staff, just
exactly as the Chinese Act was carried out
without any cost to the country, by placing
It under the management of the Minister ot
Customs. However, there is the provision,
and I have no doubt Mr. Mulock, the Post-
master General will have it placed under

Hon. Mr. POWER.

hls charge, if so, he will require a special staff
to take care of it. If it is placed under
the charge of the Minister of Agriculture,
he has a staff ready.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the Intention of the
minister is to have that publication ln the
two languages, It should be so stated ln the
Bill ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is not
that In the constitution ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-All officIal documents
are publIshed in the two languages.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Confederation Act provides for that.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. YEO, from the committee re-
ported the Bill without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

POST OFFICE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (191) ' An Act to amend the Post
Office Act.' He said : This Bill consista of
one short clause and proposes to reduce the
present tariff on the carriage of newspapers
from one-fourth of a cent to one-elghth of
a cent. That ds the only change.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh,
no. However, we wlU not trouble the hon.
Secretary of State with It now. We will
have the debate in committee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That la the important
element In it.

• Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I may
say If the hon. gentleman will confine the
Bill to his explanation there will be no op-
position to It.

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

MILITIA ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-

ing of Bill (155) 'An Act to amend the Mill-
tia Act.' He said : I suppose hon. gentle-
men have the Bill before them.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-No.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-It provddes for amend-
lng sections 41, 45, and 47 of the Mflitia
Act. It substitutes for section 41 the fol-
lowing :

41. In and for each of the twelve military dis-
tricts hereinbefore mentioned there shall be ap-
pointed an officer, who shall have rank not below
that of lieutenant-colonel, and who shall com-
mand the militia in his district, and he shall
be paid at the rate of twelve'hundred dollars
per annum.

2. There shall also be appointed in each of the
military districts aforesaid such staff officers and
such other officers as are necessary, and the
salaries of such staff officers shall be fixed by
the Governor in Council.

3. If any two or more districts are amalga-
mated for administrative purposes, one such offi-
cer only shall be appointed to command the
militia in the districts so amalgamated.

4. Her Majesty may adopt such designation
or name of office as Her Majesty thinks proper
for the officer who commando the militia in any
district, and may, from time to time, change
such designation or name of office.
In substitution for section 45 the Bill pro-
vides the following :

45. Officers holding commissions in the militia
may be placed on the retired list with honorary
rank not exceeding that of colonel, or without
honorary rank, and officers now on the retired
list holding commissions as lieutenant-colonel
may be promoted to the rank of colonel, under
regulations approved by the Governor in Coun-
cil.

2. Officers from'the retired list may be re-ap-
pointed to the active list or auch other list as
is from time to time authorized ; but no offlicer
so re-appointed shall be compelled to serve in a
lower rank than that with which he retired.
Section 47 du aimended and the folliowdnlg
section substituted therefor :

47. In time of peace no person except the offi-
cer commanding the militia shall hold higher
rank in the militia than that of colonel ; but
Her Majesty may, whenever the militia is called
out for active service in the field, appoint therein
other officers of rank superior to that of colonel,
but not higher in any case than that of major
general.

These are the provisions of the three sub-
stituted sections whdch this Bil1 ls Intended
to provfde.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWBLL--It is
materially changed from the BIII as first in-
troduced, but we will discuss it in com-
mittee.

The motion was agreed to, and the BIl
was read the second time.

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS
BILL.

RETURNED FROM THE HOUSE OF
OOMMONS.

A message was recelved from the House
of Commons with Bll (189), 'An ACt to
amend the Act respecting the judges of
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Provdncial Courts,' and to acquaint the Sen-
ate that the Commons cannot agree with
the amendments made by the Senate for
the following reasons :

1. Because by section 92 of the British North
America Act, it is provided that in each province,
the legislature will have exclusive power to
make laws concerning 'the administration of jus-
tice in the province, including the constitution,
maintenance and organization of provincial
courts, both of civil and criminal jurisdiction
and including procedure in civil matters in those
courts ' ;

2. Because by section 96 of the same Act, it il
provided that the Governor General shall appoint
the judges of all courts organized by provincial
legislatures (except those of the courts of Pro-
bate in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick) ;

3. Because by an Act of the legislature of the
province of Quebec, passed in 1899, viz., 62 Vic.,
ch. 29, it was provided that the constitution of
the Superior Court of the province of Quebec
should be amended, and that the said court
should be composed of thirty-four Judges, the
object being to give three additional judges to
the district of Montreal ;

4. Because the object of the first section of the
present Bill, which was rejected by the Senate,
Is to comply with the duty imposed upon the
federal government and parliament by the afore-
said section 96 of the British North America Act,
in se far as the above action of the legislature
of Quebec is concerned ;

5. Because the act of the Senate in rejecting
the said section of this Bil is an infringement of
the principle of provincial autonomy secured in
the British North America Act.

Ordered, that the Clerk of the House do carry
the said message to the Senate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the message
from the House of Commons be taken into
consideration to-morrow at the first eitting.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, I
think it is necessary that we should have
a little longer time to consider the objec-
tions that have been made to the amend-
ment. and I should like to read the debates
whdih have taken place to acquaint my-
selif with the reasons advanced to Justify
the course taken by the Commons, and as
It is not a matter of paramount imuport-
ance to consider that to-'morrow, it *mdght
be taken up on Monday.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know What
will be coming up to-morrow. We will
take up the other business first, and if it is
necessary to postpone it to Monday It wil

be done. We are not going to press it
against my hon. frdend's wish4s.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-With
that understanddag I wdll not oppose the

hon. gentleman's motdon.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I should
like to inquire of the government if it le
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the intention to prorogue on Saturday or on
Monday.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot Inform my hou.
friend as to that, because if the hon. leader
of the opposition wants till Monday to con-
sider this Bdl, of course we cannot adjourn
until we get through wdth the business which
bas been brought before us, and the Supply
Bil-I do not know whether -we will get
that to-amorrow or not. I have no idea of
the state of progress in public business in
the House of Commons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
are not through yet.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I propose that we shall
meet to-morrow at 11 a.m.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It is impossible
to prorogue to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Or on
Monday.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-In that case we do
not want two sittings to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh,
yes. We want to get througb the business.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It is agreed that this
Bill will not come up to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not agreed.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If not I will object
to the motion to sit tomorrow morning.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman eau
not object.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Where is the 24
hours' notice ? I can object. I want it to
be understood this imatter wlll not come
up to-morrow. We are willing to do ail the
other business, but that matter is too im-
portant to bring up to-morrow when we have
not bad time to study It.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. minister, in reply te imy request to
fix the Bill for Monday, sadd that if we
were not prepared to go on wdth it to-mor-
row, at our request he would postpone It
till Monday.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Any hon.
senator stating he Is not prepared can have
it postponed till Monday.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
If the hon. gentleman le not prepared I wIll
make the request.

The motion was agreed to.
Hon. Mr. DeBOUOHERVILLE.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before the House
adjourns, I wish to call the attention of
the minieters to some two returns that I
moved for some time ago, one of them hav-
ing reference to the Paris Exposition, and
the expenses connected with It, and the
other to orcharding experiments In Prince
Edward Island.' They were both moved for
in June. I wish to call attention to them
in order that they may be brought down.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman wlll get them next session.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-No, these are
small matters, and there should be no
trouble in getting them before prorogation.
Will the hon. minister see that they are
brought down ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have a return here
of a statement showlng dn detail the work
undertaken and the expenditure incurred
and the results obtained In the experimental
operations carried on in the last year in
regard to orcharding in Prdnce Edward
Island.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-T-hat is one of
them. and the other Is In regard to the ex-
penditure incurred in reference te the Paris
Exposition.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I wdll inquire from
Mr. Fisher.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Lf the hon. minister
would look in his desk, perhaps he would
find a couple of answers to my inquirles,
which are missing.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Saturday, July 14, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Eleven
o'clock a.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ELECTION LAW AMENDMENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.
The House resolved itself Into a Commit-

tee of the Whole on Bill (133) 'An Act te
consolidate and amend the law relating te
members of the House of Commons.'
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(lu the Committee.)

On clause 68,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move that clause 68
be adopted.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I gave notice that
I would propose an amendment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-With regard to that
anendment, I have to say that I could only
consent to It going in the Bill upon condi-
tion that the words 'entitled to vote and is'
are put at the end of the second line. The
motion reads at present :

In Prince Edward Island, if the deputy return-
ing officer refuses a ballot and the right to vote
to any person who is entitled to vote and is
willing to take the oath prescribed by thia Act
and the provincial law, and has otherwise com-
plied with the requirements of the law, or gives
a ballot and allows to vote any person who re-
fuses to take such oaths, or otherwise comply
with the requirements of the law, he shall, for
such offence, be liable to any person who may
sue for the same to a penalty of $200.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have no objec-
tion.

The motion was adopted as amended.

On clause 69,

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This clause la satisfac-
tory as it stands, as far as I am concerned,
but with a view of getting an expression
of opinion here, which seemed to be the
opinion of the majority, I propose to sub-
stitute a section for the one that is In the
Bill. There is very little change. The pro-
posed clause reads as follows :

69. Notwithstanding anything contained In any
Act of parliament or In any Act of a provincial
legislature, no person otherwise qualified to vote
at an election of a member to serve in the
House of Commons shall be incompetent to vote
at such election by reason only of bis having
been absent from the electoral district in which
such election la held, and in which he would
otherwise be entitled to vote by reason of his
serving with or being attached to any corps
despatched from Canada for military service, or
performing military service in Canada, whether
as an officer, non-commissioned officer or private,
or in any other capacity, or while serving Her
Majesty in any military capacity or acting as a
war correspondent in connection with any war
In which the Canadian contingent la serving.

2. From which oath any such person tender-
Ing bis vote at such an election may be re-
quired to take, there shall, in the case of any
person within the meaning of subsection 1 et this
section, be omitted any statements as te real-
dence which such person cannot, by reason of
suck absence as aforesaid, truthfully make,
there may be added to any such oath the follow-
ing paragraph:

That you served with or were attached to the
corps known as as an officer, non-

commissioned officer or private, or otherwise, as
the case may be ; or that you served Her Ma-
jesty in connection with war in a mili-
tary capacity as or in connection with

, or as a war correspondent.

Making the oath correspond to the change.

Hon. Mr. MILLS- My hon. friend proposes
to make an amendment to clause 20.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-On further re-
flection, I do not propose to make any
change, though strong representations were
made to me on the subject. There are two
penalties proposed by the provincial law
which it was thought would not be applicable
under this law, but it refers to cases where
the polis would be congested. That does
not occur now, where the electoral district
is divided up into so many small polis. When
they used to poli 500 or 600 votes at a poil,
there was a danger. Now there is none,
and I do not see any necessity for making
the change.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-In the last line of sche-
dule number 3, hon. gentlemen will notice
these words, 'section 9, so far as it applies
to Manitoba.' Section 9 of the Franchise
Act declares :

9. Where under the laws of a province the
votera' lists for any provincial electoral dis-
trict or division or any of them are prepared,
not at regular Intervals, but at such times as
are fixed by the Lieutenant-Governor in Council,
or some other provincial or local authority, or
oily from time to time for the purpose of a gene-
rai or other election in immediate contempla-
tion, the last preceding votera' lista so prepared
shall be used for the purpose of any Dominion
electlon in the territory comprised in such pro-
vincial electoral district or division, or the parts
thereof for use in which they were prepared if
such lits bave been prepared not more than
one year before the date of the writ for such
Dominion election; otherwise, new voters' lists
shall be prepared, and for the purpose of pre-
paring and giving effect to such votera' lists the
Governor in Council may appoint all necessary

jofficers and confer upon them all necessary
powers, and in the preparation and revision and
bringing into force of such new votera' lista
the provisions of the laws of the province re-
gulating the preparation and revision and bring-
ing Into force of the provincial voters' lists in
such cases shall, as far as possible, be observed
and followed.

Now, in Manitoba, as hon. gentlemen are
aware, the lists in the past have only been
prepared just before a general election last
year, when It became necessary to hold au
election there, we appointed officers to
revise the lists. Before we had proceeded far,
the provincial officers prepared a list in
view of the general election, and so ours was
cancelled. There are three cities in Quebec
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In the same position, Montreal, Quebec and
Three Rivers, and therefore section 9 ought
to be repealed in toto, because it only refers
to constituencies where the revision of the
iists does not take place each year. In the
House of Commons they repealed it so far as
Manitoba was concerned. That seemed to
be the only case that was brought to their
notice, whereas it affects these three cities
in the province of Quebec. I propose to
repeal the whole of section 9 of the Fran-
chise Act, so that the last revised lists,
which were prepared lately in those three
cities, may be used. Because, I see by the
Quebec Act, except in the case of Montreal,
Quebec and Three Rivers, a list la prepared
yearly by the secretary treasurer, of each
municipality. The lista for Montreal, Que-
bec and Three Rivera are prepared under
special provisions. Under the Manhood
Suffrage Act in Ontario, the lists can only
be made up after the writ of election bas
issued. Section 9 was drawn up to govern
just such cases as Manitoba, and without
having any other constituencies in view.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If clause 9 is repealed
what wiill regulate the preparation of the
lists in Quebec ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Their last official list,
whatever it is.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That do done by the
ninth section.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This is
a very important suggestion which bas been
made by the Secretary of State, and cer-
tainly requires some consideration. Speak-
ing for myself, I have not had time to look in-
to the effect that the repealdng of this section
would have, I remember distinctly that when
this Franchise Act was passed, there was
a good deal of discussion in the lower House
upon the principle contained in this very
clause. I remember that these difficuities
were suggested then. The hon. Secretary of
State has spoken of the province of Quebec.
As I understand, from the hon. gentleman
from Stadacona, the lists are revised there
every two years.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Except in those three
places I have mentioned, they are revised
every year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
the difficulty would not arise, The conten-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT,

tion on the part of the representatives of the
cities in Ontario was, that ln case of a by-
election the lists might be so old as to dis-
franchise a large section of the residents of
the city, more particularly of the young
men. That would be after the adoption of
Manhood Suffrage, and it was argued that
in case a voters' list was a year old, or even
six months oid, even then it would dis-
franchise a great many, and the concession
was made to the representatives of the city
of Toronto in particular. I remember Mr.
Clark calling attention to it and arguing
the question for some time. He asked to
have a new list in case of a by-election, or
any election, if the list was over six months
old. A compromise was arrived at that the
expense of a new iist should not be incurred
unless the existing voters' lista was a year
old. And that la the reason why I moved
that amendment yesterday, so as to preserve
the rights of the younger men, or of older
men who might move from one part of the
city to the other. Will not the repeal of this
9th clause of the Franchise Act completely
nullify the objects that the representatives
of the city had when they insisted upon
having this clause placed on the statute-
book ? It may or may not. Not having had
time to look at it, I am not prepared to say
whether I am correct or not, but that la the
view that suggested itself to me.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The general principle of
of the Franchise Act Is that we must adopt
the provincial franchise. We are obllged
to do that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
cept as otherwise provided.

BOWELL-Ex-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Any person entitled tor
vote at a provincial election is entitled to
vote at a parliamentary election. Under
the Ontario statute, what is called the man-
hood suffrage vote la a vote made up at the
very last moment after the writ of election
bas issued.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The:
hon. gentleman la speaking of Ontario.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, exclusively. It la
made up, and there la a board named in,
the statutes. They are certain officials. It
applies to the cities and the county towns.
The only place outside the county towns-
whlch la Included Is the town of Niagara.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes, I
understand that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Under the statute that
list Je made up af ter the writ of election bas
issued, and it can only be completed, there-
fore, just a few days before the actual pol-
ling takes place. The officers are named in
the statute ln different places ; the county
officials from what is called the registra-
tion board. They issue a notice and all
young men who are on the list, and who
claim to (be permitted to vote under the
manhood suffrage vote, call and have their
names registered. They must be three
months resident ln the electoral district.
That is the proper qualification. That vote
will have to be taken under the law as I
read it in the province of Ontario in the
next general election, and the authorities
that are charged with the maklng up of
that list will have to be the -authorities that
the federal government muet appoint to pre-
pare that list. As I read section 9, outside
of that altogether if there are any localities
where the lists are not made up annually,
then a new list would have to be di-
vised, as ln the case of Manitoba. In the
(province of Quebec, as I have said, in all
parts of the province except the three cities
I have named, the city of Quebec, the city
of Montreal and Three Rivers, the lists are
made up regularly. They are all now re-
ceived by the Clerk of the Crown ln
Chancery. Unless section 9 is repealed,
the lists for Montreal, Quebec and Three
Rivers, If more than one year old, would
have to be revised by a special commission,
and I do not think that is desirable.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is the very principle of this clause. The
hon. gentleman has not answered my ques-
tion, or perhaps I dld not put it clearly.
Take the city of Toronto at present : there
is a vacancy caused by the unfortunate
death of the member for Centre Toronto,
Mr. Bertram. SupposIng a writ were issued
for an election now, it would be the last
votera' list upon which that election would
be held. As I understand It the voters' list
is over twelve months old-nearly two
years.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no. I have the
list here.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Well,
I will put a suppositlous case. Supposing

it is over a year old, and you repeal this
clause upon what voters' list would you
go to the electors ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The ladt one recelved.
Under the Franchise Act, there is a heavy
penalty on the officers if they fail to send
them. In Ontario the lists, as a rule, are
not really completed till December or Jan-
uary. The list for 1899, only began to come
In ln December. The majority of them
came ln January and February. As hon.
gentlemen know, in Ontario, after the re-
turn of the assessment roll, and the making
up of the list, there is an appeal to the
court of revision.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
the hon. gentleman is not dealing with the
Franchise Act as it affect every consttuency
outside of the cities and towns. I take
the city of Toronto. I think the last revised
list recelved by the Clerk of the Crown ln
Chancery was in December or January,
perhaps a little later. I can find out the
exact date. Before January next there will
be another list.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. ninister la apeaking of the iist complled
from the assessment roll.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
referring to the registration of voters.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Manhood suffrage.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Supposlng we ordered
an election in the city of Toronto, after the
writ was issued we would have to appoint
the same board that are deeignated under
the Ontario Act, to make up a list of the
manhood suffrage vote in the city of To-
ronto.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Even
with this clause ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is all I want to get at.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-You would have to ln-
terpret the Franchise Act ln its moet liberal
sense or you would be disfranchising per-
sons entitled to vote at the Dominion elec-
tion unlese you did so, and I will give an
illustration. Since this Act has been passed,
wherever an election has been held, In a
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town or city affected by ilt, that commission Hon. Mr. MILLS-There may be lists pre-
was issued. pared more than a year before date, but if

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un- they are prepared at regular intervals, they
derstand ail that, but I want to know what do not come under the provisions of this Act,
the effect would be if we repealed this but those that are prepared not at regular
clause which gives the power-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It ie not under that.
It is under the Ontario Statute.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Where
do you get the power to appoint the board ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I understand the mat-,
ter in this way : if we were to repeal this
clause, the manhood suffrage that we would
have would 'be the last one prepared by the
local legislature for that purpose.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Ontario Act gives
us power to prepare a list. It does not pro-
vide a list for us at all. It Is by our own
le.gislation that we make their list ours.
This section reads :

Where under the laws of a province the voters'
lists for any provincial electoral district or divi-
sion, or any of them, are prepared, not at regu-
lar intervals, but at such times as are fixed by
the Lieutenant-Governor in Council, this Act
shall operate.

If they are prepared at regular intervals,
although those Intervals may be more than
a year, I take it that there would be no
power of revision, and for that reason, I
think the lists prepared in the cities of Mont-
real, Three Rivers, and Quebec, although
only bienndal lists, would not be affected by
this provision, because they are prepared at
regular intervail.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.
Hon. Mr. MILLS-But at such times as are

fixed by the Lieutenant Governor in Council.
Where does the Lieutenant Governor in
Council fix periods for revising the list? The
Lieutenant Governor in Council does so in
the province of Ontario so far as it relates
to certain towns and cities, and therefore
this clause applies to those towns and cities.
The clause proceeds :

Or sanie other provincial or local authority,
or only from time to time for the purpose of
a general or other election in immediate con-
templation, the last preceding voters' lists so
prepared shall be used for the purpose of any
Dominion election in the territory comprised in
such provincial list or division, or the parts
thereof, for use in which they were prepared,
t such lista bave been prepared not more than
one year before the date.

Hon Sir. MACKENZIE BOWELL-That is
It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

intervals, but at such times as the Lieuten-
ant Governor in Council thought proper to
order their preparation, then such list, if not
more than a year old, may be used and a new
list must be prepared, and so this was in-
tended to provide for the case in the city
of London. There is a list there three years
old now, so far as the manhood suffrage vote
is concerned.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL. That
Is the registration ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. That list could
not be used because it is more than a year
old and a new list would become necessary,
so far as that manhood suffrage vote was
concerned.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is under clause 9.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. Then the same
power is given to the Governor in Council
to appoint officers to prepare a manhood
suffrage Dominion list in conformity with
the law of Ontario, the men having the same
qualifications that the -Ontario law gives, for
preparing the manhood suffrage list for
Dominion purposes. Supposing you had in
Ontario a government that would refuse to
prepare a list and would say 'our statute
authorizes us to prepare the list for provin-
cial purposes, and when a writ by the lieu-
tenant-governor bas been issued, but we
have nothing to do with your Dominion
election, and having nothing to do with your
Dominion election, we do not propose to pro-
vide for the constitution of the board, or do
any one of those things which our law re-
quires for our own purpose, then this was
Intended to confer upon the Governor in
Council to do in the province of Ontario pre-
cisely the same thing that the Lieutenant-
Governor in Council may do after the issue
of a provincial writ for the holding of a pro-
vincial election, and from that point of view,
I think if we were to repeal this clause it
vould be impossible in the province of On-

tario to prepare a manhood suffrage list in
the towns and cities.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is precisely the view I took of It.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think if we take that
out, that will be the result.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
very much afraid that if we repeal that law,
after the explanation given by the hon. Min-
ister of Justice, which accorded with my
own view, as a layman, that we may
compel a by-election to be held ln
the city of Toronto, at any time on a list
which may be one, or two or three years
old. Supposing Mr. Beatty were to vacate
the seat in London by death or in any other
way, and the government should Issue a
writ, with this clause repealed you would
be obliged to go to the vote in the city of
London on a voters' list three years old, and
I want to point out that if the hon. gentle-
man wants this BiH passed, I am afrald he
will find there will be a good deal of dis-
cussion and objection to taking away from
the Dominion government the power which
they now hold under this clause, for the
reason which I have given. There is another
law which has been pas-sed since that ln
the Ontario consolidated statutes from which
the Secretary of State has read, which
gives the power to the Premier of Ontario
and the leader of the opposition, if they
jolntly desire it, to have a new registration
ln the case of an election or by-election tak-
Ing place for the local legislature.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But that Is for provin-
cial purposes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
that is what I am pointing out, and if that
new registration of voters took place a
month before the by-election for the Domin-
ion, you would have to use that list.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If this clause is repealed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Whe-
ther it Is repealed or not, because that
would be the last revised ist of voters for the
city, and you would take that without going
to the expense of empowering the board,
which Is constituted under the local law,
for having another registration. There
would be no necessity for It. The hon. Min-
Ister of Justice has taken precisely the same
vlew that I have taken. It is not necessary
to argue how the voters' lists are constituted
in the rural districts of the country. That
has been in force for a number of years. 1
am not going to oppose the repeal of this

section if the government think it is neces-
sary, but the hon. minister will find some
difficulty in getting It through the Commons
at this stage, particularly with the view
which the Toronto members hold.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have not in the slight-
est degree considered the possibilty of any
government Ignoring the manhood suffrage
vote, because I believe the law giving the
voter the right to vote in so general and so
large. It reads :

The qualifications necessary to entitle any
person to vote thereat shall be those established
by the laws of that province to entitle such
person to vote in the same manner as at a pro-
vincial election.

I have laways construed that to mean that
under that the government were bound, ln
holding an election dn any locaidty where
the manhood suffrage came in, to adopt the
machinery of the provincial authorities. It
was not necessary to get the consent of the
provincial authorities. That board is an
existing board. It is made up of the county
judge, the county registrar and certain offi-
cials. I am not going to press the point.
If the opinion of the House is that it Is so
clear, I do not desire to press my own vlew,
only I considered that the ruling principle
in section 9 was that no list should be more
than one year old. Where you say that it
does not apply when the lists are made up
at regular periods, the lists may be only
made up every three or four years, and it
would be a monstrous proposition to say
that a list four years old should be used.
Under my proposition the lists could not be
more than a year old-absolutely impossible,
and the manhood suffrage vote must, under
any circumstances, be made after the writs
have been issued. However, I am not going
to press my view.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. Minister of Justice bas just told us
that in the city in which he lives the list
is three years old. The hon. gentleman has
got beside the question. No one accused the
government of desirIng to Interfere with
the manhood suffrage. All we wanted to
know was what effect this would have on
the election in cities and towns, If this were
repealed. The hon. gentleman has given an
explanation with which I am fully in ac-
cord. If the hon. minister takes the re-
sponsibility of throwing dIfficulties ln the
way, I have no objection.
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Hon. Mr. BERNIER-What Is the clause

for repealing section 9, so far as it applies
to Manitoba ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In Manitoba they are
making up a list now, I understand. They
had a list made up, as the hon. gentleman
knows, at a late period iast year, and under
the law passed at the recent meeting of
the legislature, they proposed making up
their lists annually. At least, I am so
advised.

Hon. Mr. BURPEE-I have an amend-
ment, or an addition, with reference to the
electoral districts of New Brunswick. In
that province we have not the one-man-
one-vote provision. I wlsh we had. ,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
glad that they have not.

Hon. Mr. BURPEE-But we have a great
many non-residents not residing In the pol-
ling districts In which their property la
situated. Most of them reside In the cities,
In St. John and In other parts of the pro-
vince, and the law as it stands here will
compel them to go to their distant polling
places In order to cast their vote on elec-
tion day. In New Brunswick It was found
so necessary that they made a provision
that the non-resident voter may, by signify-
ing his wlsh, have his name transferred
from the district in which his property la
situated to some district which would be
on a railway station, or some district where
it would be convenient for him to vote. la
constituencies which I know of, there are
about 500 non-resident votes, and a large
proportion, about one-half of those, Is gen-
erally got to the poli. It la agood deal of
trouble and causes delay to the voters
theniselves to get to the polling district.
The local Elouse of Assembly passed a pro-
vision which I propose moving to insert in
this Bill. It reads as follows :

That ln such cases a written request signed by
the elector shall be delivered to the returning
officer stating the polling district in which the
elector's name la registered, and the district to
wbich he wishes his name transferred, and the
signature of the elector shall be verified on oath
.by some person, a witness of the same, and
the ratification thereof, with a written trequest,
shall be filed by the returning officer, and be
open to the inspection of any elector upon re-
quest.

is that many of these non-residents own
property and it is generally situated ln dis-
tant districts, and It would entail a good
deal of trouble to get to those districts to
vote. In the county of Sunbury there are
eight polling places and only three polling
places supplied by railway accommodation,
and the usual pra7ctice ln New Brunswick la
to transfer those names to some polling dis-
trict on a railway line, to which place they
can go and return again quickly. It may
take days to get to the polling district, and
it will only take a few hours to go to the
place where they would likely be trans-
ferred.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Subsection f, of section
5, of the Franchise Act reads as follows :

(f) The provisions of the law of the province
as to places where non-resident electors shall
vote shall apply ' mutatis mutandis ' to such
Dominion election, and the returning officer at
such election shall have the powers and be
charged with the duties of the sheriff or return-
ing officer under those provisions; but nothing
herein shall enable any person to vote by ache-
dule or otherwise than by appearing personally.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is acted on in the
province of British Columbia, I know, be-
cause there they vote ln the way the hon-
gentleman proposes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is completely covered.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Do 1
understand that the provincial law of New
Brunswick enables a rural voter to vote at
the nearest polling place, but it must be
within the constituency ?

Hon. Mr. BURPEE-Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I know under that
clause they vote at the poli that Is most
convenient.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In
that province it là evident they recognize a
property qualification, which we do not in
Ontario. I wish it were so all over.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It may be that some
verbal changes will be required in the sche-
dules to make them conform to the Bill. If
so, I suppose there will be no objection to
amending the schedules ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They

I wish to have this inserted ln the Bill so
that it would prevent a great deal of trouble Hon. Mr. YOUNG, trom the committee,
and expense In the non-residents getting to reported the Bill with amendments, which
their respective polling booths. The fact were concurred In.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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THE POST OFFICE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed, in Committee of the
Whole, consideration of Bill (191) ' An Act
to amend the Post Office Act.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This Bill consists of one
clause which is as follows:

1. The section substituted, by section 3 of
chapter 20 of the statutes of 1898, for section
26 of the Post Office Act is amended by insert-
ing after the word ' weight ' in the twenty-
second line, the following words: 'for transmis-
sion beyond the province or territory wherein
they are published, and at the rate of one-eighth
of 1 cent for each pound weight or any fraction
of a pound weight, for transmission within such
province or territory.'

I have section 26 ýreferred to here. It la as
follows :

On and after the lst day of January, 1899,
newspapers and periodicals published in Can-
ada, mailed by the publisher in the post office
at the place where they are published and ad-
dressed to regular subscribers or news-dealers
in Canada, resident elsewhere than in the place
of publication, shall be transmitted by mail to
their respective addresses as follows: If they
are required to be transmitted by mail a distance
within twenty miles from the place of publica-
tion, or within' a circular area of a diameter
not exceeding forty miles, and if their publica-
tion is of no greater frequency than once a
week, they shall be no transmitted free of post-
age within one or other of such areas, to be
selected by the publisher in accordance with
regulations in that behalf to be established by
the Postmaster General.

That is what is called the free zone which
affects weekly newspapers. The remainder
of the section has to be particularly noted :

If they are required to be transmitted a greater
distance, or if their publication la of greater fre-
quency than once a week, then in either of such
cases postage thereon shall be paid on and after
the said lst day of January and until and in-
clusive the 30th day of June next following, ,at
the rate of one-quarter of 1 cent and thereafter
at the rate of one-half of 1 cent, for each pound
weight or any fraction of a pound weight, which
shall be prepaid by postage stamps or other-
wise.

It is proposed te reduce the rate there to
one-eighth of a cent for transmission beyond
the province or territory wberein they
are published. The general reduction is
half of what It was before. It is alleged
that some newspapers are placed at a disad-
vantage-those that have a circulation out-
aide of the province. It is quite impossible
te frame a clau'se that would meet ail cases.
because the character of the circulation la

not at ail alike and, therefore, it is thought
by reducing the charge one-half of what it
had been, that that would be the most rea-
sonable concession that could be made.
Hon. gentlemen are aware that many of the
newspapers-those with a large circulation-
cost the Post Office Department a very con-
siderable sum to transmit them. The rate
charged does not pay the cost. There are
oc2.7ssfoiis wben, I am told, It takes two
cars te "carry the Issue of a single news-
paper-the Saturday issue. That la carrled at
a large expense to the country. Of course
the rate fixed here does not at all cover the
cost, but it is something on account. Where
the circulation of a newspaper has swollen
to fifty or 75,000 copies, It costs a very con-
siderable sum te carry it through the mails.
There la no reason why newspapers should
go free and lettera be charged. Newspapers
embrace a very much larger volume than
letters, and the proposai seems reasonable,
although it may not affect ail equally.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-It is difficult to meet
ail cases, but in this case if the government
were te remove the distinction between one
province and another, I thInk it would meet
ail objections.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
have had during the present parliament
nost extraordinary propositions in legisla-
tion. The principle of our confederation is
the closest possible intercourse between the
provinces, and also between sister colonies.
To-day every party Is advocating what is
called the United Empire. The very prin-
ciple of the confederation la to bring together
ail the provinces, and that the intercourse
between those provinces should be as un-
restricted as possible in every particular.
Yet we have here this extraordinary proposi-
tion laid before parliament that a tax shall
be imposed on a newspaper if it passes
from one province to another. The Secretary
of State just told us that It was unfair te
the revenue te carry a large quantity of
newspapers through the country, as It costs.
them se much more than to carry letters.
You can send a letter from Ottawa to Van-
couver for two cents, or you can send a
letter from Vancouver to Hull for two cents,
but under the proposed law a publisher In
Ottawa, If they want to send a newspaper
fro'm Ottaiwa te Rat Portage and beyond
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that until they strike the boundary line of

Manitoba they send It under this Act for an
eighth of one cent per pound. But if he has
a pound of newspaper matter that he wants
to send across the Ottawa to HuIl, a dis-
tance of less than two -miles, the charge
would be five milis, and the Postmaster
General tells us that this às based up-
on an equitable principle of paying for
the distances you carry the commodity.
I do not wish to be ddsrespectful, but a
more violent attack upon the very principles
of confederation could not by any possibIlIty
be suggested to parliament. What reason
is there in this ? Why should we be asked
to perpetrate an Act of this kind unless It is
to gratify some-what shall I call it ? spite-
No, I will not say that-but to gratify a mor-
bid sense of what they consider duty to
the country, and to injure the pub-
lshers of certain newspapers. I am glad to
see that even the most servile of the minis-
terial press, are entering their protest
against a proposition of this kind. They en-
ter the protest because it is unfair in prin-
ciple; it is In opposition, I repeat, to ail the
theories and opinions we have ever had.
These gentlemen are going back to the mid-
die ages on the question of postage. I can
remeniber when a young man, when I sent
a letter from Belleville to Kingston It cost
4J pence, to Cornwall 9 pence, and to Eng-
land 1s. 41d. Now, you can send ail over
the world from Canada a letter for two cents,
but the unfortunate newspaper Is to be res-
tricted for cheap postage, to the
province in which It is published. Why
not carry the principle further ? Why
not restrict it to the city or town in which
it is published ? The principle Is precisely
the same. If you post a newspaper in the
province of Ontario to be delivered In the
city of Montreal, or the city of Ottawa, the
man goes and gets it, or the letter carrier
delivers it to hlm. Why not put a smaller
tax upon that thn you would If you sent
It from Montreal to Vancouver ? For the
life of me I cannot understand it unless
there Is something behind it that we do
not know. I find that the Montreal Herald
-and no one wlll accuse that paper of ever
publishing anytbing against the govern-
ment-deals with this in the following
fashion :

Mr. Mulock proposes an amendment to the
law relating to the payment of postage on news-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

papers which will have the effect of reducing
the burden borne by provincial papers, but will
leave the existing rate to be pald by publishers
of papers circulating outside the province in
which they are printed. The change implies
discrimination, in addition to that which pre-
vails under the law as it stands, and which has
been an objectionable feature of that law.

That is precisely the principle which ap-
pears to actuate these gentlemen, and the
doctrine on which they are legislating dur-
ing the last four or five years. I can call
attention to several cases : The Stewart
case, a case where they attemped to take
away the rights of the owner of property
by ex post facto legislation-a number of
such cases which parliament rejected, as I
hope they will reject this Bill on the prin-
ciple I have laid down. The Herald article
continues :

At present, newspapers are entitled to free car-
riage through the mails within a zone Imme-
diately surrounding the place of publication, be-
yond that zone postage at the rate of hait a cent
a pound having to be pald. Obviously, this is
discrimination in favour of one particular clas
of publications-the local weeklies. Now it is
proposed to establish another favoured class,
embracing the publications that are purely pro-
vincial in their circulation. These are to be
carried at one-eighth of a cent a pound, while
the half cent rate continues to be applied on
all papers passing beyond the provincial bound-
ary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It has been reduced to
one-eighth cent.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
reading from the Herald. Whether the rate
is one-eigth or one-half a cent, the principle
is the same. The Herald continues:

Equality of -taxation, equality of charge for
equality of service, Is a fundamental principle of
government which appears to be ignored in the
proposition now before the House. It does not
cost the Post Office Department more to carry
papers from one province Into another than from
one part of a province to another, although, as
the department pays the railways according to
space occupied per train mile, those publishers
whose circulation is the most widely distributed
will impose a heavier burden on the department
for each pound of mail carried than will the
publishers with a more concentrated circulation.
But this increased cost bears no relation to
provincial boundaries. An Ottawa paper with a
large circulation in western Ontario would put
the department to heavier expense than a Mont-
real paper circulating In eastern Ontario. Mr.
Mulock Is, no doubt, seeking to make publishers
pay according to the service they receive, and
he perhaps feels that the provincial zone system
will provide a fair, if somewhat rough, measure
of justice. A fairer and more equitable sys-
tem, and one free from complications of any
kind, is that adopted in deallng with the car-
riage of letters-an absolutely èqual charge for
equality of weight, no matter what the distance.
What is now proposed is that the publishers
who have enterprise enough to push the circu-
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lation tif th~ir iniîrnaI~ h~vnnd thi~ ennfine~< of That le not hnd 1an~ua~e for on~ Tih~ra1

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Free Press gives utterance to these senti-
ments in yesterday's issue:

The Montreal ' Witness ' etrongly deprecates
the provincial boundary system in connection
aith newspaper postage. The Montreal 'Wit-
ness ' probably voices the opinion of the majority
of publishers, and probably readers also.

Now, I could easily understand why the
Witness should take such strong grounds
againet this measure. The Witness circulates
largely ln the province of Ontario, and be-
cause it has a circulation outside of its own
province, It is to be taxed double the amount
that it would have to pay if circulated In
its own province. There are other news-
papers in precisely the same category. Now,
the Montreal Witness, is declared to be a
very independent paper, but its independ-
ence consists ln always supporting the gov-
ernment, though It may occasionally de-
nounce candidates In the city of Montreal.
When it come to any issue, It falls Into
Une, and votes according to the instructions
of its own party or its own inclinations.
The Witne8s deals with the question as fol-
lows :

The Postmaster General's new Bill reducing
to almost nothing the postage on newspapers
within the province of publication, far fron
nrending the deliberate injustice of his former
rneasuire, of placing a distinctive tax upon city
publications, while giving preferential privileges
to country newapapers, is a serious aggravation
of that tyrannical injustice.

That is a fair exposition of the Bill which
is now before us, and the pollcy of the Post-
master General, with the sanction, of course,
of his colleagues unless we are to have an-
other dnroad upon the principles of respon-
sible government. We have been told ln
the past that each minister Is to suggest
such changes in the laws, and to govern
his department upon his own responsibility,
irrespective of the responsibility devolving
upon the whole cabinet, and It is just pos-
sible the Postmaster General may have
introduced this Bill 'off his own bat,' as
the saying is, without the knowledge or
consent of his colleagues, and one would
suppose so on looking at the debates which
have taken place on this Bill in the House
of Commons. We find even the Premier
objecting to the principle of the Bill. Whe-
ther he is the master or the servant of the
Postmaster General, the country must de-
cide. He says, in discussing this matter,
that newspapers are as much entitled to
pay postage as letters.

Although, I have been 'n the newspaper
business all my life, when acting as a min-
ister of the Crown, I have always advocated
that. Although, I was a member of the
government that took the postage off news-
papers, still I had always grave doubts as
to the correctness of that policy, and being
interested In a newspaper now, I would
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one province, or who are located in a city near to app
a boundary line, must bear a heavier proportion
of the expenses of the Post Office Department could fot help placing It on record. The
than their less enterprising or more fortunately article continues
situated brethren.

The zone system, either ln the limited degree Why Mr. Mulock, of ail people, desires to de-
ln which it is now applied, or in the wider ex- velop provinciallsm ln tbe newspapers o! Caa-
emplification of It to which we are to be treated, ada, and keep one province from intercourse with
is unwise and unjust, inasmuch as it is dis- another, it is bard to concelve. He has been
tinctly discriminatory in its character. In pos- talked of as an expectant knight for the breadth
tal matters, as in all others, there should be but o! bis pollcy in breaklng down the unes of de-
one law for ail. rarkation between one British country and an-

other, and for that feat he certainly deserves
What a picture this presents to the world the bonour. Yet bere he sets up distinctionsI etween tbe provinces of Canada such as enor-

of having a reform administration leglslating mously favour bis own province and give hlm
as thus described by one of their own sup- effectve vengeance on the Montreal papers,
porters, in favour of a favouired class, a che and Sir Wilfrid Laurier now face eacb other
system and a doctrine that they have been -Sir Wilfrid wbo went into sucb rhapsodies o!
repudlating for the last fifty years. It only patrlotism against the Iniquity of glving one
shows e Province a deliverance from drink-sellng thatshow thy ar getingbac to ntl Ilanother did flot have, and the prospective Sir
quated days and want to re-establish a William, wbo dellberately fines newspapers for
a principle that existed half a century ago going beyond their own provinces or out o!

Sthe country. This new Bill is littie else than
Then, the Ottawa Free Press-and no one a special tax and bandicap on certain Montreal
will accuse that paper of saying much newsprpers, which are the only ones wbich bavethe bulk of t'ieir circulation outside of their
against the present administration-- province. We ave always favoured ewspaper

postage, but we are not favourable to Its being
Hon. Mr. LANDRY-No, Wot much. collected off a few papers, and thus makng tem

pay for the carliage o their rivais.
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a thousand times rather see the law remain
as It is and have double the tax, if thought
advisable, than to have a law put upon the
Statutebook makIng a discrimination In
favour of one province against another. We
have enough race, creed and religious cries
ln this country, and this ls only lntensifying
it in a secular manner. Sir WilfrId goes on
to say :

As to the restriction of the reduction to pro-
vincial limits, there might be something in the
objection to it; indeed in conversation with the
postmaster general he had suggested geograph-
ical rather than political, or provinciad bound-
arles.

But, though he made that suggestion,
which was a much more sensible one, but
which should not be adopted in this country,
the Postmaster General evidently had bis
own way, showing that he was master of
the situation no matter what the views or
opinions of bis Premier might be. Mr. Ber-
geron, in bis remarks against this Bill,
pointed out that It bad every appearance
of being framed to get after papers in
Montreal. Well, perhaps it bkad. I do not
know, but it looked very much like it. Mr.
Bergeron proceeds:

The ' Star' and 'Witness ' circulated generally
in Canada, while 'La Presse' circuilated exiten-
sively among the expatriated French Canadiane
In the United States.

From which he argued that a Canadian
paper with Canadian sentiments, and with
love of its country circulating among the
expatriated French Canadians, who are
very numerous in the eastern sections of the
'United States, might induce them to return
to their own country, but if any literature
of that kind Is sent among them, you ýmust
tax the publisher and the man who sends
It four and one-half times more than
what you charge him If he circulated
It In bis own province. I do not
wish to repeat the charge whicb Mr. Wal-
lace made against the Postmaster General
of being interested In newspapers, and that
he was doIng this for -bis own benefit, but
what surprised me was that, a charge of
that kind belng made, It was not repudiated
by the Postmaster General, because one can
scarcely conceive, whatever he mIght do
for political reasons, theat he would do It for
bis own pecuniary benefit. I should be very
sorry to attribue that to 'the Postmaster
General, or to any other minister, but I do
not hesitate to attribute the motive to hIm

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

of putting a tax upon a class of papers
which circulated largely In other provinces
than that in which they are published, be-
cause he thInks the political Influence which
is exerclsed by those papers, is Inimical
to the Interests which he, as a politician on
bebalf of his party, possesses. He could
not bit these papers that he desires to hit,
without striking some of hie own, and he
little thought, I fancy, that he -was striking
a blow at papers like the Montreal Herald
wbich. thanks to the energy and enterprIse
of a young Ontario man who bas taken hold
of the paper which had always been a fail-
ure for fifteen or twenty years before, la
now becoming a success. Speaking politi-
cally, I am sorry It is gaining ground and
circulating very largely in Ontario. The
Postmaster General could not bit other pa-
pers that he wants to suppress without strik-
ing his friends, and It is for the House to
say whether, under the circumstances, they
will sanction a Bill of this kInd. I have
no objection to a reduction of postage to
one-eighth of a cent, If It la cons'idered in
the Interest of the public, in the education
of the people, that the reduction should be
made and to apply uniformly all over the
country ; but If It ls to be accompanied with
a discriminating tax upon the publishers li
one province when they send their papers
Into another, then I say I would much
rather see the law remain as It stands upon
the Statute-book, and whether the govern-
ment and the Postmaster General would
accept an amendment of that kind, striking
out that dIscriminatory portion of bis Bi.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It 1s a revenue Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
we will defeat the Bill if we can. The min-
ister says It li a revenue Bill, which la a
gentle hint that we have ne right to change
It. In that respect I differ from him again,
if he ·will permit me to say so. I know that
the CommOns Of Canada have the right to
make any motion for the reduction of a tax,
while they have no power to make a mo-
tion to Increase a tax, and If you strike out
that portion of the Bill which Imposes a
discriminatory tax and a higher tax, it
would lbe lowering the tax on the people
and not lincreasing it. However, If tbe in-
terpretation of the constitution ls su.ch that
we have no right to amend a money Bill,
1 am very much inclined to thInk that the
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only alternative for those who disapprove
of the Bill is to vote against it. For the
reasons I have given. I certainly would not
hesitate a moment to vote against it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Hear, bear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
only to repeat my opinion of the utter
absurdity of the proposition. You take 100
pounds of newspapers and send It from
Ottawa, 2,00 miles until you reach the
border of Manitoba or Keewatin, and you
send it there for 12J cents. If you send the
same parcel across to Hull, two miles, you
pay fifty cents. Is there any reason
or sense that such a law should be placed
tpon the statute-book ? But a still greater
objection I have is the placing upon the
statute-book a law which imposes a tax
upon any commodity that goes from one
province to another. Supposing you put a
discriminatory tax upon a crate of cabbage.
It is something that is shipped every day.
I mention that because I do not suppose
there is a place ln America that produces

and will vote against his own conscientious
convictions, should vote against this BmI.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-The
hon. Secretary of State, in referring to the
matter, spoke of the present tax as a quarter
of a cent a pound. Looking over the law,
I scarcely think he read far enough in the
section. The 26th section, to whlch this
Bill refers, goes on to say respecting news-
papers :

If they are required to be ·transmitted by mail
a distance within twenty mues from the place
of publication or, within a oircular area or a
diameter not exceeding forty miles, and if their
publication ls of no greater frequency than once
a week, they shald be transmitted free of postage
within one or other of such areas, to be selected
by the publiaher, in accordance with regulations
in that behalf to be established by the post-
master general. If they are required to be trans-
mitted a greater distance, or if their publication
is of greater frequency than once a week, then,
in every suoh case, postage thereon shall be pald
on and after the first day of January and inclu-
sive of the soth day of June next foblowing, at
the rate of one quarter of one cent, .nd there-
after at the rate of one cent for each pound of
weight, or fraction of pound of weight, which
shall be prepaid by postage stamps, or as the
postmaster may from time to time direct, etc.

a better quality of that vegetable than the 1 look upon this as a tai wbich does not
district of Montreal, and we know that it is amount to a great deal of money, but it ie
shipped ail over the Dominion. Suppose an onerous one, and It is lu a great mensure
you were to put an extra tax on cabbage a tax upon kuow]edge and upon the dis-
so that a man who sends It from there will tribution of literature througbout the coun-
pay more than the man who sends cabbages try by means of newspapers. Taking that
in any part of Ontario or the lower pro- view, I thluk R is a tax that sbould not be

inces. Ilmposed. It was at one tie imposed by a

Hon Mr MLLSItcanotbe done. former governmeut, and after a time It was
ound to be s d objectionable that t was

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL- n donn away with. We bave agaîn placed that
know precisely wbat my bon. friend 1a go- sanae tax on tbe statute-book, and we had
ing to say : le will say: ' tOh, that r t your better do away wlth It as was doue wltc the
eystem of protection. Wty do you Impose former taa. The bon. Secretary of State
a tai ou goodv going from one country to referred to the weight of papers which had
another ? to be carrled from some of the larger cities,

Hon.Mr. ILLSNo.as a couple of car-loada golng dally from
Hon. Mr. MILLS-It cCertain offices. If those papers went by car-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The load they would probaby go as freigt, and
difference to my md le thi: we want to It woild g m e for the benef t of tbe raiway,
consolidate the Britisb part o this con- If they are going lu suct quantithes, that
tinent under one government wit the f oeest they should e carried lS that way. Then,
possible intercourse betwee every portion If tey were paying a tai op ealr a cent a
o! it, in trade and commerce and in friendly Pound, the amount pad on a couple o! car-
feelings altogether. Tbat Is nat to be donc loads would reacb a considerable sun o!
If you are going to put upon the statute- oney. I se tat the arount collected
book a law whch taxes one part o t the from newspaper postage nst year was some-
country for carryin g an article from wich where about $8 d. That was at a quarter
yon relleve another, and tbe inequality of of a cent a pound. Tbe quarter of a cent
it Is so great that any man, unless he is rate prevailed up to the 30th of June last.
swayed by the strongest partisan feeling The other rate came in since that.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The 30th of June 1899.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-Yes,
since the 30th of June 1899. If the whole
amount col'lected under that rate was a littie
over $80,000, the amount that would be
collected under the reduced rates, if It pre-
vailed all over the same area, would be only
one quarter of that or only about $20,000.

Is it worth the while of any government,
desirous of distributing education through-
out the country, to impoese a tax amounting
to $20,000, upon the distribution of news-
papers in the Dominion ? With respect to
the law as it is proposed now, It is going to
act very prejudicially, in my opinion, to a
newspaper published in a small province,
especially in a province like Prince Edward
Island, where its principal circulation is
within the province itself. It has not a great
circulation abroad, wbereas it has to pay
the same amount for circulating the paper
within the small province of Prince Edward
Island that it would have to pay if it had a
large circulation over the Dominion or Con-
tinent. Taking these things into considera-
tion, viewing the Bill as I do, that it is not
one which it is desirable to pass, I am quite
prepared to give my vote against It.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Will the hon. Secre-
tary of State tell the House how much
money the government is losing in carrying
the newspapers through the country ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I cannot say; I have
no statement of it. It is a very considerable
amount. I know cases where they have to
use a second and even a third car for a
weekly newspaper.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Does the Post Office
Department make any money carrying let-
ters all over the world.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, there is a deficit.
The ordinary deficit used to be about $600,-
000. Mr. Mulock thinks he has reduced that,
or hopes to reduce It, by the introduction of
the penny postage, but there is still a very
considerable deficit. The Post Office Depart-
ment make a charge on the public revenue
over and above their receipts of a sun
varylng from $300,000 to $600,000.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-If there was a loss of
$600,000 a year, and it is now only $300,000,
what Is the proportion of that loss attribut-
able to newspapers ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I could not tell. I have
no opinion about it.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Perhaps the
ister could tell how many tons
papers are carried through the
during the year.

hon. min-
of news-

country

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have heard. I did not
keep the figures. It Is a very large volume.
There have been times when they have had
to put on a third car to carry the Issue of
a single paper.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is
that the Globe ?

Hon. Mr. FORGET-I do not think the
hon. minister has given any reason why we
should pass such an iniquitous law. He
says it Is not fair that the government should
carry such an amount of freight for a low
rate, and the government says that the
newspapers of the country should pay for
that. The government prides itself on hav-
ing a surplus of $8,000,000. Why does not
the government apply a part of that surplus
as a bonus to carry the newspapers through,
so as to educate our people ? I think the
country will look with pleasure at the gov-
ernment trying to educate them by carry-
ing such knowledge through the post office
free.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Would it not be equally
fair to reduce the duty on goods ?

Hon. Mr. FORGET-But the goverument
will not do it. Instead of spending that
money all through the country bonusing
railways which do not exist and never will
exst-

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Hear, hear!

Hon. Mr. FORGET-I think if the gov-
ernment were spending some of that money
to help the circulation of the newspapers
through the country it would be very much
better.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-There is no doubt
that the deficiency of the Post Office De-
partment has to be borne by the whole of
the people, whereas the people who receive
newspapers comparatIvely speaking recelve
no benefit from the reduction of postage.
A very large portion of the defleit of the
Post Office Department necessarily falls on
those people. The Post Office Department
have a variety of ways to collect revenue
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from the people. They charge one cent for
each newspaper sent from one lndlvldual to
another, which must amount to a large sum
of money during the year. There can be no
question about that. If the cost of tran-
sporting papers only amounts to $70,000 a
year It is hardly worth while to bother with
it, although in principle the government Is
perfectly justified in saylng we should
charge something for the amount of money
we are obliged to spend to be ln a position
to transport the papers of this country from
one end of the Dominion to the other, but
what is found fault wlth Is the discrimina-
tion. Make one price general for the whole
Dominion, and then there will not be a word
said. If the department think it is necessary
for revenue purposes to increase the rate,
let them do it on a scale that will not be
discriminating against one province or the
other. It is perfectly fair that the govern-
ment should charge for newspaper postage.
All the people have to pay their quota of the
extra amount required for the purpose of
transporting these papers, and they receive
very little benefit, but they are obliged to
pay a proportion of the amount of deficit,
whatever it may be, ln carrying papers and
etters Just the same as the majority of

people. The merchants of this country have
derived the benefit from the reduction of
postage, and, therefore, If it could fall on
this class of people, it would be all right
enough, but unfortunately It falls upon the
poor people in the country, who receive no
advantage whatever from the reduction of
the postage.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My at-
tention bas been called to the fact that we
have no power to amend thie Bill. I wish
to read from May the followIng extract :

By the practice and usage based upon that
resolution the Lords are excluded not only from
the power of initiating or amending bills, deal-
ing w!th public expenditure or revenue, but
also from initiating public bills which would
create a charge upon the people by the imposi-
tion of local and other rates.

So that, instead of attempting an amend-
ment to this, we must either allow it to
cary or defeat It, and It will be for those
who are opposed to the principle of the Bill,
when the motion is put, to vote against it.
I notice that clause 121, of the Confedera-
tion Act, declares as follows :

AU articles of the growth, produce or manu-
facture of any one of the provinces shabl, from

70

and after the union, be admitted free into each
of the other provinces.

The answer to that will be that the Im-
posing of a tax for carrying the mail ls
not a tax ln the sense of this clause, but
the prInciple Is precisely the same. You
could not levy a duty under this clause upon
an article coming from one province to an-
other, but by this Bill you impose a tax
upon the product of a certain industry pas-
sing from one province to another, under
the pretense that you do it as compensatrion
for the carrylng of the article, while at the
same time you take another article, and
carry it all over the Dominion for the same
price. Then you are told you cannot afford
to do the one, but you can afford to do the
other. If there ls any praise which the
Postmaster General has secured from the
pubiic. both in England and in thls country,
it bas been by the adoption of penny post-
age for the whole world. Mr. Henniker,
the originator, bas been advocating that for
years, and If there Is any praise due to
Mr. Mulock for following his lead in this re-
spect, certainly he ought not to try and pass
a discriminaitory Bill by which he le going
to favour one portion of the Dominion at the
expense of the other.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I dare say many hon.
gentlemen remember very well when the
principle of zones was applied to the car-
riage of letters, when letters carried a short
distance were charged a very much less
figure than those carried further. That
system of zones for letters was abolisbed
in the United States a great many years
ago, when a uniform postage of three cents
was at first adopted upon letters all over
the republic, and we a little later followed
their example and did away with the sys-
tem of letter zones, and provided fer a
uniform postage over the entire Dominion.
The penny postagg systems Is an eitension of
that principle, still further, so far as letter
carriage Is concerned, and we have intro-
duced into this country, so far as news-
papers are concerned, the zone system which
formerly applied to letters ; but we have ln
the 'Bill before us undertaken to mark the
zone system a certain distance from the
place where the' paper was published and a
further zone to the extent of the limit of
the province. My hon. friend has read sec-
tion 121 of the British North Ameriea Act.
That, of course, prevents any tax being im-
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posed by one province against the products
of another coming within the territory, as a
protective duty,and it prevents this Bill im-
posing any tax of that kind. The question
migiht arise whether the spirit of that ar.
ticle Is violated In undertaking to make
provincial zones. That is what my hon.
friend opposite suggested. and If this were
a tax there would be a great deal of force
ln that proposition. We are treating It, to
some extent, as a revenue, and my hon.
friend. reading a paragraph from May, ls
treating it as a revenue. Properly speaklng,
it 1s not such. It is a payment for services
performed. It stands exactly in the same
position as if those services were performed
by somebody else.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BO'WELL-The
hon. gentleman suggested It was a revenue
tax.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, I suggested it, and
I am pointing out that It l not a revenue
Bill in the same sense as a Bill Imposlng
a duty upon imports, or excise duties upon
products that are produced in the country,
because, in those cases, the object of your
law is the raising of revenue. In this case,
your object is to obtain compensation for
services performed. It is not adequate com-
pensation : it la but partial compensation.
It does not cover the cost you have in.
curred, and you have always charged the
loss sustained in accommodating the public
by the discharge of this duty on their be-
half against the revenues of the country,
and so far there la a charge upon the rev-
enue in consequence of the service you per-
formed, but the question of the amount of
charge imposed upon newspapers Is interest-
ing from a revenue standpolnt only by virtue
of the protection that your charge gives
to the revenue against a still larger charge.
If you were to adopt a lower rate of duty,
whether the introduction of a system of
zone limits corresponding with the bound-
ary of the provinces is or is not a fair way,
I need not discuss at this moment. The
Postmaster General seemed to think It was
a convenient way of drawing the limiting
Une, because you may have papers published
at fifty different centres, and if you adopt
the distance limitory bine marking the zone,
each newspaper will be obliged to deter-
mine when It passed that zone for itself,
ascertaining whether it was being unduly

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

charged upon ite circulation or not. In the
province, as a zone, the limitory Une is
easily ascertained, and there la no difficulty
in saying that the paper that you are pub-
lishing has gone abroad when it bas gone
beyond that Une, and so perhaps it la the
most convenient line that could be taken.
My hon. friend bas read extracts from the
Montreal Herald, and Montreal Witneas, in
opposition to a provincial zone Une being
adopted, because Montreal la in the province
of Quebec and very near its western bound-
ary, and so far as those newspapers are
concerned, and the Star, they circulate large-
ly amongst the English speaking population
beyond the limit of the province of Quebec,
and so they are affected to a larger extent
than would be a paper published, say, at
Halifax, or at Toronto or at Winnipeg.
Whether this suggestion ought to override
the idea of convenience hon. gentlemen will
determine for themselves. There is no
doubt whatever that, if there is to be a
zone limit at all beyond that which was
marked in the law as It now stands, the
provincial zone is a very convenient one,
for the reason which I have stated. Every
newspaper, no matter where it may be pub-
lished, can always ascertain that without
difficulty, and It knows precieely how many
of Its newspapers are clrculating beyond that
limit. If you were to say a zone limit of
200 or 300 miles, every newspaper that l
published would have to count that distance
from the place of publication, whlch l very
much more confusing than the limit that ls
already suggested by this Bill.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If I understand
my hon. friend correctly, he drew a distinc-
tion between a Bill providing a tax and a
Bill for services rendered, and that this was
not a tax but a charge for services rendered.
Was that the point the hon. minister made ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I stated that I was not
undertaking to make a distinction for the
purpose of applying the provision explained
in May. We have applied the rule so long
in the parliament of this country to Bills of
this sort, as well as to revenue Bills, proper-
ly so called, that I do not think we can now
raise the question of distinction. I am sim-
ply polnting out that a distinction exists.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If there is a dis-
tinction, it would possibly be proper for this
House to amend this Bill.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think not.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If my hon. friend
takes the ground that we cannot amend it, I
see no course but to vote against the Bill,
because certainly it Is a retrograde step and
grossly unfair to go back and establlsh the
provincial zone. We want to do away with
provinclalism a far as we possibly can do
so, but by this measure it ls proposed to re-
vive It. Some of the provincial papers may
feel competition coming from the large pa-
pers. but people living in the remote pro-
vinces appreciate the value of belng able to
get the large, and consequently the more
valuable, papers at reasonable rates, and I
think that a measure that would, by a tax,
exclude the leading papers from the pro-
vinces is a bad measure and one which I
could not support.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should like to ask the hon. Minister of Jus-
tlee how the railways and steamboats are
pald for the carrying of mail ? As I under-
stand it, the railways are pald per mile, no
matter what amount the car may contalu.
If the car has 100 pounds of mail matter, the
railway company receive just as much as if
it had 500 or 1,000 pounds. The steamers
running from Montreal to Hamilton, carry
mail and receive so much for carrying the
mails, a lump sum, no matter how much
mail there is. You may have a ton of mail
matter, or ten tons, but if that mail matter
is going from Montreal to Ontario by the
steamer, the publisher da taxed more than
double what he would be if it were taken
from Montreal to Chicoutimi, which l8 double
the distance. The mode and manner of pay-
ing Is such that the expenditure 18 not of
that character.

Hon. Mr. SGOTT-It involves a consider-
able staff of clerks.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If
this Bill could be amended, I would very
readily make the motion, because it would
be in the interest of all the newspaper pub-
lishers, and more particularly the country
newspapers that have a smaller circulation.
I know some of the Montreal papers that
come into the city in which I live, circulate
every day between 300 and 400 papers, and
it is a very strong competition against the
local paper, but that would not justlfy my
voting for a Bill containing what my hon.
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friend has designated just now as a most
Iniquitious principle.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Up to 1896 when the
papers were carried free, the Richelieu and
Ontarlo Navigation Company had a subsidy
of $8,500 a year for carrying the mails. Af-
terwards, when the charge of half a cent was
lmposed, the subsidy was reduced to $4,500.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the com-
mittee rise and report progress and ask
leave to sit again.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Why
lot take the vote ? It will not take five
minutes.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-I move that the com-
mittee rise. Will the hon. minister give us
more Information this afternoon ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We may.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Then I withdraw my
motion.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN, from the commit-
tee, reported that they had made some pro-
gress with the Bill and asked leave to sit
again.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (193) 'An Act to authorize the granting
of subsidies In aid of the construction of
lnes of railways therein mentioned.'-(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

The Senate adjourned.

SECOND SITTING.

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

Routine proceedings.

POST OFFICE AMENDMENT BILL.

DEFEATED.

The House resumed into a Committee of
the Whole in further consideration of Bill
(191) 'An Act to amend the Post Office Act.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I suppose all that la
necessary 1s, that the committee rise and
report the Bill wlthout amendment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
do not propose to rise and report it with-
out amendment.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-1 understand my hon.
friend wants to move for the rejection of
the Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, I
did not propose to move that. Looking at
this Bill, I do not think it comes within the
category of what might be termed rev-
enue Bills. It la simply changing the mode
of collecting postage, and it is, as the hon.
'Minister of Justice said, not a tax, but a
charge for a service rendered. That being
the case, it would not come within the mean-
ing of the prohibitory clause of the consti-
tution which declares that we shall not
amend a revenue Bill. I therefore move :

That all the words after ' by ' in the first line
of the said section be struck out, and the follow-
ing inserted in lieu thereof : striking out the
words 'one-half ' in the twentieth and twenty-
first lines of section 3 of chapter 20 of the
Statutes of 1898 (Post Office Act), and substitut-
ing therefore the words 'one-eighth'.

This substitutes one-elghth for one-half.
That Is the proposal made by the Postmaster
General in his Bill, leaving out all that
which has reference to provincial Unes, and
simply reducing the rate on newspapers
from one-half to one-fouth of one cent. That
would be the effect if this amendment be
adopted. We discussed for some little time
the effect of the reduction at j per cent, and
unintentlonally the hon. Secretary of State
made the statement and we all fell Into it.
It was originally one-quarter cent, and last
July It rose under the law to one-half cent,
so that really we were discussing the ques-
tion of one-half cent per pound as the law
existe now.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I made the correction,
but my hon. friend did not hear it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I had
ahl my calculaitions based on the half cent,
and when the hon. gentleman said one-quar-
ter I thought I must have been mistaken,
and so changed It. The point l that, if
you take a pound of newspapers from here
to Hull It costs, under the proposed law
more than twice as much as to take it from
here to Rat Portage, 2,000 miles. This 1e
the effect of the present law. As the Post-
master Generai ls desirous of reducing the
tax on newspapers, we are prepared to meet
him that far, and It le a compromise which
I hope will be accepted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon.
says this Is not a revenue Bill.
say on what grounds he based

gentleman
He did not
that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
based it on the hon. gentleman's statement.
I understood the hon. gentleman to say to
the hon. member from Marshfield that this
was -not strictly a revenue Bill, as provided
for ln the constitutional Act, but that it
was a charge for a service rendered.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Like a toll collected
at a turnpike.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Pre-
cisely the same, so if you charge for carry-
ing an article £rom one point to another,
the motion is simply to reduce the charge
four-fifths, and basing the reasoning on
business principles, it would not be a
revenue Bill ln the sense we understand it.
I thought at first It was until I heard the
hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It la a revenue Bill in
the sense it yields a certain amount of rev-
enue.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
have no evidence that it is going to ralse
any more revenue. On the contrary, if the
newspapers which are sent now from one
province to another are decreased in num-
ber under this Bill, the revenue must de-
crease, and you increase the tax on the pro-
vincial newspapers four-eighths of a cent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The revenues derived
from this are part of the revenues of the
country, and they are in the sense that this
is embraced along with the ordinary rev-
enues of the country in the payment of
postage and the expense incurred by the
post office, and if the effect is that we get
less revenue, than we had under the law
prior to the change, then this House la
practically alterIng a revenue Bill. I
thought my hon. friend, when I saw him
last, proposed to consult an authority on the
subject.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
been trying to find the authority, but I
cannot.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-The hon. gentleman
accepts the Minister of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not at all. I stated
that while there was the logical distinction
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that I mentioned, the practice of this House
had been, ever since confederation, to treat
charges of this sort as revenue.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If that
reasoning be correct, ls it not equally appli-
cable to the Judges Bill that we rejected ?
Now, In the reasons assIgned for not ac-
cepting our amendments ln the House of
Commons, the constitutional ground that it
would affect the revenue la not taken.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-To my mind, the
distinction la between what le a tax on the
subject and a charge for services rendered.
This ls a charge for services rendered, but
It is not a tax on the subject, and I think
that would be a fair and reasonable way to
draw the distinction.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, but my hon. frIend
will see that if the result of the amendment
proposed to-day is, that you diminish the
compensation that Is to be received ln this
way, the difference is made up by taking
moneys out of the public revenue, and 80
you make a charge even against the ordinary
revenues.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Has this
Bill the recommendation of His Excellency ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I could not tell my hon.
friend, but all government Bills are supposed
to have the sanction of His Excellency.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-But this
is a money Bill, I understand ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Rule 46
provides that :

The Senate will not proceed upon a Bill ap-
propriating public money that shal.1 not, within
the knowledge of the Senate, have been recom-
mended by the Queen'a representative.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But this is not appro-
priating it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is taking away from
the revenue.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-It could
only be considered by the Senate if recom-
mended by the Queen's representative. The
hon. gentleman says he does not know that
It has that recommendation, and we do not
know either.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
point is well taken.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-As a layman, I think
this is a portion of the revenue of the coun-
try, included In the fifty-one millions of dol-
lars that I believe we are to raise this year.
Therefore, being a portion of the revenue
I feel we have no right here to interfere
with a money Bill. I do not pretend to be
a lawyer or a statesman.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh,
yes, you are.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It seems to me it la a
portion of the revenue of this Dominion, and
therefore we cannot amend the Bul.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY--Can the hon, gentle-
man point out ln the $51,000,000 of revenue
we are going to vote, the precise Item whieb
Is covered by this Bill ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The hon. gentleman
eau find the post office items every time.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
Is confounding the public accounts wlth the
estimates.

Hlon. Mr. DeBOUOHERVILLE-The rule
is against taking into consideration this Bill
whlch the hon. Minister of Justice has de-
clared to be a money Bill. I have quoted
the 46th rule of the House. We are told by
the hon. minister that he does not know if
the Queen's representative has sanctioned
this Bill, and therefore we cannot proceed
wlth it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-All government mea-
sures are assumed to have the sanction of
His Excellency. There was au exception to
that lu the province of Quebec, and that Is
what brought the hon. gentleman and the
representative of the Crown Into collision.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLF-I dld not
think the hon. gentleman would bring up
that question here, but if he would look at
the records be would see this, that the Gov-
ernor was away frou Quebec. I was Prime
Minister at that time. I wrote to him stating
that I wanted to present such-and-such a
Bill. He sent me a telegram saylng 'you
have carte blanche.' I relied upon that. If
my hon. friend has any doubt on the subject,
he should read the book published by the
hon. Mr. Casgraln, father of our hon. col-
league from De Lanaudière.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-Bourinot says:
If any Bills are sent down from the Senate

with clauses involving public exp 3nditure or
public taxation the Commons cannot accept them.
Such Bls may be ordered tÙ be laid aside. The
same practice is also strictly carried out in the
case of amendments made by the Senate to
Common BiAis. Laterly, however, it is not al-
ways usual to lay such Bills immediaiely aside
but to send them back to the Senate with reasons
for disagreeing to such amendments, no that the
Upper House may have an opportunity of with-
drawing the amendments. As an illustration of
the atrictness with which the Comons adhere
to their constitutional privileges ln this respect,
it may be mentioned that on the 23rd of May,
1874, a Bill was returned from the Senate, with
an amendment providing for an increase in the
quantity of land, granted to certain settlers in
the North-west. The Premier and others doubted
the right of the Senate to increase a grant of
land-the public ilands, being in the opinion of
the House ln the same position as the public
revenue. The amendment was only adopted with
ar entry in the journals that the Commons did
not think in ' necessary at that late period of
the session to insiet on is privileges in respect
thereto, but that the waiver of the said privil-
eges was not to be drawn inte a precedent.'
Many other entries will also be found ln the
House accepting Senate amendments rather than
delay the passage of the Bill at an advanced
period of the session.

Now, the proposition here is, to make a
certain charge which experience shows is
not at all adequate to pay for the service
performed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is not set forth in the BiH.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, but I am stating a
fact. If my hon. friend can eut It down, he
could abolish it ; he could move that news-
papers should be free. There is no difference
between saying that a charge shall be redu-
ced and that It shall be removed. Because If
you take off three-eighths of a cent you can
take off the remaining one-eig'hth. My hon.
friend will see that that is so, and certainly
his amendment is one which must have the
effect of affecting the public revenue, and
increasing the charge upon that revenue.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Will the hon. gentle-
man tell us what increased charges the gov-
ernment has been put to since this law has
been in operation ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not remember, but
I know the Postmaster General said that
the effect of the general reduction was, that
there was about $80,000 derived from this
source, and that the charge is very much
beyond that, because the weight carried is
far in excess of the weight of the letters.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-I understand that
since the law, which this Bill is to amend,
has come into operation,-the revenue derived
from it is $80,000, and the hon. gentlema'n
does not know what the service costs to earn
that $80,000. The hon. gentleman should be
prepared to furnish information on the sub-
ject of what amount the country is going to
lose by this reduction. The hon. gentleman
asks us to vote for the Bill and cannot give
us reasons for doing so.

Hon. Mr. ýSCOTT-I mentioned ln my open-
ing remarks that the first year of which we
have any record, it was about $85,000.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-What was the cost
of the service ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is quite impossible
to tell that.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Why not ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Because we carry let-
ters at the same time.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-The letters do not go
in the same bag. Then you say you must
have extra cars. The charge Is by the
mileage. Has the mileage increased since
1898, and, If so, how much ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The increased cost has
been in engaging a larger number of cars
than anticipated, and the employment of a
much larger staff.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-To what amount ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I cannot tell what
amount.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I really do not see how
there can be any question as to this being
a revenue Bill. The revenues oif the country
are derived from the customs, excise and
post office. This Bill deals with the revenue
which comes from the post office, and I eau-
not see that this House has any more right
to amend this Bill than it would have to
amend a Bill which relates to the excise or
customs. They all deal with the public
revenue.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-But we have a right
to inquire whether this Bill is benefiting the
country. The ministers should be prepared
to say, that by passing this Bill, the govern-
ment will profit to such an extent, or sustain
a loss to such an extent. I do not want to
amend the Bill, but I want to know why It
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is introduced. Is it to get more revenue or
to lessen the expenses of running the Post
Office LDepartment, and if so to what extent?
Then I will be able to tell whether I slould
vote for this Bill or not. If the country re-
quires money and would derive a large bene-
fit from the Bill, it might be another ques-
tion, but they are bringing up a Bill to us
to pass, and they give no reasons why we
should pass it. They propose to amend the
law so as to establish what might be called
provincial zones. Would the hon. gentleman
allow the Intercolonial Railway to discrimin-
ate on freight as the post office does in this
Bill on postage? If you send a thousand
pounds of papers 500 miles away from here,
and 500 pounds more only ten miles, would
you charge less for the greater distance than
for the shorter distance ? That would not be
allowed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly not.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Then why do It In
the case of newspapers ? It Is freight and
nothlng else. The hon, gentleman said so
himnself, that more cars were required to
carry so much.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
government bas recently taken action to
prevent just such discrimination in carrying
oil.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If the hon. gentleman
considers newspapers as freight and noth-
Ing more, he should insist that the rates be
the same as on other freight. But the hon.
gentleman himself makes a distinction. He
practically suggests there should be no
charge at all. If you were carrying a cargo
of cotton he would not say that.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Certainly not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then there Is some rea-
son In the hon. gentleman's mind which
leads him to put newspapers on a different
footing ?

Hon. Mr. FORGET-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly, the hon. gen-
tleman would not ask the government to
accommodate the cotton manufacturers to
carry their cotton for nothing. So In the
hon. gentleman's own mind he makes a
distinction between newspapers and frelght
of any other kind. What he does the gov-
ernment do also. They have the same rea-

sons for doing it that the hon. gentleman
has. Newspapers are, to a certain extent,
an educating force in the country. The
government recognize that. Parliament has
never charged the newspaper men of the
country the full value of the services render-
ed in carrying their papers from point to
point. But they did a few years ago under-
take, when it was proposed to impose some
charge upon the newspapers for the service
performed on their behalf, propose to ex-
empt local newspapers from the operation
of the provision within certain area. That
bas been doue. This Bill carries It a Ilttle
further, that is all.

Hon. Mr. FORGET-Suppose I were a
publisher at Ottawa. I send a ton of news-
papers to Toronto on which I will have to
pay $2.50 to the Post Office Department.
If I sent the same quantity of papeu to
Hull, I would pay ten dollars. Doea the
hon. gentleman mean to say that In send-
lng a ton on any kind of -freight I should
Pay in that way ? Why discriminate be-
tiween Hull and Toronto in newspapers
any more than ln goods ? You would not
do that ln carrying a ton of cotton. You
would not take It from Ottawa to Toronto
for $2.50, and charge $10 to take It from
Ottawa to Hull. I thlnk it applies in the
same way to newspapers, because after they
are wrapped up in parcels, they are mer-
chandise, sa many tons, requiring so many
cars to carry it. There should be no discri-
mination. The rates, should be the same
all through the country, or they should be
carried free.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That Is not the rule.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I presume the. objec-
tion of the hon. gentleman Is to have It
recorded that his objection to the Bill Is
not the reduction In the charge, but these
peculiar features which have been pointed
out. The hon. gentleman opposite (Mr. For-
get) has just shown the utter absurdity of
the proposed arrangement, and I presume If
the amendment Is placed on record and
ruled out of order, we wIll be qulte satisfied
and then be disposed to try and throw out
the Bill altogether.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Of
course we should have to get the Speaker
in the Chair to rule on the point of order.
The hon. gentleman on my left (Mr. Forget)
bas made a rpry polnted illustration. The
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government has just been asked to prevent
discriminating rates being char'ged on the
Canadian Pacifle Rallway, and Grand Trunk
Railway on oils. Why ? Because the rail-
ways bave been charging a cheaper rate
for a long haul than for a short haul, there-
by discriminating against Canadian oil. In
this case they proposed to put on a discri-
minating rate on newspapers. I should like
very much If the Senate would adopt this
amendment. It does not Interfere with the
proposition made by the Postmaster General
to reduce the postage : It applies that redue-
tion to the whole country, to every publisher
in every section of the country. My object
is to remove from the Bill, so that It will
not appear on the statute-book, a clause
which creates discrimination ln carrylng an
article between one province and another.
If the statement made by the Minister of
Justice be correct, as to the carrying of
newspapers, apply the same principle to let-
ters. Letters, are not public educators, and
consequently the low rate of postage Is for
the special private advantage of commercial
men and others who correspond with each
other. The information contained In the
letter Is for the special advantage of those
who write. A newspaper is for the purpose
of disseminating news and whatever opin-
ions It may advocate, whether they be right
or wrong. If the hon. gentleman wants to
make the postage a quarter or half a cent
al! round, we could understand it. The hon.
gentleman from Sarnia has volced mny rea-
sons for making this proposition to umend
the Bill, to show that while we bave no ob-
jection to the reduction of postage on news-
papers, we object to any discriminatlng
rates between provinces. I do not ask that
the rate of postage on newspapers be reduced
from one-quarter to one-eighth. That is the
proposition of the government. I have been
in favour of postage on newspapers. It ls
a debatable question, I admit, and I should
like very much to have the amendnent go
down to the House of Commons, and If we
have overetepped our rights under the con-
stitution, let tbem say so. They have abused
us already, and there la no reason why
they should not amuse themselves in the
same way again. I do not know how others
feel about it : I feel like the big Englishman
whose little Wife thrashed hlm, his excuse
for submitting to It was that It amused her
and didn't hurt him.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I find the revenue
from the post office, last year was over four
millions of dollars. ThIs certainly is legis-
lation affecting the postal revenue.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It will facilitate the
matter If the committee is allowed to report
the Bill and the hon. gentleman could let
this amendment be a notice that on the
third reading he will move It. That wlll
place it on record.

Hon. Mr. MeMILLAN, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill with a proposed amend-
ment to which the hon. Minister of Justice
objected as being out of order.'

The SPEAKER-If I understand the point
of order, It ls that an amendment proposed
before the eommIttee Is out oif order ibecause
the Bill before the House affects the revenue
of the Dominion. I cannot consider other-
wise than that the Bill before the House la
a Bill affecting the revenue of the Dominion,
and any amendment which would tend to
increase or dimindsh the revenue la certainly
out of order and cannot be moved In the
Senate. I therefore rule that the point of
order 1s well taken.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
from Montarville raised another point of
order. This Bill bas been declared a money
Bill. He raised the point of order that it
has not been introduced on a message from
His Excellency.

The SPEAKER-That Is a question of
tact which I cannot ascertain. I am not in
a position to decide the point.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Thist is
the point of order. I understood the hon.
Minister of Justice to say that this Bill was
a money Bill, and I say that as a money Bill
we cannot consider It here, because the hon.
Minister of Justice has told us that he did
not know if the Queen's representative had
sanctioned It. I have quoted the 46th rule
of the Senate under which I contend we are
not in a position to deal with this Bill.

The SPEAKER-If the hon. Minister of
Justice bas said that he does not know whe-
ther the Bill bas been sanctioned by His Ex-
cellency, I am not ln a position to ascertain
the feet.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUOHERVILLE-We can-
not proceed with the Bill unless some min-
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ister la in a position to tell us whether It is
based on a message from the Governor Gen-
eral.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-A message from His
Excellency is needed only when money Is to
be appropriated for the public service. In
this case parliament is taking away a certain
amount of revenue.

The further consideration of the Bill was
resumed in Committee of the Whole.

Hon. Mr. BAIRD-This being a question
that affects the revenue of the country I
shall keep myself on the safe side by voting
not to reject the Bill. I would prefer the
government took all the postage off, and as
this is a step ln the right direction, I am
willing to take all the reduction I can ln the
postage on newspapers. ,

The committee divided on the motion to
adopt the first clause which was rejected.

Contents, 10 ; non-contents, 17.
Hon. Mr. McMILLAN, from the commit-

tee. reported that the Bill had not been
adopted.

MILITIA ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.
The House resolved itself into Commlttee

of the Whole on Bill j155) 'An Act to amend
the Militia Act.'

(In the Committee.)
On clause 1,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-What
effect bas this clause ? Is it providing for
the appoIntment of a new officer ? The
section of the Act which this repeals reads
as follows :

In and for each of the twelve mi-ltary districts
hereinbefore mentloned, there shall be appointed
one Deputy Adjutant General of militia, who
shall have the rank of a Lieutenant-Colonel,
and who shall command the militia In bis dis-
trict and who shall be paid at the rate of $1,200
per annum.

The clause of the Bill before us reads as
follows :

41. In and for each of the twelve miitary dis-
tricte hereinbefore mentioned there shal be
appointed an officer, who shal have rank not
below that of Lieutenant-Colonel and who shall
command the militia in his district, and he shaàl
be pald at the rate of twelve hundred dolars
per annum.

In the clause before us hon. gentlemen wll
notice that the only change la the addition

of the words : ' who shall not have rank
below,' instead of the ¡phrase: 'who shall
be of the rank.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is it
the intention to dispense with the service
of a deputy adjutant general who now
performs the same duties that are to be
performed by this new officer ? If so, what
becomes of the deputy adjutant General ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He is a district officer
commanding.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Does
he become an officer and lose the name of
deputy adjutant general ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not understand so.
The expression Is: 'who shall have the
rank of lieutenant-colonel.' The deputy adju-
tant general bas that rank under the law as
it stands, and he cannot have a higher rank.
Under the Bill he cannot have a rank
below that, but he can have a higher rank.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. minister is
mistaken. If he reads the law he will find
that as the law stands the cormanding offi-
cer in his district ds termed : ' the deputy
adjutant general.' Thaît la done away with
and an officer Is substituted ln the present
Bill, so that the Bill as It reads now does
not speak of any deputy adjutant general
of militia at ail. It Is an officer who be-
comes a district officer commanding of the
district.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It seems to me the
only change which this Bill makes as
regards this particular section of the Militia
Act is that indicated by the MinLster of
Justice. It provides that the officer shall
not necessarily be a lieutenant-colonel. He
may be a colonel. If the committee will
look at the fourth subclause of this clause,
they will see what I mean. The clause
reads as follows:

4. Her Majesty may adopt suèh designation
or name of office au Rer Majesty thinks proper
for the oflâcer who commands the milistia ln
any district, and may, from time to time, change
such designation or name of office.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If hon. gentlemen look
at the section which we are repealing, It
reada :

Her Majesty may, whenever it la expedient,
change the designation or name of office of the
officer who commands the militla in any dis-
trict.
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As a 'matter of fact the designation of the
officer was changed under the administra-
tion of hon. gentlemen opposite, and he Is
now known as the district officer comnand-
Ing, and has been known in that way for
years, so that the only change provided is
that an officer holding the rank of colonel
may be a district officer commanding, as
well as lieutenant-colonel.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
information is conveyed on the face of It,
and the question I ask li : are the deputy
adjutant generals to remain in comimand
of the districts, and Is this to be an addi-
tional officer ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
cannot possibly be the Intention to reduce
the deputy adjutant general to the rank
indicated in this Bill, because they receive
$2,500 a year.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-No, $1,200.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
strikes me the intention is, under another
name, to provi'de an offieer that the parlia-
ment and country dispensed with years ago,
that is the brigade major. They dispensed
with those officers, on the ground that the
deputy adjutant general was quite able to
perform ail the duties necessary to both
offices. You do not resuscitate the brigade
major, but you appoint an offleer to do his
work.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The %brigade major
has been replaced by an officer called the
district staff officer. The abolition Is only
in name.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-How
many officers are there in receipt of this
salary of $1,200 a year ? There are those
officers commanding and district staff offi-
cers, and this Is providing that there shall
be an officer who shall rank not below that
of lieutenant-colonel. These officers cer-
tainly held higher rank than the ofilcer
who would be below the rank of lieutenant-
colonel. It appears to me It Is providing
for an additional office.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The only change lis
the one I indicated.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The only change is the
addition of the words : 'shall bave rank not
below that of lieutenant-colonel.'

Hon. Mr. POWER.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-What
lias become of the district officer com-
manding ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They continue. This
Bill puts nobody out.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-Are
there twelve men of that rank appointed ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There are twelve men
in the service, and these men retire when
they get a certain age, and when they retire
others take their place, but until that change
takes place, they continue ln ofilee.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Does this section
provide that the officer below the grade of
lieutenant-colonel inay have this position ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly not.
not below, and.it must be above.

It says

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
at a loss to know why this change ls made.
The old law says : ' Who shall have the rank
of lieutenant-colonel.' The present law says:
' An officer shall be appointed who shall
have rank not below that of lieutenant-
colonel.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly not below.
He may be above. If a man who is a colonel
were to accept the position of commading
offlcer ln a district, he would only have the
rank of lieutenant-colonel althoughli he was
entitled to a higher rank. You are not go-
lng to degrade him in his rank in order to
put him in this office.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is this
for the purpose of appointing any officer
they think proper to this position, and giv-
ing the rank, whether lie Is entitled to it
or not ? It says lie shall not have a rank
lower than that. Under the old law, if you
read it technically, I thlnk you cannot ap-
point anybody but a person having the rank
of lieutenant-colonel. Under the new law
you can appoint anybody you please, giv-
ing him that rank.

Hon. Mr.. MILLS-So you could In both
cases.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
could give him the rank before the appoint-
ment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They could 'always do,
that.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-I do
not see the difference, unless you might ap-
point a colonel to this position at $1,200.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Under
the old law you could not ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is an interpretation of the law which I do
not think the hon. Minister of Justice would
give. The greater would include the less.
There are a great many men in- the volunteer
force who hold commissions who are now
serving as privates and officers. It says
'shall have the rank of lieutenant-colonel.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He is only lieutenant
colonel under the statute as it stands.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not see the force of it myself.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is that the clause
creating civilian colonels ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. LAN/DRY-By what law were
the civilians created colonels ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That was struck out.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-By virtue of what
law has it been done ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-It has not been done.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Yes, it has been done.
We have Lieutenant-colonel Laurier.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There was a statutory
Innovation to confer upon a man an office Of
honour, and when you make a military office
an honorary office, that is prerogative that
belongs to the Crown, a'nd unless there was
an express inhibition in the statute the
Crown could always do it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is the theory advanced in the lorwer House,
and that was the practice in England. What
necessity is there for this Act? It is the
prerogative of the Crown'? It has been in
regulations appointing honorary colonel and
honorary lieutenant-colonel to the battalions,
and that Is really what this clause Is for.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I want
to know where the clause Is in this Bill that
gives the power to appoint honorary colonels
if this is not the one ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think there is
any such clause in the Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Thls
was framed for that purpose.

Hon. Mr. POWER-And It was struck out
in the Commons.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Let me read the old
law : It is as follows :

OfEcers holding commiselone in the milftia may
be plaoed on the retired ist with honormry rank
not exceeding that of lieutenant-colonel, or te
that honorary rank according and under regula-
tions approved by the Governor in Council.

That is the law as it stands.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--But
that Is not this law.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
was asking me where was the clause cou-
ferring upon persons honorary rank. This
clause is the same as the other. The hono-
rary rank ise conferred upon persons who are
entitled to mllitary rank. A civilian Is not
taken up under this law, or under the old
law under this particular division, and mill-
tary rank conferred upon him. What ls
done here Is to confer a higher rank upon
those who are aiready entitled to a military
rank.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-By the old law a man
serving in the active militia could retire,
retaining his rank.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He could not be
uamed to a superior position on the retired
Ilst ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, he could here un-
der the law now, so long as he did not go
beyond lieutenant-colonel.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
hon. friend misunderstood me. My question
was not as to retiring from the volunteer
office with the honorary rank. That I know
Is the case. It ls the case with myself. I
vas lu the force some fifteen or seventeen
years, and when I retired I retired with a
mnk higher than I held in the militia force.
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That is the point my hon. friend has ex-
plained. I was asking where the power
was under this law to appoint a person to
the honorary rank of colonel of a battalion
to which he did not belong. That is what I
meant. The discussion took place for hours
in the lower House, some opposing it very
strongly for the reason that it was con-
ferred on' non-military men, men who had
never been in the service.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-That has
been taken out.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-And
you can only appoint a man now to the hon-
orary rank of colonel or lieutenant-colonel of
a battalion If he has been in the servIce, and
1 did not agree with some of my old volun-
teer friend in the lower House who took
very strong ground against the promotion
of gentlemen to that honorary position, be-
cause it is nothing more nor less, and while
upon that subject I will give an illustration
whlch leads to that conclusion. It does seem
rather Incongruous, I admit, to take a civil-
Jan and make him an honorary colonel, or a
lieutenant-colonel ln a battalion, where he
would rank if he were ln active service over
the other men, but he does not do that. He
only occuples an honorary position. In the
15th battalion in BellevIlle, Lord Lorne was
offered and accepted an honorary coloneley.
It was in the Argyle Light Infantry. That
Is the reason he accepted it, he was an Ar-
gyle man himself, and it has given a status
to that battalion It had not before. The
Princess Louise has* sent out presents, and
so on to the battalion. They are very proud
of that, and he has that position of honorary
rank. In London, through political dissen-
sions, and animosities, a very fine battalion
went all to pleces, and they got together and
sald 'We will make the hon. Sir John Car-
ling, who lias never been in the force, an
honorary colonel.' Everybody Ilked him
and everybody was willing to act under
him if he would only accept the position.
All he had to do was to go and take the
chair. They have now a good battalion un-
der hlm. There is another reason why I
would not objeet to civillans receiving these
appointments, because anybody who knows
anything about a volunteer force knows
that it ls a continual drain upon his pocket
for which he recelves no return, and If you

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

can find a wealthy man who will associate
himself with the force-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-You can bleed him.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No, I
will not say that. That implies what I do
not mean. But from the fact of being con-
nected with it, he will assist the officers of
the battalion to keep it up and subscribe
liberally. The view, however, taken by the
majorlty of the House of Commons is differ-
ent £from rthat, and this law Is now confined
to mIlitary men. It does seefm, perhaps, a
little absurd when we dub some one lieuten-
ant-colonel, honorary colonel, who Is scarcely
able to walk. I do not object, and I do not
suppose any one else would object, to the
Premier having the honour of being called
a lieutenant-colonel, although he says him-
self the only service he ever performed was
that of an ensign. He says :

I would mention of my own case. I did not
pride myself very much about my mlltary
career. I know my mtli'tary career affords a
good many arguments for hon. gentlemen on
the other side of the House, and that when I said
I was wll.ing to defend the minority that had
been deprived of their rights, hon. gentlemen
based some arguments upon It.
It was necessary, I have no doubt, for the
Premier to justify his declaration that he
was willing to shoulder his musket to shoot
down the volunteers In the North-west on
the banks of the Saskatchewan, on the
ground that rights had been interfered with.
No rights had been interfered with at that
time. I have been reminded that when a
man is prepared to fight a whole regiment,
he ought to get credit for It, and should
have been made a lieutenant-colonel. The
only quesition 18 whether the power can
be abused. It cannot be under this c4ause,
as it could have been under the original
provision. I have no objection to the clause
being passed.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES BILL.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (193) ' An Act to authorize the

i granting of subsidies ln aid of the construe-
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tion of the lines of railway therein men-
tioned.'

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I have
the same objection to the present Bill that
I have urged against similar Bills ln former
sessions. For a number of years past
those Bills come in at the very close of the
session when we have no time to examine
them and see the claims of various roads
which receive those subsidies from the gov-
ernment. I understand that in the present Bil
there are as many as forty roads which are
to receive subsidies. We do not know any-
thing about many of the roads, and on other
occasions, when similar Bills of this kind
were introduced by this government, and
I may say the same was the case with the
previous government-Bills came ln at the
very close of the session, when there was
no time to examine and criticise them, I
raised my protest against the practices. It
le true, the Senate bas not the power to
amend or alter any Item in these Bills, but
it le well we should know something about
the reasons for the votes we give, even If we
have not the power to alter or amend the
measures. A Bill may come in on some
occasion when It would be the duty of the
Senate to reject it In toto, I am not going to
say it is the case with the present Bill, but I
am quite satisfied that there are many items
In this Bill, from what I have heard .about
it, that would scarcely be justified by many
of us without further Information than we
bave been able to obtain up to the present
time.

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

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

FURTIJER ONTSIDRTION POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called. 'House
again i.n Committee of the Whole on Bil
(132) ' An Act to amend the Railway Act.'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT sald: I am not prepared
tó go on with this Bill owing to the absence
of Mr. Barwick, who objecta to the seques-
tration clause. The Minister of Railways
thinks it will not interfere with the lien of
the Ontario Bank ln any way. I do not
profess to know enough of the laws of the
province of Quebec to really give an opin-
ion upon it. I therefore nove that the

Order of the Day be dIscharged, and that
it be fixed for Monday next.

Hon. Sir MACENZIE BOWELL-I
have taken some little pains to look Into
the history of this case, and I find it to be
Of this character: I make the statement
now, because I intended to make it ln com-
mittee. The Macfarlane estate bas a claim
against the railway. Whatever claim that
le, belonged to the banks not to the Ontario
Bank alone, but the Eastern Townships
Bank as well. They not only have a claim
for money advanced, but they have spent
$20,000 in law coste ln contesting this ques-
tion since 1891. It was only ln February
last that a decision was rendered by which
they could place the property of the rail-
way In the hands of the sheriff for sale.
Now, that le all this law wants to do, and it
would have been sold on the 19th day of
this month were it not that those who are
the directors of the railway have thrown
some difficulties ln the way.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Filed an opposition.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
have flled an opposition, and it le awaiting
now the decislon of the courts as to whether
that opposition ls valid or not. If it is not
valid, then the object which this Bill con-
templates will be attained, because the
Macfarlane estate will be enabled to sell all
the Interests of the present owners, or pre-
tended owners, who have control of It, ln the
railway, and whatever sum ls realized from
the sale of the railway will, after paying
the costs incurred by the Ontario Bank and
the Eastern Townships Bank, be divided
pro rata among the creditors, after the lien
of the Macfarlane estate bas been paid. An
Act was placed upon the statute-book In
1891, glving the claim of Henry Mactarlane,
or his legal representatives, a priority over
all the other creditors. That is chapter 97,
of 54-55 Victoria, so that if the railway
be sold and fall Into the hands of any one
else, the claims of the Macfarlane estate
have to be paid under this law before the
other creditors recelve anything.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I introduced a statute
last year ln this House, and I introduced a
short one afterwards postponing the time
when it was to come into operation.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is right, and this is the principal part in
which the bank is interested. I take this
opportunity to make the statement and
show shortly how the affair stands. It ls
much more far-reachIng than that, but the
fHouse will understand it. This Act is ob-
jectionable from many standpoints. The
law of Ontario now gives the power of se-
questration of railways, and so does the law
of Quebece. Here is a railway that is ln
difficulties-that has not paid its debts.
There is a special law on the statute-book
showing who shall have priority of claim.
They have sued ln the courts. It is now
before the courts,· and the new BiH, whieb
we are asked to consider is simply to legis-
late this whole question out of the court.
That is a kind of legislation which I do
not think we ought to adopt, and I am very
glad indeed to hear the Secretary of State
say that he wanted to delay It in order to
obtain more information, notwithstanding
his colleague, the Minister of Railways and
Canals, is desirous to have it placed on the
statute-book.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Minister of Rail-
ways says he does not think it will at ail
disturb the priority of the Ontario Bank.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That is
very true, but the In-terested parties, who
want to get this railway, want power given
te the Attorney General of the province of
Quebec, te come to the Dominion govern-
ment and ask for authority to sequestrate
a railway, part of the property that is now
under the jurisdiction of the Dominion, in
order to accomplish that which the Senate
refused to allow them to accomplish when
they rejected the Bill which was before
them about a month ago, and it is stmply
another attempt 'te legislate people out of
the courts in favour of Interested parties,
and destroy, to a certain extent, and ruin the
interest of those who have, under the law,
a priority.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend is dis-
cussing the Bill, but the question is not
hefore us.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
question is before us. The hon. gentleman
moved te discharge the order, and put it
off until Mon'day. We surely have a right

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

to discuss it on that motion, If we think
proper.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I saw In
the papers yesterday, or the day before, that
this railway has been sold. Does the gov-
ernment know anything about it ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No. I think not. It
would be sold by the sheriff first.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I venture to suggest
that the difficulty might be got over by
adding a f ew words to the twelfth clause oif
this Bill to provide that notbing herein shall
prejudleially affect the interest of Macfar-
lane or his representative.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This Bill is general. It
does not affect the Baie des Chaleurs road
alone.

The motion was agreed te, and the Order
of the Day was discharged and fixed for
Monday next.

ELECTION LAW AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that Bill (133)
'An Act to consolidate and amend the law
relating to the election of members, House
of Comanons,' be referred back to the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The motion was agreed te.

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In parts of Quelbec and
other sections of the Dominion, there are un-
organized distriets, where no voters' liats are
prepared, and where, without some such
provision ais this, the parties would not be
entitled to vote at the next election. I there-
fore, propose the following amendiment for
the consideration of the commiftee :

23a. In any Unorganized district where at the
time of the issuing of the writ of eleotion there
ls no list of votera ln force under the provincial
law and no Provision exista for the making of
such lists, the lista used at the last Dominion in
such unorganized district shall be the legal list
for such unorganized district and shall be for-
warded to the returning officer by the Clerk of
the Crown ln Chancery together with the writ,
and the returning officer shall make ail necessary
and proper provision with respect to polling
divisions and poils in such district to enable the
votera on such list to poli their votes.

2.This section shall not apply to Prince Edward
Island.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY -(P.E.I). I think that
clause should not be accepted. In Quebec
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the last election was that of 1896, and would
the hon. gentleman use the list that was
used for the election ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In the absence of any
other list.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Why does not the
province pass legislation necessary to enable
those parties to vote in their own elections ?
You have legislated for the use of provincial
lists ; now you want a Dominion list. If you
want Dominion lista, let us have them for
the whole Dominion, and not for a portion.
of a province.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The cost
of having elections in those unorganized dis-
tricts would be very great.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understand in the pro-
vince of Quebec there are some parishes in
which no votera' lists have been prepared.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-According to the
municipal law, when a parish la not organ-
ized, there are certain proceedings taken to
annex that locallty to one already organized.
If they do not do that themselves, I do not
see why we should do their work here.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-You might as well
copy the names from the tombstones as use
the old lists. In 1894 this list was made,
and now you are going to search for names
in a wild unorganized part of the country.
It would be no practical use whatever ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understand in one con-
stituency there are about 500 parties who
live in an unorganized district, and in an-
other constituency a very considerable num-
ber-I could not say bow many.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Where ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In the province of
Quebec.

Mr. LANDRY-Where in the province of
Quebec ?

The SPEAKER-In the unorganized por-
tion of Kamouraska.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-How many are there
on the list ?

The SPEAKER-There never was any list
made.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then we cannot refer
back to a list, and this would not apply.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Under the principle the
hon. gentleman from Stadacona lays down,
we would disfranchise the whole province
of Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-We -might as well
provide lista in Prince Edward Island, as to
do this. The province must surely have
made provision for the provincial elections,
and why not avail ourselves of whatever
provision the province has made ?

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-It seems
to me, the government having adopted the
principle of taking the local lista, we ought
not to interfere with what la done ln the
province. It may be thaît it is necessary to
have this provision. The people may be so
far away that they could not take part In
an election. There are some people living
near the northern line of the province of
Quebec, and it would cost hundreds of dol-
lars to get lista of them.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The government has
decided to do away with Dominion lista
and take the local lista. Let them take the
local lists with all their disadvantages.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The proposition is made
on the ground that it la most undesirable
to disfranchise anybody. If the provincial
legislature does not make any provision
for the making &! lista ln an unorganizeU
district, and such lista have been made here-
tofore, those parties found on that list ln
that district shall be entitled to vote.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELLr-
Where ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In the unorganized dis-
tricts, wherever they výoted before and the
provision made for the appointment of offi-
cers there and the holding of elections there,
the same as in the organized districts.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Who
is to make the lista ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The lists are the old
Dominion lista.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUOHERVILLE-Made six
years ago ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If they are not there,
they will not vote.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-According to that
principle, all those who have acquired their
rights during the last lve or six years, and

1119



[SENATE]

were not on the Ilst seven yeare ago, are
excluded. That amendment ls not a propeé
one.

The CHAIRfMAN-How will they vote if
tbey do fiot vote on that list ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They would not vote
at ail.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
seems to me the adoption of that resolution
le going to put very dangerous powers in
the bande of somebody in those unorganized
districts. I venture the assertion that any
person runnIng for a seat in parliament, wIth
.that power In the law, could carry it-that
le, If they are anything at ail like the
agents that we have read of lately. The
most objectionable feature In the clause le
the point raised by the hon. gentleman from
Stadacona. If he understood the Minister
of Justice rig4ht, this only applied to electoral
lists that exist under the old Franchise Àct
of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, because there are
no others.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Just
what I was going to say : there are no
others. Then it would only give the right
of the franchise to persons who resided
in the unorganized districts prior to, or at
the timne of the registration of the votere
under the old lists.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir 'MACKENZIE BOWELL-And
that was in 1894. In these unorganized dis-
trîcts, take it for granted, the population
la much larger now than it was ln 1894. If
I am to compare tlie unorganized districts
of the province of Quebec with those in
Ontario, the settlements muet be much great-
er in those districts than they were seven
years ago ? The hon. gentleman shakes his
head. It may not be the case in the pro-
vince of Quebec. I do not speak of that,
because I do not know ; but I do know in
Ontario, ln the unorganized districts that
exiâted a few years ago. After the construe-
tion of the Canadlan Pacific railway, the
country was filling up rapidly, and that
there are villages and towns-iknportant
towns, and industrlee springing 'up in those
districts which were unorganized, and they
are numerous to-day. That le one of the
advantages of the construction of the road.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

It has opened up new territory altogether.
There may be districts ln the province of
Quebec which have been developed by the
building of railways. I should hope so.
They may be organIzed, and they may not.
If there are any districts which are un-
organized, the proposition should be, If you
want to have anything like an equitable
amendment to the election law, to have a
new liet to cover all the Inhabitants that
are now in that district. There may be
hundreds of men who were working in these
districts, in 1894, that are off In different
parts of the country now. There le no pro-
vision to prevent them going into the pro-
vince of Quebec and voting. You might
take hundreds from the city of Quebec Into
the unorganized districts. Such things have
occurred in the past, and there is no reason
why they may not occur In the future.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Unless the hon. gen-
tleman thinks the original list was a fraud-
aient list, you could not take people from
Quebec. Those districts are on the Lower
St. Lawrence, I believe. There are no rail-
ways there, and I think the population bas
been stationary there for the past forty
years.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I dis-
sent in toto from the inference the bon. gen-
tleman bas drawn from my remarks. Nel-
ther by implication nor directly did I say
the liste were fraudulent. The lists, might
be honestly made, but what I say is, liste
which existed six years ago are not the liste
that should be adopted for an election at
this time-perhaps a year or six. months
hence. In the very law that we have been
discussing, the Franchise Act, provison le
made for preparing a new list in cities and
towns If the list be a year old. Why ? Be-
cause there are so many changes. The
movements of population in those centres
le so great that it would not be fair or equit-
able to hold an election even this year lon
an old Ilst. That principle has been recog-
nized by the law. The Secretary of State,
it le true, tried to repeal it to-day, but whèn
he found the effect It was golng to have he,
did not persist ln It, and I would serlously re-
commend my hon. frlend not to Insist on this
amendment, unless he le prepared to go
further-and I would argue the same as I
did to-day lin reference to the non-disfran-
.chisement of any elector. If you are to have
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a list for the. unorganized districts, let us
have a new one and know who le there.
It is a dangerous proposition to make and
I hope the Minister of Justice will not pugh
it to a vote.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-This amendment
will extend not simply to the province of
Quebec, but also, I understand, to some un-
organized parts of Ontarlo, the North-west
Territories and to British Columbia. I pre-
sume in ail the provinces excepting Prince
Edward Island, New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia, there will be territories to which this
will apply. The Minister of Justice made
the statement that there were as many as
500 in one part of the unorganlzed sections
of the province of Quebec. It ls not unlike-
ly, but there may be a good many In the
unorganized districts of Ontario, British
Columbia and the Territories. It seems a
remarkable thing that the government, who
have been dealing with this question so
long, having this measure before the other
branch of parliament for nearliy three
months, perhaps more than three months,
and here we are just on the eve of proro-
gation with a proposition of this kind before
us for the first time. It is a very serlous thing
if the people of ail those unorganized dis-
tricts are not protected ; but the kind of pro-
tection proposed in this amendment is not, I
submit, of any value. We might as well go
back to the tombstones, as I said before, to
get our list of names in remote unsettled
parts of the country, as to go to the voters'
list of, 1894. A great many men would
be away, many dead, and a vast num-
ber of new-comers would appear upon
the scene. It would not be a -represen-
tation of the people'of that part of the coun-
try, and surely there is some provision for
the conducting of elections for provincial
purposes in those places. As the principle
has been adopted by this parliament of
using the provincial liste and franchise, why
not, in those districts as in the rest, fali
back upon what the provinces are doing and
what the law in the province la ? It le a
deplorable thing that we should have
reached the end of the session and almost
completed the consideration of this Bil
without having discovered during all this
time that the franchise of those people has
not been considered until now, and we are
asked at the last moment to adopt this
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amendment which le altogether inadequate
to give representation to the people who are
in those .unorganized territories and which
opens the door for al kinds of wrong-
doing In those territories.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It ls a new machine.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understand there are
two districts ln the Lower St. Lawrence,
Saguenay, for Instance, ln whieh there is:
no lst. It simply means, if you are to de-
pend wholly upon the provincial statute,
that there will be no opportunity of record-
Ing the vote. I am willing to let the Bill
stand until Monday to consider the ques-
tion as to whether we may do in that dis-
trict the same as we are doing in Prince
Edward Island or in the North-west Terri-
tories, letting the parties who are qualified
under the law come forward at the time of
voting, or come forward as in the North-
west Territories before, and prepare a list,
if a list le thought necesary.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-That le right.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In the province of
Prince Edward Island we have not insisted
on that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It is a general sys-
tem there.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It does not matter.
For this Dominion eiection you allow people
to vote whose names are not on the voters'
list.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Because there Is
no voters' list4 in Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There le none in these
territôries.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There are voters'
lists in the province of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I shall ask the commit-
tee to rise and consider thle amendment
further, but am not prepared to disfran-
chise a large population In a district simply
because there l no municipal 1ist, no muni-
cipal organization, and no provincial ma-
chinery with which a list le to be pre-
pared. If my hon. friend le willing to have
applied to his own province, on account of
the failure of: the*province to prepare a list,
the rule that he wants to apply to the coun-
ties to which I refer, then we can consider
that question.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I do not know
what the hon. member means by proposing
a different rule for my own prov'ince. I have
made no suggestion such as that. If the
hon. gentileman wanted to treat Prince Ed-
ward Island the same as he ls treating these
parts of the province of Quebec, he would
have provided liste In some way. He le
here providing a list, the very list he sald
ail the time he would not provide l the
case of Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I am not.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I may tell my hon.
friend, the province of Prince Edward Is-
land feels under no particular obligation to
the government for the way they are dealing
with this Bill. They were fairly well satis-
fled with the Dominion Franchise Act, under
which they were able to conduet the elec-
tions very well. They are perfectly well
satisfied with their own laws, under which
they have open voting in provincial elections,
but the present government are attempting
to graft a ballot system upon a condition of
things where there was no voters' list, and
hence all the difflculties have been of their
own creating, because they attempted to do
this incongruous thing. The province did
not demand it. It Is because these gentle-
men adopted a principle they find very diffi-
cuit to carry out, and the dlfflculty la ail
of their own creation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. minister
must not forget that we had a Dominion
list and a Dominion franchise ; the present
government dld away with al that, and laid
lt down as a principle to accept the local
lists.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Let him accept the
local lts. In the Saguenay district he said
there were no electoral lists. I deny that.
They have a list.

The SPEAKER-They have no list for
provincial eleetione-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is there any list at
Tadousac?

The SPEAKERL-The hon. gentian might
let me finish.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I had the floor. Ta-
dousac has lists. L'Anse St. Jean bas liste.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Bersimis bas Ilits, and different places near
the Sagnenay River are all provided with
liste; but I suppose, in the far east, on the
Labrador coast, there may be no liste. Those
portions of that county are unorganized, but
lu our municipal organization we have the
means to provide for ail those unorganized
places, when they are adjacent to parishes
which are organized, to have ail the advan-
tages which the organized parishes have. If
the Dominion government are making their
own choice In taklng the electoral lists of
the province to substitute then for the fede-
ral lists, let them take them.

The SPEAKER-I want to tell the eom-
mittee that I know, personally, in a great
many places along the St. Lawrence, on the
uorth shore, where there are 1,000 electors,
they were voting under the Franchise Act
at the last election, but since the Franchise
Act has been doue away with, they would
have no voters' list. They never had any
munlcipality organized : they never had any
liste except for the federal elections. If the
amendment now before the committee ls
not passed, ail those electors will have no
lst to vote upon, and will be disfranchised.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-How
did these parties cixbtain the right to vote at
the last election, held in 1896? Because the
Franchise Act had been repealed some time
before that. No, perhaps I am mistaken.

The SPEAKEB-They ail voted at the last
election, and could not vote now.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Were they dis-
franchised in the provincial elections?

The SPEAKER-It la an unorganized dis-
trict, along the St. Lawrence, where there
are no municipalities.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-They voted lu the
local eleetion?

The SPEAKER-They voted under the
Dominion Franchise Act.

Hon. Mr. POWER-l do not suppose any
of us want to distranehise people. The Min-
ister of Justice bas moved to report pro-
gress, with a view te providing a means for
those hundreds ef electors to vote. What-
ever scheme le reported will be submitted
to the committee when we meet again. and
I *do not see any obieet In diseussing the
matter now.
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Hon. Sir XfAOKENZIE BOWELL-We
are oblIged for the lecture the hon. gentle-
nian bas read us.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have not read any
lecture. I object.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not care whether the hen. gentleman objects
or not. The condition which bas arisen
upon this information which the hon. Speak-
er has just given this House is somethlng
of which mont of us probably were not
aware. He bas given us Information In re-
gard to the unorganized districts and the
manner in which they have voted in the
past, and the desire to give them a franchise
in the future. I venture the assertion, that
no one in the House, except those directly
acquainted with the subject, had that in-
formation. I know I had not, and it mlght
be the means of changing my opinion, and
that is what we are here for, to discuss
questions of this kind, instead of being read
lectures. We are not in the habit of swal-
lowing everythiug hoius bolus. When I rend
this clause, I thought it was a dangerous
thing, but the information given by His
Honour the Speaker bas modified my views,
and if this Io changed, I might consent to it ;
but I do not think the Senate would consent
to an arrangement to record votes on a list
five years old. Does His Honour the Speak-
er tell us that there is no organization,
municipal or otherwise, in these places, and
no law which controls these people?

The SPEAKER-They are hundreds of
miles apart, and It is impossible to have
any municipality regulating them with so
much distance between them.

Hou. Mr. FERGUSON-It appears it W
possible for the government of 1894 to pro-
vide a list, and It seems most remarkable
that the provincial legislature having lists
for the whole province, did not provide a
list for these districts. I think my hon.
friend the Speaker said that the elections
for the province in 1897 were held on the
Dominion list of 1894, and these people all
voted on this list if their names appeared
on it.

The SPEAKER-Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-It was not so very
bad as it wIll be on in 1900 or 1901, but it
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certainly seems poor data to work upon, a
list of that date.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
a most extraordinary statement to make,
that an nhalbited, but unorganised district
voted under the law whWlch gave them no
power to vote, because under the Dominion
franchise they could only vote for a Do-
minion member, and ýmy hon. friend said
they actually voted ln the local election on
the Dominion Eist, which had no force, as
far as they were concerned, in the province
of Quebec, unless the legislature adopted
the Dominion lista for that particular dis-
trict.

The SPEAKER-That was the way it was
doue.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-By law ?

The SPEAKER-Yes, It could not be done
otherwise.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Does my hon. friend
object to this clause ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh,
certainly.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will ask the commit-
tee to rise and report progress, and dis-
cuss the question with my colleagues. It
may be that It wIll be ,found rthe best way
will be to allow the persons to vote without
this, because it will be very expensive work
to prepare a list extending over some hun-
dreds of miles with very difficult means of
communication.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-How
will this affeet the inhabitants of Anti-
costi ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think It wIll
affect them. There were a few there, but
they were driven out.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG, from the ceommittee,
reported that they had made some progress
with the Bill, and asked leave to oit again
on Monday.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF AMMNDMENTS POST-
PONED.

The Order of the Day being called:

i Further consideration of the m=ua from
the House of Commons disagreelng to the amend-
ment of the Senate to the amendments made by
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the House of Commons to (Bill K) 'An Act
further to amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'-
(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
would prefer to have this item stand. It is
a contentious Item, and will take some time,
unless the hon. minister is prepared to ac-
cept the amendment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not prepared to
accept the amendment, but I expect the hon.
gentleman will have his way: I was
anxious to get rid of It and have it go to
the House of Commons. Unless we deal
with the matter to-day, the probability is
the Bill will never reach the House of Com-
mons. The House of Commons are expeet-
ing to rIse on Tuesday.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not know what they may expect. We have
not had a great deal to do here, and I think
as they have kept us walting, we will have
to keep them waiting until we can intelli-
gently consider the measure sent to us.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-They have kept us
five months and a half.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
would not be unfair for us to keep them for
a month.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-If my hon. friend is
very desirous, I will not press it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It will
not take twenty minutes to say whether
they will accept it or not, and I am Inclined
to think they wIll, from what I have learned,
because it does not deprive them of all they
dèsired, and it is a compromise between the
opinion this'House bas expressed in the for-
mer Bil and what they want. I think if
they are reasonable they will accept it.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-That is another matter.
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will agree to the pro-

position to let It stand over to Monday, but I
wIll say to my hon. friend at the same time
that to propose such an amendment as he
proposes, and which he 1a going now to
bring before us again, which differs so very
little from what is already in the Bill, can
hardly be considered as resting upon any
particular principle.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If it
differs so very lttle, as the bon. gentleman
says, there can be no objection to accepting

Hon. Mr. YOUNG.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the Order of
the Day be discharged and placed on the
Orders of the Day for Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, July 16, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Eleven
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DOMINION ELECTIONS BILL.

HOUSE AGAIN IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed In Committee of
the Whole consideration of Bill (133) ' An
Act to consolidate and amend the law relat-
ing to the election of members of the House
of Commons.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-It was
understood that any opposed orders would
be taken up this afternoon.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. fDeBOUCHERVILLE-I under-
stood there was some opposition to this.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-This is simply with
reference to a new proposition the hon.
minIster was introducing wlth regard to un-
organized districts.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. I suggested an
amendment and I have put It ln the follow-
ing shape:

In any division of any electoral district in
the province of Quebec in which there la no
votera' list, parties who are qualified under
the franchise law of the province of Quebec te
have their names placed upon such votera' lista,
shall be entitled to vote at such polling division
on taking the oath in the form

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Is not
that provided for by the Quebec law ? Per-
haps the minister would tell us if he ha&
looked into the Quebec law.

Hon. (Mr. MILLS-I bave not looked into
it personally, but the Solicitor General has,
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and he has reported to me, and so I drew
this clause this morning, and asked him to
prepare a fonm of affidavit meeting the
requirements in the province.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-He told
the hon. minister there was no provision lin
the Quebec law about it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUHERVILLE-I suppose
this might go through commlttee and we
could take the third reading this afternoon ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. I would say to
hon. gentlemen that ln accordance with the
understanding we had, the clerk, Mr. Fraer,
went over the schedule and at the same
time went over the Act, and I wish to make
some verbal changes such as he has pointed
out to iake the Act uniformly consistent
throughout. In section 41, I propose to
strike out the word ' district ' and subetitute
'division.'

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-WIll the
word 'division' apply to ail the provinces ?

Hou. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. ;DeBOUCHERVILLE-Unless
the hon. minister is perfectly certain, it may
happen that in some of the provinces the
word ' district ' ls used, and lin others 'divi-
sion.' Why not put 'division or district.' ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is in reference to our
own divisions that we are making provision.

The amendment was adopted.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then all that le left ls
the amendment of which I have giveu
notice.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I asked the hon. gen-
tleman to let it stand till this afternoon.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. The only thing is,
the House of Commons has to concur in ail
this. If they object to our amendments,
it means further delay.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I understood that any
controversial matter was to be left over till
this afternoon.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--Certainly.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Take a
man In an unorganized district, say Labra-
dor, will he vote ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The unorganized will be
divided the same as the organized territory
and he will vote in the polling division in
Which he resides.

Hon. Mr. LAN'DRY-Who will make the
division ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The returning officer,
where there is no division made. That is
provided for in the Bill.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-In a dis-
trict of ten miles there might be only one
resident. Will the Bill provide for him ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The returning officer
will exercise hie judgment.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-There
are places north of Quebec, to the limite of
the province of Quebec, where there are no
settlers at al for an immense number of
miles.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They are not in any
polling division. The hon. gentleman mis-
apprehends what ls being done. I under-
stand that in some counties in the lower St.
Lawrence there is no municipal organization.
There are portions of some of the electoral
divisions as they now exist. We are not
disturbing any electoral division ; we are
dealing wlth those electoral divisions as they
now exist. There ls some portion of them in
which there ls no voters' liste prepared.
Those parties who reside there that would
be qualified under the old law to have their
names placed on the voters' list, and so vote
after the name is on the lst, will, under this
proposed clause, be enabled to come forward
at the poil established within their district
and vote, although their names are not on
the voters' liste, just precisely as they do
in the North-west Territories. That ls all
that is intended. It le not intended to em-
brace territory not in an electoral district,
but It le Intended to enable everybody, who
is otherwise qualified, to vote, although hie
name may not be on the list. If he resides
in an organized district, where there is a
votera' list, it will not enable him to vote,
but it wilI where there le no list.

Hon. Mr. LAN'DRY-The amendment will
provide for that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.
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Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And the amendment
will be complete when the form is added to
it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-So we muet wait for
the form. Will it be ready this afternoon ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. But it will add
nothing.e It is to give effect.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-<Did I understand
the hon. minister to say that some sucb
system prevalled in the North-west Territo-
ries ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-But if
they are living in a place unorganized and
not belonging to any county-

Hon. Mr. WATSON-They have no vote.

Hon. Mr. :DeBOUCHERVILLE-I am not
asking the bon. gentleman, I am asking the
bon. Minister of Justice. They are living in
a place which does not belong to any county.
Will they take advantage of it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They cannot.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-It would
be necessary to put It clearly in the amend-
ment, because there are some places that do
not belong to any county.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There are no lists there. Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is elear as it is.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-But there le ample
provision for a revision, something such as
we have introduced in this law.

Hon. Mr. MILDS-This is exactly the same
in principle as the provision in the terri-
tories. In the territories there is a voters'
list prepared after the lists are issued, but
It may the that a man's name l not found
on that list, and he may come f orward on
the day of voting, and swear that he is a
qualified elector and possesses the necessary
qualification, and on taking the oath he ls
entitled to vote.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-HIe is entitled to
vote undoubtedly. But my bon. friend stop-
ped there and did not say what follows.
Immediately on bis voting, an objection can
be put in, and he Is summoned to appear
before a revising board some days after, and
there le an appeal from the rivising board
to a judge. All that le provided for In the
territorial law. There le nothing of that
kind proposed here. It seems to me It would
open the door for bad votes being put In.

The CHAIRMAN-The clause reads :
In any polling division of any electoral dis-

trict of the province of Quebec.

Therefore the voter must be in some dis-
trict already established.

The amendment was allowed to stand.

On clause 140,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-When
clause 140 was under consideration the other
day, I called attention to what I thought a
very extraordinary provision in this clause,
which provides for the non dining nor punish-
ing people who committed a wrong at an
eleetion. The clause reads :

No fine or penalty shall be imposed under this
section If it appears to the judge or jury that
the person has already been sued-

The CHAIRMAN-We have added the
words ' to judgment or acquittal.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
ls not the point to which I desire to call
attention. The next three lines read as fol-
lows :

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It le intended for -nor shall any fine or penalty be imposed for
that. any offence proved only by the evidence or

admission of the person oommitting it.
Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I under-

stand it perfectly. Supposing there le a set. e, a an ma he comited the
tlement at the other end of the county of goe i he lw an elcto
Beauce, which is not organized as a mu-
nicipality, where they have no lists ; those oteuiteHe eo the curt, he toe
men can take advantage of the amendment? ace Have no tbe jus lae p

vince o! Ontario, who have just made a
Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes. report in the Elgin case, based their report

Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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upon the provisions of a law slnilar
to this clause? We have the candi-
'date ln that clause who contested the
election. Mr. McNish, who was defeat-
ed, making an extraordinary confession, slgn-
ed by his own hand ln order ta prevent
an investigation of the court, in case it went
'nto court to contest his right ta hold a
seat. We have also the confessions of some
of the parties who committed the grossest
of frauds, and there was ne other evidence
brought before the judges and before that
court to sustain the contentions which had
been made by these parties, and yet the
'judges report, and properly mo, under such a
clause of the election law that no wrong
had been committed by anybody, or rather
that there was no evidence to convict them.
There was no evidence brought before that
court, owing to the manner in which It was
constituted-which perhaps it is not neces-
sary for me to discuss just now. Owing
to the manner ln which it was constituted
by the Ontario government, no evidence was
brought forward to sustain the contentions
of these men who lef t the country, some of
them. nor to sustain the confession of the
candidate himself. Of sa gross a character
were they that, rather than go [nto court,
the candidate made a general confession
over bis own signature, of the wrongs whicli
had been perpetrated. Well, Individually I
know the reason he did that, but It Is not
necessary for me ta repeat that here in order
to intenslfy the objections which I have to
this clause. I think it is an extraordinary
provision, unless we are ta lay down the
principle that every man who commits a
fraud at an election. can turn Queen's evid
ence and go clear. There would be no diffi.
culty ln 1penpetrating any armount of villainy
at an election by a man who has ho scruples
of right or w.rong. He could perpetrate al
the offences that are attempted ta be com
mitted under the election law, and after
wards make a ful confession of the whol
thing and he could not te convicted of it un
less you have other evidence to corrolborat
his confession. I hope the minister will con
sider that clause before the meeting thli
afternoon. I am nat prepared to accept thi
theory, or argument, because it has beei
the law ln the past that it should remali
there. There are a number of, provisions i
this BIll which never existed before. W

made a change in one of those clauses whieh
provided a penalty. They were optional. It
was discretionary with the judge ta say
whether there should be a penalty imposed
or not. In one or two of these we have
made it imperative, if the crime be proved,
that the culprit must be fined a minimum or
a maximum sum, and then he must go ta
jail for having done It, for a minimum or
maximum tie.

As we want to make this law as perfect
as possible, we should leave no loophole for
a man to escape punishment if he commits
wrong. Let us have a fair expression of
opinion from the people if we can, and
whatever that opinion wili be, the minorIty
are bound, under our system of goverinment,
to accept It -until public opinion changes. I
look upon this feature of the law as very
dangerous-all the more dangerous from
facs that have transpired lately, and I
dare say we shall have more of It, very
likely, in the Brockville and West Huron
cases particularly. In visew of what tran-
spired ln the committee.Investigating these
cases ln the House of Commons, let us
remove ail chance of escape If we possibly
can.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I would not see
su h an objection te this if It were con-

ned to cases where the witness became evi-
dence for the Crown. We know that prin-
ciple Is recognized ln criminal cases, and
that a man who becomes Queen's evidence
is allowed to escape with a small punish-
ment. I think the distinction ought ta be
drawn.

- Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I bad
no reference *hatever to Queen's evidence.
I do not'propose ta Interfere with that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This has been ln the
statutes for a good many years. It wsu
revised and inserted again in precisely the
same words ln the revised statutes, and cer-
tainly those who luserted it ln the fdrst
place, and those who contInued it, muet

e have had a reason, and a reason which they
- regarded as adequate. I would not be pre-
s pared, myself, to strike this out, unless
e there was some adequate reason for It.

Hou. Mr. FERGUSON-Let It stand over.

n Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have seen afBdavite
e published alluding to some person that I
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feel perfectly confident, on a question of
moral certainty, that the person who made
these affidavits did not tell the truth. Sup-
posing you had a very close election, and
had an inquiry, and testimony of this sort
were admitted, a man might be bribed to
.testify against himself wlth a view of affect-
ing the election. I should be very sorry in-
deed to place the return of a man who had
attempted to conduct his election honestly,
at the mere Inercy of one who would make
an affidavit of this sort against * himself.
This matter was fully discussed at the time
by Sir A. A. Dorion, Mr. Blake, Sir John
Macdonald, John Hillyard Cameron and
others, and the conclusion they reached and
embodied in the law I should be very sorry
to set aside upon some abstract theory. In
my opinion, the effect of repealing this
clause would be to enable a party not merely
to testify against himself, but if this testi-
mony was accepted, to affect the seat of the
successful candidate, who had conducted his
election honestly. I think the law is safer
as It is.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I con-
fess I do not understand the argument of
the lion. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-This
clause may possibly be amended to carry
out the intention, and remove any objec-
tion, by requiring corroborative evidence.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is the case now.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I under-
stand a man gives his evidence in an elec-
tion case, and the law, as it stands, says
that the member sued will not lose his seat
or be punished on account of this man's
testimony : but does It prevent the man
who gives the evidence from being pun-
ished ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Of course
this evidence will not go against the mem-
ber who la oued, but will it not go against
the man who gives the evidence himself ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is upon the trial of
an election petition that this ilaw applies.
It applies to a.1 parties.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The wit-
ness himself cannot be punished.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not upon his eown testi-
mony.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If this
principle is to be carried out, there is no rea-
son why it should not apply to an investiga-
tion which ·takes place when a candidate bas
been cited before the court to hold what is
called an examination for discovery. A
candidate is brought In Ontario, and I sup-
pose in the other provinces, before a judge,
to discover what bas been done. He is put
under oath and subjected to ail sorts of
cross-examination. If he admits, under that
examination, that he has violated the law,
is he to go free in that case, or only when
ho comes before a court for an election
trial ? If a man is guilty of stealing, and
he is brought up before a magistrate and
confesses that he stole a horse, the magis-
trate does not set him free. It may be a
mitigation of the offence, I admit. The
ju'y would have to find him guilty, and it
would be for the judge to say what punish-
ment should be adminietered, and be would
take the clrcumstances into consideration as
to whether it should be a few months In
jail or he should go to the penitentiary.
Here is a law under which if you prove
that a man has carried an election by the
grossest fraud, and if there is no evidence
to convict him but his own admission the
only penalty is the voidlng of the election.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The costs will fall on
him.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-That
would depend altogethesr on the judges. But
that puts the ether candidate, who might
otherwIse have been elected, and It puts the
country to the expense of another contest.
I should like to see that put beyomd a doubt.
My hon. friend says it might prevent a
man confessing. They do not often confess.
What are you going to do with a man who
is put In the witness box during an election
trial. The candidate himself la often sub-
jeeted to cross-examination of the severest
possible kind by the best legal talent obtain-
able. He is compelled, during the cross-
examination, to admit violations of the la
which he would not have admitted volun-
tarily, or under any other circumstances,
but rather than perjure himself, he makes
the confession. Now, if there is no other evi-
dence to show that he did commit that
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breach of the law, you cannot punish him
under this law. le that right ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, unfortunately it is.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
it is utterly absurd to put a man in the
witness box at ail to try and discover whe-
ther he bas doue wrong. I know there 1s
no provision of the law which says a man ls
obliged to convict himself and subject him-
self to a penalty, but we have had cases
where cross-examinatlon proved beyond a
peradventure that a crime was committed,
and the man was allowed to go free, and
the Minister of Justice says that is right.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, that is right.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
hon. friend and I generally agree in mat-
ters of this kind, but in this case, we are
diametrically opposed to each other. Where
you can drag the facts out of a witness, he
ought to be punished, or If he perjures him-
self, and you prove it, you should punish
him.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-iMy hon. friend will
see that, without this cause, there would
be strong temptation to prevent a mati tel-
ling all he knew. You have an election trial
and the man makes a statement, and la
called as a witness. He says : 'I have re-
ceived a bribe from a certain party.' If you
could prove that by another witness, you
could punish him but if you were going to
piunish him for every confession he mnakes
with regard to his own wrong conduct, you
would simply hold out every possible motive
to him not to come forward and tell what
he knows. I remember very well this matter
was thoroughly thrashed out.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I con-
fess I do not remember it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There was a general
agreement on the subject. It was felt that
in an election trial, almost every man who
could give evIdence would be a man who
would be liable to punishment if the facts
about which he is called 1upon to give evi-
dence could be established by other parties,
and so, in order that he may testify freely,
the intention is to allow him to testify with
the full knowledge before hlm that he ls
not going to be punished for the admission
or confession which he makes.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG, from the committee,
reported that they had made some progress
with the Bill and asked leave to sit again.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

AGAIN IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole ln consideration of Bill (132) 'An Act
to amend the Rallway Act.'

(In the Committee.)

On the last clause,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I would suggest that
this clause be allowed to stand until the
afternoon.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have an amendment
here which may remove the objections which
have been raised to the clause. The Minister
of Railways Is of opinion that this would
not interfere with the claim of the Ontario
Bank and the McFarlane estate. The amend-
ment which I propose is as follows :

Provided always that nothing in this section
contained shall affect or interfere with any
judgment now existing against any railway com-
pany upon which final process may have Issued
authorizing the sale of the said railway, but
such sale may proceed ln accordance with the
law of the province authorizing the same.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The hon. gentleman
stated on Saturday that he was communi-
cating with Mr. Barwick.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have done so, and
have just received the answer. The Min-
ister of Railways thought this clause in its
present shape did not in any way interfere
with any existing judgment, or any process
that was now in course of operation against
any railway company, and I asked Mr. Bar-
wick to say whether he agreed or consented
to this. He answered :

I dissent from that view. The clause, as I
learned on Saturday, is intended to meet the case
of the Bale des Chaleurs Railway. There is no
necessity for it. The provincial law makes pro-
viaion for sale.

The alnendment I proposed meets the case.

Hon. .Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is a
mystery to a layman what necessity there is
for this law at all. There la but one railway
in the whole Dominion that it would apply
to.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There are other rail-
ways. The Minister of Railways mentioned
one In New Brunswick which was embar-
rassed ln the same way.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
know what this Bill was intended for, be-
cause It has been stated. I cannot under-
stand what necessity there la for making a
general law to meet a special case. The rail-
way is bankrupt, as this clause implies it is,
but the whole case is before the court now,
and the road ready to be sold to any one who
may desire to buy it. If any one buys the
road and afterwards it becomes bankrupt'
then this law might step It, but what we are
attempting to do Is to place it ln the power
of the attorney general of any province to
apply to the Dominion government for per-
mission to do that which the law of the
provInce permits h'rn to do now ; fbut, the
argument is, it being a Dominion railway,
the local law does not apply. In this case,
the road it Is intended to strike is one that
is now under the hammer, and is to be sold
in the interest of those who have claims
against It. It is like a good deal of other
leg'islation, we have had, to aneet a partieu!lar
case and particular circumstances, where a
local governnent desire to get rid of one
class of men and put the enterprise ln the
hands of another. That ls what the Bill
provided for that was rejected a short time
ago by a commIttee of the Senate this ses-
sion. That attempt having failed, this Bill
is introduced to accomplish that which was
formerly rejected. The Secretary of State
has made a declaration as to the opinion of
the Minister of Railways and Canals. We
have the law offlcer of the Crown, and it is
his opinion on matters of this kind that
should guide us, if we are to be gulded at
all by it. If it becomes a question of law
that divides the House, the law offleer ls
the gentleman who should give his opinion,
and not the Minister of Railways. The Min-
ister of Railways introduced this Bill for a
purpose, and his opinion would be in accord
ance with the Idea paramount In his mind,
and he would so give it. Has this matter
been submitted to the hon. Minister of Jus.
tice, as the legal adviser of the Crown, and
what is his opinion of the clause, and what
would be the effect of passIng the amend
ment ? Firat of all, I should like to know

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

whether this has been submitted to the
Department of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not that I am aware of.

lion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Just
what I anticipated. We have had cases of
the kind before, where clauses have been
introduced affecting the titles to lands, ln the
North-west Territories, which this House ob-
jected in the interests of the North-west, and
had It materialy amended, and when the
question was put to the hon. Minister of
Justice, he had never seen it and knew
nothing about It. The majority ln the
House concurred ln the view we took when
It went back to the House of Commons with
amendments. So palpable was the at-
tempt to do that wbich should not have
been done by any legislature, that the
House of Commons not only accepted our
amendment, but actually improved it, and
made it still stronger. Here is a similar
case. I am not arguing in favour of the
individuals, but here 1s a similar case, in
which civil rights are attempted to be in-
terfered with by legislation. Perhaps the
hon. gentleman who has just come ln will
tell us whether he approves of this kind
of legislation or not. However, as it Is not
to be passed untIl the afternoon, I shall say
nothing further about it at present.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think that some
such clause as this is necessary. As it is
now, if a railway ds -within the provincial
juriadiction, then the provincial courts can-
not deal with it. If a railway gets into
debt, the creditors can make their elaims
good under the provincial law, but if a rail-
way is situated within the province, and
that railway has been declared by statute
to be for the general benefit of Canada, so
that it comes within the jurisdiction of this
parliament, then the legal authorities, as I
understand, cannot deal with it without fur-
ther legislation by this parliament. Now,
what does this clause propose to do ? It
proposes simply that where a railway 1s
altogether within the limits of the pro-
vince, the courts of the province which
are the only courts, I think, which have
a right to deal with it, shall have the
right to deal with it effectually. It seems to
me that le a reasonable proposition. The
courts shah not have the right to deal with
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it unless the officer of the province makes
application to the Governor In Council for
an order to allow the railway to be dealt
wit'h. I do not know enough about the
merIts of the case to which the hon. leader
of the opposition refers, to discuss it, but
If such a proviso was added to this clause
as would make it clear that it was not to
affect that particular case, the clause in
itself, as a general clause, is a good one,
even though in this particular instance the
leader of the opposition may think it would
work misehlevously. But If a proviso were
added to it, providing that It ahould not ap-
ply to this particular case, then the clause
is one which I think we should have on
the statute-book.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved that tbe com-
mittee rise, report progress and ask leave
to sit again.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-At this stage of the
session it seems unreasonable to allow a
number of Bills to stand over.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--That
is not our fault.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I moved an amendment
ln accordanoe with the view of my hon.
friend opposite : we are most anxious that
no proceedings of ours should Interfere with
cases pending in courts, and my amendment
was to exempt cases now in court from the
operation of this clause. Nothing could be
more ln that line than the method in which
we are legislating. Where a case is sub-
judice, we exempt it from the operations of
the statute.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Did I
understand, from the reading of this tele-
gram, that this amendment has been sub-
mitted to the solicitor who was acting on
behalf of the bank ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, I drew it this morn-
ing.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
only dissents from the view taken by Mr.
Blair.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I telegraphed that the
Minister of Railways thought it would not
affect the case Mr. Barwick ls Interested in,
and 1 said : 'If you think otherwise wire
me,' and he wired me and I prepared an

amendment which will exempt it from the
operation of the clause.

Hon. Mr. FERGU8ON-If my hon. friend
ls right about that, it will not take much
time to consider it after luncheon.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-All right.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW, from the comnittee,
reported that they had made some progreas
and asked leave to sit again.

RAILWAY BUBSIDIES BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order of the Day being called:
Committee e the Whole House on (Bâl 193)

An Aot to authorise the granting of subsidies
in aid of the construction of the Unes of rail-
way therein mentioned.-(Hon. Mr. Midis.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the third read-
ing of the Bill. He said : we do not go
into committee on a Bill of this sort.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Perhape the hon.
gentleman may be able to tell us how much
these subsidies amount to in the aggregate.
I know there le a aliding scale relating to
some of them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Something les than
three and a half million. I think it ls $a,-
400,00.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That ls, without
counting anything for the slldlng scale by
which they can go up to $6,400 per mile in
special cases.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-And
without comnsidering the extra provision for
Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-These are ail new.
These are not subsidies whieh have been
granted hitherto and not expended.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Some of them are re-
votes and some of them are the extension
of existing lnes, and there will be in some of
these further extensions hereafter. The ap-
propriations do not cover the whole length
of Une contemplated, but what may be rea-
sonably expected to be undertaken during
the present year. Hon. gentlemen know that
a number of these roads, in Northern On-
tarlo, for instance, are due to the develop-
ment of the mines and to the establishment

1131



1132 [SENATE]

of the pulp business. The construction is ne-
cessary to enable the material to be got out
ln the one case and In the other, and with
regard to the North-west Territories, the
construction of some additional railways,
for the purpose of meeting the requirements
of new settlers, persons going Into the coun-
try who will have no railway facilities
owing to the districts which they are occupy-
Ing being at some considerable distance
from the railroads - already constructed.
Then there are roads, to a limited extent,
undertaken ln the maritime provinices and
also ln the province of Quebec. The prin-
ciple adopted ln the subsidies,-and of course
they embrace the very limited number of
the roads requlring subsidies-has been to
take the population of the provinces roughly
as the basis of the railway appropriation, so
that each province will have an appropria-
tion for the roads which have been pro-
Jected and which are contemplated as ne-
cessary to construet in proportion to its pop-
ulation-in other words, ln proportion to its
contribution to the public revenue. It would
be scarcely fair to push certain roads in
one province to the exclusion of railway
construction altogether in another province,
and that seems to be the fairest rule that
could be adopted. Certain railways which
have been projected in almost ail the pro-
vinces will stand over after this, because
when making a very large charge beyond
what it would be possible to undertake in
the year ail the demands for aid could not
be acceded to, but those that were regarded
of greatest urgency, the construction of
which would be most advantageous to the
public and ·to certain large enterprises, some
of which have been projected and some of
them completed, the system adopted on the
whole Is a fair one. In British Columbia, I
think, there Is but one road aided this year.
There was another spoken of ln the northern
part of Vancouver Island, the extension of
the road that Is constructed as far as
Nanaimo to the northern part of the Island.
That was omitted simply because the friends
were not pressing it for the present season.
Perhaps they are not anxious to go on with
it at once, but, no doubt, a good deal of
advantage will accrue to the country when
It is constructed, and the fact that it was
not upon the list of railways to be aided
is no indication that it is not regarded as
a work of merit.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I would ask my
hon. friend whether in former Bills for grant-
ing subsidies it has not been stated ln the
Bill ln each item whether it h4ppened to
be a revote, I can flnd nothing of that kind
ln this Bill, and therefore it was not a re-
vote except ln one or two cases la lieu of
a former vote, where they were making It
larger. I think there were only one or two
cases of that kind.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I think my hon. friend
will find it ln the estimates brought down,
but not in the Bill.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I would ask the
hon. Minister of Justice to give me some
Information. I see ln the 16th paragraph of
section 2, that there Is a grant to be given
to the Grand Trunk Railway Company of
Canada of $270,000 to make up the grant
in aid of the undertaking to $500,000 upon
condition that the tolls upon the bridge for
passengers and vehicular traffle shall be sub-
ject to the approval of the Governor ln Coun-
cil, a sum noet exceding $200,000. Is that
condition imposed by the government ? Was
the approval of the tolls of the bridge by
the Governor in Council a condition that
could be imposed on every bridge ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is with some.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What I want to
know Is, could that condition be imposed
upon a subsidy provided for by chapter 7,
clause 10 of the Act, referring to the sub-
sidy for the bridge over the St. Lawrence at
Quebec ? I merely ask if such condition as
is imposed upon the Grand Trunk in the
public interest could be slmilarly imposed
upon another ? Perhaps the hon. minister
might avoid making any search for the pur-
pose of answering the question if he could
say wbether the Senate cotuld alter the
present Bill so as to impose that condition on
the Quebec Bridge Company ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, we cannot make
any amendment to this Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not know how it is with other hon. gentle-
men, but if this Bill is to be discussed at
all, we should have an opportunity of read-
ing It. I understood the hon. minister ln
'noving the third reading to say that the sub-
sidies are principally for the opening up and
'developing of unsettled and new sections of
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the country. So far as the principle uf sub-
sidizing railways for the purpose he has in-
dicated is concerned, I think we would all
approve of It, but we find in this, as in other
subsidies which have been granted of late,
they have not been confined to that object.
In the last subsidies that were voted by this
House, there was one for the sixty-sixth
part of a mile. I wonder If that was for
the development of the unsettled portions
of the country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Which Is that?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
ls not In the Bill this year. I am speaking
of the past. I find in some of these before
us now, having looked at them casually,
that there is some seven miles oif a railway
from Caradoc Station on the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway to the town of Strathroy. I
was under the impression that that was one
of the best settled portions of Ontarlo. It
may be necessary to have it lu the interests
of the people who live there, but it certainly
does not come within the category of devel-
oping a new section of the country. No. 3
is really for the purpose of development.
That ls a railway running from Bancroft
northward twenty miles to connect with the
Pembroke Southern Railway, or what is
known as the Booth road. That would give
them not only an outlet for all settlers, and
for those going west and east, but It would
also open up a new section of country en-
tirely. This is not open now except by the
colonization road which those who have
travelled in that section of the country know
is very difficult to travel by. No. 5 is of the
same character, but here are some roads
going through the best settled portions of the
country. It is almost unnecessary to discuss
these matters. Here is a subsidy for four
miles, another for seven miles, and a varlety
of others. I should like to ask an explana-
tion about Item 27, a road from Farnham
to Frelighsburgh and International boun-
dary line, not exceeding twenty-one miles. Is
that not the road that lias become, I might
say, defunet ? It has been subsldized in the
past by the local government ; whether it
has been ald by this government or not
I do not know. It has gone Into disuse, and
the rails have been taken up and now we
are to subsidize It again In order to enable
a new enterprise to take hold of It and lay

some more rails. Is that the fact with refer-

some more rails. Is that the fact with refer-
ence to it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am unable to answer.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
sorry the Minister of Railways has not
furnished us with the reason for this-that
ls, If this House has a right to know what
we are called upon to do.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understand it is a new
enterprise.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I un-
derstand that this road was subsidized form-
erly and that rails were laid. Since then the
rails have been taken up, the scheme aban-
doned, and the subsidy pocketed by some-
body, whether for their individual benefit or
whether they spent It in buying the rails
which they afterwards sold, I do not know.
Now we are going to subsidize it again, or
is it for the purpose of enabling the Grand
Trunk to build this road to conneet with the
United States or other systems ? If it is, I
could understand it, and It might be defen-
sible, but I want more particularly to call
the attention of the committee to the sixth
clause. This clause is Just about of the
same character as the Allen Labour Law,
which was placed upon the statute-book,
and the Chinese Act which we have just
enacted, and, what is still more pertinent
to this point, what Is termed the Concilia-
tion Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I would have thought
that that was a clause above ahl others which
the hon. leader of the opposition would have
admired.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If
the hon. gentleman had only been patient
for a moment he would have had my opi-
nion of the clause. The principle Involved
in the clause is quite correct; but it lis vicious
'and in every respect vile If the utterances
of the two hon. gentlemen who sit before
me, the hon. Minister of Justice and the
hon. Secretary of State, are to be taken as
guides'dn matters of this kind. I have, upon
previous occasions, read the utterances of
these gentlemen In reference to bonuses, the
principle of protection, and various other
things. Here is one of the strongest evi-
dences In condemnation of the utterances
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of these gentlemen for the last eighteen or
twenty years ; but while approving, in the
abstract, of the principle laid down in this
clause, what I was pointing out when Inter-
rupted was, that it is of the same character
as the laws which have been placed upon
the statute-book to which I have already
called attention. Those who were in the
Senate at the time the late Minister of Jus-
tice introduced the Alien Labour Law, re-
serving the exclusive rlght to the Minister
of Justice, or rather, the Attorney General
of the Dominion, to say when the prosecu-
tion should take place, I, with others in the
Senate, pointed out that, under the law, no
action would ever be taken until some cir-
cumstance arose which would induce them
to take action If there were an election pend-
ing on, and they wanted the labour vote.
That prediction made by the Senate, al-
though prophets are never appreciated at
home, bas been literally carried out. Num-
bers of people have been imported from the
United States during the last four years,
to which the labour organizations, for which
my bon. friend has such admiration, and
with whom he does not wish to interfere in
the least, complained to the Minister of
Justice-I do not know 'whether the pres-
ent Minister of Justice or not-and asked
that the law be put into force. In not a single
instance, until the other day, bas the law
been put into force. Some Italians wbo
crossed the Niagara border and commenced
to work, have been sent out of the country.
If there were reasons existing for refusing
to put the law in force In the past, they
exist to-day, but there Is an election ap-
proaching, and these Itallans were sent out
of the country. With regard to the pledge
of the ministers ln reference to the Chinese
Act, all they have got is the inereased cap-
itation tax, while the law has been ex-
tended for the admission of this Mongolian
race into the country to a limited extent I
admit ; under a former law Britisb Colum-
bia had one-fourth of the gross receipts.
They get now only one-fourth of the net re-
ceipts. I hope that satisfies the British
Columbia member, whose interests he là sup-
posed to look after. What have we here ?
This is precisely of the same character.
The idea of putting a clause of this kind
In the law, the Governor in Council may
make It a condition of the subsIdy hereby

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

granted or of any heretofore granted by any
Act of parliament as to which the contract
has not yet been entered into between Her
Majesty and a company for the construction
of the rallway, that the company shall lay
its road with new rails made in Canada.
If it stopped there it would be ail right.
Then it would meet my views precisely.
When the hon. gentleman made that in-
terpolation I was saying that, so far as
protecting Canadian interests, I am prepared
as an indIvidual, to go any length. The
clause proceeds :

Shall be made in Canada, if such rails are
procurable ln Canada of suitable quality, upon
terms as favourable as other rails can be ob-
tained upon, of which the Minister of Railways
and Canels shall be the judge.

If that is not a deceptive clause, I should
like to know what you could call it. First,
the rails are to be made in Canada if such
rails are proc'urable ln Canada.

Hoa. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-At the
same price.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.
It goes on to say they must be of the same
qualty and mnust be as cheap as they could
be got -in any market.

Hon. Mr. MILIS-It says of a suitable
quality.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
rails must be of a certain quality, whether
steel or Iron, &c., and of which forsooth the
Minister of Railways is to be the judge. I
am sorry to say I have not the same confi-
dence in the Minister of Railways that some
gentlemen have.

Hoa. Mr. LAND»RY-Hear, hear.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-And
from whait bas taken place lately, I am
afraid what little confidence I had and what
little confidence the public had has been
weakened. The idea of putting a discre-
tion of this kind in the hands of the present
Minister of Railways or any other Minister
of Railways, is not only an absurdity, but a
fraud upon the face of it. I do not know
that I could use stronger language-if I
could find it I would have no objection to
using it-In this case, but I compliment the
free traders who have advanced so rapidly
In the line of protec4tion that they are pre-
pared to make the provision that the rails
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must be made ln Canada. If they had made
that provision absolute they woruld have my
support. But, depend upon It, this clause
will have no more effect than If it were not
there. The railway companies will get rails
wherever they like.

Hon. Mr. WATSOýN-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is the ' hear, hear' of a free trader. I have
great respect for a man who has au honest
opinion and adheres to it ; . more parti-
cularly an opinion upon the question of poli-
tical economy such as this. But, who would
suppose for a moment that a rail would be
-purchased in Canada when there are the
great factorles in the States and the great
works ln England to produce them ? The
very moment a railway was being construct-
ed, the agent of a company would be here.
and they could turn ont these rails at a less
rate than they could possibly be obtalned ln
Canada. If the intention ef the govern-
ment is to help and encourage the estab-
lishment of steel rail factories ln this coun-
try, lot them put a duty upon steel rails
at once-a sufficlent duty to justify the In-
vestment of large sums of money whIch It
would be necessary to expend to start such
factories. I belleve the Iron Industry, under
the tariff that existe, and under the In-
cre-ased bonuses which these gentlemen have
given, contrary to ail their professions ln
political life-and If they would go a little
further we would bave these articles manu-
factured in Canada and sold ln the market
as cheap as anywhere else. Experience has
shown that to be the result of the manu-
facture oif Iron ln this coauntry, and it Is more
than shown in agricultural implements and
other articles. Where there has been a
legitinate and fair protection given to them,
they have given employment to the artizaus
and labourers of the country, and these
machines can be purchased now in Canada
just as cheaply as they can be purchased
ln the States or England. Even the principle
has been adopted which they condemned so
vehemently, of a drawback on articles that
went into the construction of these machines
In this country. Where the articles that went
into the construction of any article and ex-
ported a drawback of the duties pald, this
government has increased It to 99 per cent.
I do not find fault with that, though the

one per cent may not cover the cost of
warehousing and going through other
forms necessary to send the machines out
of the country. I thought It was a good
policy, and now they have gone so far as
to put upon the statute-book another
affirmation of the principles on which the
late governiment acted so long In the pro-
tection of lndustry. That Is the only point
which strikes me ln looking at this clause.
There may be others equally Inconsistent. A
subsidy ls granted for two miles here, and
for a mile and a half in my own county. A
subsidy Is granted In the eastern townships
for the sixty-sixth part of a mile and there
Is a provision put in the law that there
shall be deducted from that whatever it
will cost to the extent of three per cent of
the subsidy for carrylng mails. These clauses
are delusive in character. I do not hesitate
to say that they are put there fortbe pur-
pose of deceiving.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Order.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-All
those who have not given the attention and
thought to this question that those having to
deal with it ln this House have to do cannot
but come to the conclusion that it le a use-
less provision. My hon. friend shakes
hie head knowingly and wisely. He
would never admit-I would not ex-
peet him to admit-that this was put
in for the purpose of decelving, but the
probabilities are my hon. friend was not
consulted in this matter. It is just as likely
that he had as little to do with this absurd
provision-for such It ls-as he had to do
with the Railway Act which la before us
ln which a question of law la dealt with.
And we are asked to take the opinion of a
member of the House of Commons on a mea-
sure which has never been submitted to the
legitimate source from which we should re-
celve our instructions effecting any ques-
tions of a legal character. It le just as
well that ithose who bave thougbte upon this
subject should advance them. I hope my
hon. friend from BrItish Columbia le natis-
fied. His province is amply looked after
in this, and why that ibkldy is not given
for an extension of the line from Nanalmo
northward to the coal fields, to the north-
west of Nanaimo, and to open up a certain
section of country which could be opened
up for settlement, I do not kuow. I sup-
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pose that meets the approval of the people
from British Columbia, for we do not hear
se much talk about the rights of Brltish
Columbia as we used to when I was on that
side of the House, and If they are satisfied
I. do not know why I should complain, ex-
cept upon the principle that every province
should be treated alîke.

The further consideration of the Bill was
postponed.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (173) 'An Act respecting the Quebec
Harbour Commissioners.'

The Senate adjourned.

SECOND SITTING.

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

Routine, proceedings.

THE CASE OF AVELIN BOURASSA.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I wish to call the
attention of the Minister of Justice to an
Item that has appeared in the newspapers
to the effect that the Department of Jus-
tice has named a commission to inquire Into
the mental condition of a nian named
Avelin Bourassa, who was condemned to
death lately In the city of Montreal. if the
government Is in a position to do so, I
should like to be informed If such a commis-
sion has been appointed for that purpose.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The papers in the case
of Bourassa were forwarded to my depart-
ment, some days ago, but I have not con-
sidered this case nor shall I have the oppor-
tunity to consider It until parliament rises.
I have not appointed. any commission, ror
do I yet know whether a commission wll
be necessary or not.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I have called atten-
tion to it because the papers had mentioned
It, and It was looked upon that a commis-
sion was not necessary, as the minister says,
because the mental condition of Bourassa
now imay be different te what It was at the
time of ithe commission of the crime, and It
would be only reopening the case, I do not
know what was the report of the judge in
that case.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not taken
case up, and whether a commission

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

the
will

be necessary or not, I do net know. The
department has never aeted on the as-
sumption that a commission Is unnecessary
because the present condition of a condemn-
ed man may not be what It was when the
act for which he was condemed was com-
mitted. Therefore, commissions are fre-
quently appointed to make inquiry, and al-
ways have been. This man's case, as re-
ported to me, was that he had been in a
lunatic asylum. The staitement is that he
woke up in the night and immediately
strangled his wife.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (193) 'An Act
to authorize the granting of subsidies in
aid of the construction of the Unes of rail-
way therein mentioned.'

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I find in this Bill the
following items :

38. Towards the construction of a railway
bridge over the St. Francis River, in lieu of the
giant under chapter 7 of 1899, at St. François
du Lac, on the condition that the bridge, with
approaches, be built so as to allow the muni-
cipalities to make use thereof, to establish and
maintain a suitable roadway for the free passage
of foot passengers, vehicles ,and animals, to be
approved by the Minister of Railways and Canala,
$50,000.

39. Towards the construction of a railway
bridge over the Nicolet River at Nicolet, in lieu
of the grant under chapter 7 of 1899, $15,000.

These works are in the counties of Yamas-
ka and Nicolet, and form part of what Is
called the South Shore Railway. I wish to
call the attention of the government and
the public to this faet, that the South Shore
Railway extends from Sorel to Lévis, and a
part of the road that was subsidized last
year extends from Sorel ito Lotbinière, a dis-
tance of 82 miles. That was a revote. There
is a revote for the line from Yamaska to
Sorel, a distance of il miles. That portion
is to recelve the ordinary subsidy of $3,200
per mile, but It must be observed that that
part bas already been subsidized by the fed-
eral governiment, so that Is the second time
that the Il mile section has been subsidized
by this government. I also call the atten-
tion of Îhe House to the fact that last Jan-
uary, Mr. Beauchemin, acting In the name
of the South Shore Railway, acquired that
part of the South Shore road from the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, that 1s to say, thait
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ine from Sorel to Yamaska, for the sum of
$25,000. The railway has been constructed
twenty-five years, and that part has already
been subsidized by the federal government
and by the provincial government to the
extent of $4,000 per mile, and by the town
of Sorel to the extent of $40,000, and by the
county of Drummond to the amount of
$250,000, as forming part of the South-East-
ern. These two last subsidies of $40,000 and
$250,000 were voted for the South-Eastern
Railway, so that that part of the South Shore
road forming part of the South-Eastern re-
ceived its share in that subsidy. More
than that, from Yamaska to St. François
on the South Shore Railway, just where the
bridge is to be constructed, for which a sub-
Eidy is granted In this Bil, there is a distance
of six and one-half miles of railway which
already has recelved a subsidy from the
federal government of $3,200 per mile, and
from the local government of $4,000 per
mile. It was built in 1887. From Nicolet
to St. Gregoire, the distance is about nine
miles, and that part of the railway which
formed part of the Great Eastern, also re-
ceived a federal subsidy as well as a local
subsidy-the federal subsidy belng $3,200 a
mile, and the local subsidy, $4,000 a mile-
so, on the whole, you have on that road
of 81 miles from Sorel to Lotbinière, a dis-
tance of 26J miles which has been already
sub6idized by the federal government, apart
from the subsidies they obtained from the
local government, and the itown of Sorel
and the county of Drummond. I call at-
tention to these facts so that the gov ýrn-
ment, If they feel inclined, will be able to
give those subsidies to the other end of
the hne, and not subsidize the same parts
twice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-They are not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is the bridges only.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I am calling attention
to the matter to explain that from Lotbinière
to Lévis there is a part that has not been
subsidized yet, and I usk that the parts the
goverument have already subsidized be not
u'absidlzed again. They rnight use the sub-

Sidy voted to help the parts that need

will find both items in that Act. They are
revotes, not new votes. ' Towards the con-
struction of a bridge across the Nicolet, $15,-
000 ; towards the construction of a bridge
across the St. Francis river, $50,000.' These
two amounts are the same as those men-
tioned last year. The only change is that
the amount of $50,000, lustead of being an
estimate upon 15 per cent, is made an ab-
solute sum in the appropriation of this year,
and that la because the bridge, I understand,
is a very long one, and will cost a very con-
siderable sum of money, and they propose
putting up a free passage for foot-passen-
gers along the side, and the sum was made
absolute on that account. But that Is not a
new vote, or a second vote to the same rail-
way. It is a revote.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is not my con-
tention either. What I wanted to point out
'to the hon. minister is this, that the bridges
for which a subsidy is granted form part
of the general scheme comprised in the
South 'Shore Railway. I am calling attention
to the fact that if the subsidies of last year
are not paid already on that road, the gov.
erniment should not forget that In the eighty-
One aniles subsidlzed last year, there are 26
inIes which have been already subsldlzed

once Iby the federal parliament, and they
might in consequence devote the money ap-
propriated for that part to another part
which needs it, and which has not yet been
subsidized, that ls from Lotiblnlère to Lévis.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I shall call the atten-
tion of the Minister of Railways to the
statements made by the hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The observations
made by the hon. gentleman from Stadacona
show how Impossible It is for the Senate to
consider a Bill of this magnitude at so late
a period of the session. As I have said on
prevlous occasions, It is a perniclous prin-
ciple to bring down those Important Bills at
a time when It is utterly impossible to give
them the consideration they deserve. We
cannot criticise this Bill. We have no time
to cover three or four pages of these sub-
sidies, or make any calculation as to the

'money. Such a distribution would further ceed or tnese projected Unes in locallues
benefit the interest of the whole Une. where they are situated. However, the gov-

ernment have been very liberal wlth these
Hion. Mr. MILLS-If the hon, gentleman subsidies. I %hall be glad to know whether

wmi look at a siibsdy Act of laat year, he there has been a faim distribution.
72
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, I thlnk so.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I am not going to
criticise the Bill, because it is utterly im-
possible to undertake a criticism on such
short notice, and even if we did, we have
no power to alter or amend the Bill. That
is why we should have this information be-
fore us early, so that we could form an in-
telligent opinion on the subject. We are
debarred from that at the present time, and
only for the few observations made by the
hon. gentleman from Stadacona we would
not have been in possession of facts which,
to some extent, have been explained by the
hon. Minister of Justice. However, the gov-
ernment have taken this responsibility on
their shoulders, and no one wIll accuse them
of being any way remiss in granting
public moneys in the way of railway bo-
nuses. When they were in opposition, they
railed at the government of that day for
spendlng some thirty or thirty-five millions
of dollars. Now, they spend 60,000,000- with-
out saying a word.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Oh, nonsense.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-There is no doubt
about the fact. The sooner the country un-
derstands it the better It will be for thls
government or any other government. I am
not saying whether the money has been
wisely expended or not. Here they bring in
an immense volume of accounts late in the
session, and we cannot eriticise them. I
find, on casually looking over them, that a
great many appropriations were made which
were not made before. Whether they have
been judiciously made it Is utterly Impos-
sible for us, in this House, to give an In-
telligent judgment upon them ; the govern-
ment must assume the responsibility. I
agree in toto with the sixth resolution giv-
ing the advantages to manufacturers of
steel rails in this country to furnish the steel
rails required for the construction of the
railways. Three or four Bille were passed
this session, incorporating companles wlth
large capital for this particular work. I
hope they will go Into operation. This con-
dition making it optional with the Minister
of Railways to enforce the law, Is perniclous.
No such power should be given to any min-
Ister. EveTything should be done by statute,
and If these large concerns are to be stimu-
lated. that one in Welland particularly,

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW,

and also one in the county of Ottawa, the
law should be unconditional. We have vast
deposits of iron ore north of this city, and
all that Is needed to develop them is capital.
I was told the capital was secured, and the
mills were in course of construction. If
that is the case, and steel rails can be manu-
factured ln this country, the railway com-
panies recelving bonuses from the govern-
ment should be compelled to procure their
supply of rails from these Canadian estab-
lishments on the conditions mentioned. The
general principle is right, and cannot be
controverted. If you want to stimulate those
large manufacturing establishments, you
must give them every facility in your power
by creating a demand, and realize for them
the benefit that such undertakings deserve.
I want to draw speclal attention to the fact
that the government have not thought pro-
per to grant any subsidy or assistance to-
wards the construction of the Ottawa and
Georgian Bay Canal. I look upon it as the
most important public work in this country.
That is generally acknowledged. When we
look at what happened at the Welland Canal
last spring, we must all admit the sooner
the Ottawa Canal is built the better It will
be for the Dominion.

This canal can be built, and it will an-
swer all the purposes of transporting the
surplus products of the North-west to the
seaboard better and cheaper than they could
be transported by any other route. An
endeavour was made to incorporate a com-
pany to build a rallway from Toronto to
Collingwood, to connect with large steamers,
to obtain a portion of this trade. I do not
find. fault with that, I believe we have suffi-
cient trade in the country to employ all the
facilities we can create by rail or water.
But the Georgian Bay Canal Is a project by
which the produce of the country could be
transported cheaper, more beneficially and
better than by any undertaking which has
been suggested. But the government have
not come down, wlth any appropriation in
aid of the project. The people In England
are In earnest ln this matter. They have
raised $35,000,000, but the government have
turned a deaf ear to it. They would not
accede to the proposition by guaranteeing
two and a half per cent after the comple-
tion of the work and after the $35,000,000
have been expended In this country. I con-
aider that the expenditure of that money

1138



[JULY 16, 1900]

alone would be a boon to this Dominion.
Iuring the five or six years which would be
occupied dn the construction of that canal the
benefit to the country would be so great
that we could afford to pay 21 per cent on
the investment for a long time to come.
But everything savouring of the character
of an Ottawa enterprise has been elde-
tracked. We have been side-tracked for
thirty years. I think It is a great wrong
perpetrated against this section of the coun-
try that ought to, be benefited above all
others. It Is true we are al. making the
country what It ought to be, but we could
utilize all our minerals in that vast region
of country. We could utilize our water
power by the construction of this canal
better than by any other means. There Is
another matter which deserves some atten-
tion. We have been told from year to year
that it was desirable to make Ottawa the
Washington of the North. We were told
that we were to get a large appropriation for
the building of a geologica1 museum. Par-
ties waited on the government this session
and we were told it would be attended to
this year, but nothIng has been done. They
still leave the valuable museum in the place
where it is, and the government could not
replace it If it were destroyed. They come
down with a long list of subsidies to various
railways through the country, varying ln
length from two miles upward. They may
be ail right, or they may be ail wrong; but,
If they are right, how much in the Interests
of the country can a small road oit two miles
lbe ? The government have not acted as they
should have acted with reference to giving
some assistance or subsidy to the people ln
En.gland who are ready to undertake the
construction of the Ottawa Canal and to
bring this large amount of money out to
this country for the general benefit of Can-
ada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Mlght
I ask the hon. minister If the subsidies
to whlch the hon. gentleman from Stadacona
called attention, are ln aid of portions of
the South Shore Railway ? I do not ask
that question ln opposition to the grant. I
ask it for information.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The subsidies are for
the two bridges mentioned.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Which form part of
that road.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, but It was granted
last year. The bridges were separate items.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-They
always are.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And so they are in this
Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is
there a subsidy in this for the Quebec
bridge ?

Hon. 'Mr. SCOTT-No, that Is by statute,
granted last year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
clause with reference to the South Shore,
for the completion of a Une wich has been
partly built, Is a provision with which I
do not think the country would find any
particular fault, because that Is the Une
which ought to have been selected when the
Drummond County Railway was purchased.
But dt Is another evidence that the Premier
has to a certain extent, in this case
fulfilled his pledge. He pledged himself
at the Nicolet election that certain sub-
sidies should be given, and although it has
taken two years to get them, yet It will be
a gratification to those Interested ln the
road to know that the pledges have been
fulfilled at last.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-These
bills for granting subsidies to railways I
think are objectionable measures. They are
carried by a species of log rolling. People
make an application to parliament for a
charter to enable them to build a road ln
some section where they suppose they can
obtain some assistance from parliament.
They say that a road in the eastern section
of the Dominion is required. They find.
another person from the west that wants a
road under similar circumstances. They
find another to the north, and another to
the south, and by combining their forces
they compel their representatives from the
different sections to support such a measure
in parliament and to get them a subsidy for
a road which perhaps, under other circum-
stances, would not deserve a subelidy at all.
That Is the mode ln which those subsIdies
are forced upon one government after an-
other, and I belleve It would be ln the Inter-
ests of the country if a Bill similar to this
were thrown out by the Senate of Canada.
It would put the system that ls now ln force
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on a much better footing than it is at pres-
eut. We have now granted perhaps
some fifty millions of money, between forty
and fifty millions of money since the power
was given to the government of granting
subsidies to railways. That Is a very large
sum of money, and I doubt very much whe-
ther the benefit to the country has been
equivalent to the expenditure. We know
that many of these roads are not built ln
the general intereste of the country, but
that they are sectional. They are such
roads as should be bonused by a particular
'locality ; they are not deserving of sub-
sidies from the Dominion government. It
Is, I think, a very vicious principle also that
is embodied in thie Bill, that If a road coets
more than $15,000 a mile it is to recelve
$6,400 a mile, whereas the general amount
allowed as a subsidy is $3,200 per mile.
There Is an inducement in that for parties
to increase the cost of the road beyond what
is probably a reasonable amount for building
a road in many localities in this country, and
I do not think that it le a wise provision
either. Then we are told that there Is a
charge made of 3 per cent agalnst these
companies and that that Is taken 'off only
when the government send mails or employ
the road for any purpose. It must be evi-
dent to hon. gentlemen that on many of
these roads mails will never be sent. They
are not localities where mails would travel
by such roade. They are ln some places
where they parallel existing Unes, and
It is unreasonable to suppose that the gov-
ernment would require to send mails on two
roads whleh run parallel from the same
point, and terminate at the same poilt.
That, I think, is an Improvident provision
in this Bill, as It has been 1n many others.
We know that there bas been an immense
amount of money lnvested In railroads in this
country, that the amount contributed to
rallways through the parliament of Canada,
through local grants and by the provincial
legislatures amounts to $200,000,000 up to
the present time. It is an Immense sum of
money, and it le a question whether the
benefits conferred by those railways are at
ail equlvalent to the amount that has been
advanced for the purpose of building them.
Some of those roads do not pay the pro-
moters in any shape or form. Some have
been abandoned, and some are not able to
maintain trains running over them, and I

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)

think that when applications are made to
parliament for subsidies for railways we
ehould have ln each one of ithose cases be-
fore us a report, showing the requlrements of
that section of the country in whIch it is
proposed to build the road, showing whe-
ther It is going to be any beneit aftar It Is
built, so that we would be able to vote
Intelligently on the different Items that are
contained in the Bill, even if we earnot
amend the bill by striking out any one of
them. We might find that so many of them
were objectionable that it would be advis-
able to throw out the Bill altogether.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passed on a
division.

DOMINION ELECTION LAW AMEND-
MENT BILL.

HOUSE AGAIN IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committtee of the
Whole, consideration of Bill (133) ' An Act to
consolidate and amend the law relating to
elections of members of the House of Com-
mons.'

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move that the follow-
ing be added as clause 23a :

In any polling division, or any electoral dis-
trict in the province of Quebec, ln which there ts
no votera' list, any person qualified under the
'franchise law of the province of Quebec to have
bis name placed on such votera' list, were there
such a list, shall be entitled to vote in such
polling division upon taking the oath ln the form
U in the first schedule to this Act.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Is that the Intro-
duction of a judiclal system where a man Is
made judge, jury and witness ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
hope the hon. minister will not persist lu
that motion. The more I think of it, the
more I am lnclined to think that it would
open the door to fraud which It would be Im-
possible to prevent. If It were to be adopted
it ought to be adopted with all the safe-
guards whlch surround the voters' iist in the
province of Prince Edward Island. There
exceptional legislation is necessary In order
to meet the case of no voters' lists. If It is
to be enacted at all, It should not apply
exclusively to one province. It should be
equally applicable to all provinces, and if
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you provide for that, then you give the
franchise to a large class of people that are
now disfranchised and have no representa-
tion in this House. Take, for instance, the
Klondike ; there are thousands of people
there who belong to the different provinces.
They are deprived of their franchise. There
is a section of the country which pays into
the revenue, If we are to accept the state-
ment of the Minister of Finance, between
$3,000,000 and $4,000,000 annually, without
representation or the right to vote. If that
section of the country had been given the
right of representation In parliament, or if
provision had been made to give them the
representation in parliament at the next
election, or if there had been any provision
to enable them to record their votes, there
might be some reason for this, but here Is
a special clause, for a special purpose, and
for an individual province. If there are un-
organized districts-and I think there are
not so many as there used to be-
in the province of Ontario, It sbould ap-
ply there also. The Nipissing district, as far
as my recollection serves me, includes the
unorganized portions of that part of Ontario
which was not embraced In any constitu-
ency prior to the last distribution of seats,
and whether that applies to the whole of
that district termed new Ontario-that is
the Rainy River district, and the whole of
that portion of western Ontario-I am not
sure. I have another reason : I am very
anxious to see this Act go Into force. I
think It Is a very great improvement on the
old law. It remedies many defects In the
other, and I would not like to see anything
put In the Bill at this stage which might en-
danger its being carried, but I think they
will find a very strong and long opposition
to this clause.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-My
information is to the contrary. It may not
be from the ministerial side, many of whom
have an object in having that placed upon
the statute-book, but there are others who
take decided objections to it, and I think it
is exceedingly dangerous if this House Is
going to carry it. If It Is carrIed, It should
be surrounded with all the safeguards for
investigation afterwards and for inquiry as
in the case of Prince E'dward Island.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend la as-
suming that the Prince Edward Island
amendment is carried. The Prince Edward
Island provisions are, in my opinion, ex-
tremely objectionable, because they provide
for a scrutiny without the security that the
law intended to give those who contested
the elections. They are absolutely without
security, and, so far as this is concerned,
there will be the same opportunity for call-
ing in question the votes that there would
be on a scrutiny in any other portion of the
Dominion. We are making exactly the same
provision that was made in the North-west
Territories. Here are certain districts that
are withou-t municipal organization in the
North-west. In the unorganized districts of
Ontario, provision is made for the prepara-
tion of a provincial voters' list, and so they
are on the list, but in certain portions of
Quebec they are not on the list. They have
the necessary qualifications. They ought to
be permitted to vote, and we are taking al
the necessary precautions that can be had In
a district of that sort, and that Is requiring
a party to take the oath that he possesses
the qualifications under the provincial law
if he were upon the list to vote.

That, I think, is a proper provision. In
the North-west Territories Act it Is provided
that, the deputy returning officer shall, while
the poli is open, if required by an elector,
whose name is not on the list, administer
to such elector the oath prescribed in the
Act, and the name is then added to the
voters' list. They have a list, but one which
does not contain al the names. Now, we
propose to take, in the province of Quebec,
exactly the same security that is taken
there. There Ls no difference whatever be-
tween the provision In the North-west Ter-
ritories and that in the province of Quebec.
I understand in one electoral division In the
province of Quebec, there are at least 500
persons, who, without this provision, would
be disqualified.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is half the num-
ber mentioned on Saturday ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am givlng the number
la one division, I did not say one division on
Saturday.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Another hon. gentle-
man did. He said there were a thousand.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-He spoke about that

number being on the north of the St. Law-
rence River, but he did not say ln one divi-
sion.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Will the hon. gen-
tieman kindly tell us when the North-west
Territories Act to which he has alluded was
passed I?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-In 1886. It will be
found In the revised statutes, chap. 7.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-There is more re-
cent legislation In the Territories than that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not with respect to the
voters' lista. The votera' lista are prepared
after the writ issues, and ln some cases the
names of parties may be omitted, but they
are not disqualified because they were
omitted. They are entitled to come to the
poli and take the oath. In some districts of
the province of Quebec we are giving to
parties in those constituencies, who would
be entitled to have their names on the
votera' lista if there was any voters' lista,
the privilege of voting as an elector may do
in the North-west Territorles-come forward
take the oath, swear in his vote, and then
have his vote recorded. If upon a scrutiny,
or a contested election, it la found that these
persons were not entitled to vote, then of
course, they would be struck off the list of
votera.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
was reading, I understand, the federal law
for the representation of the Territorles.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, section 44.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-What we are deal-
ing with owing to the policy of my hon.
friend and his colleagues, la the provincial
law, I thought when this government came
in we were doing away with the federal
law establishIng a franchise.

Hou. Mr. MILLS-We are not establishing
a franchise under this.

Hon. Mr. FERGU.SON--I thought we were
falling back on the provincial laws.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-So we are.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My hon. friend
says what we are propomng to do in this
case la exactly what la done lu the Terri-
tories. I have not had time te refer to the
federal law of the Territories, but I know in

son. Mr. LA.NDRY.

the territorial law for the conducting of
elections-and I apprehend a good deal of
that Act was applicable to the federal elec-
tions as well-when a man presented him-
self at the poli and offered to vote, if his
name was not on the list, (and I think even
if it was on the list), he proferred his name
to be put on the list, and it was then open
to objection. When the ballot was handed
to him and he returned with it after mark-
ing, notice was served on him to appear
before the board of revisers if the vote was
objected to. All those safeguards are
in the territorial Act. I looked them over
very carefully, and I know what I am speak-
ing about, because I studied the question
very carefully in the early part of the
session. When I found some provisions
were introduced ln the other House
by the Solicitor General providing where no
votera' lists were that such-and-such things
should be doue, and that I understood was
to be applied to the Territorles and unor-
ganized parts of the provinces. I ac-
cordingly took up the territorial law of the
North-west, and there I found that they
have a system almost identical with what
we are introducing in the federal law re-
lating to Prince Edward Island. A man
comes up and votes. If his vote is objected
to, he is served with a notice, and the ballot
la Initialled and placed in an envelope, and
he la served with a notice to appear before
the board of revisers, consisting of the
deputy returning officer and a magistrate,
and if it l thought this board does not do
justice, there la an appeal to a judge. All
these provisions are In the territorial law-
I am speaking of the law in a provincial
sense, and what this government adopted
as their guide la the provincial franchise.
Now, the government are falling back on the
federal law In the North-west Territorles as
their guide for what they are to do in the
province of Quebec. When the Franchise
Act was introduced two years ago it pro-
vided for Prince Edward Island what is
proposed here, that a man could go to the
poils, and If he took a certain oath, or oaths,
a ballot was given to him, and that ballot
weut into the box, and there was an end of
It ; it was counted whether right or wrong.
I was simply appalled at that proposition. I
knew the danger that would arise ln Prince
Edward Island, and If there was danger In
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Prince Edward Island from such a proposal
as that, how much greater would the dan-
ger be in unorganized districts, in very
remote parts, where very unsettled condi-
tions prevailed, where there are no muni-
cipalities, and it is very hard to exercise a
proper and legitimate control. Under this
amendment now proposed, plainly the gov-
ernment of the day can appoint a returning
officer. He may be a good man or he may
not. We have heard of Duncan Boles.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have heard of a good
many other toughs besides Boles.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Then the greater
danger If these characters are more common
than I thought they were. A returning ofil-
cer, whether he is good or bad, Is sent there,
with almost unlimited authority. There
Is no law so far as I know to control hlm. A
party comes up and takes the oath and he
comes back with votes enough from that part
of the country to swamp the vote in the old
established parts of the constituencles.
I am supposing an extreme case, and we
know from our experience in other parts of
Canada that we are not speaking of an im-
possible case. With no remedy, or possibi-
lity of scrutinizing whether those men have
votes, and no safeguard but their own will-
ingness to take the oaths, you are able to go
to these unsettled districts of the country
and gather In votes to swamp the vote of the
older parts of the country. I do not
think we are called on to do this at such
a late hour of the session. The government
could not have been oblivious of the fact
that there were unorganized districts with-
out rnunicipal government In the early part
of the session, and it was their duty to
have put In the Bill some provision, and
they did not do it ; but here, at the very
last moment, when we have not the time
required to carefully study It out, we are
asked to adopt this provision. Our friends
of the government claimed that they are
adopting the provincial franchise. The pro-
vince of Quebec has not, it appears, thought
proper to take the vote of those unorganized
districts, and those votes, as a fact, were
not counted or recorded in 1897, and I can-
not see why we should now, at this late
moment of the session, without being able
to provide the neeessary safeguards, do what
the province of Quebec in Its wisdom did not

deem fit to do, with regard to the votes
of these people ; and as the leader of the
opposition remarked, I do not see why we
should have more solicitude about these
people In the unorganized districts of Que-
bec than we have about the people of the
Yukon. I called attention early In the ses-
sion, to the fact that the British subjects
who would be entitled to vote In that coun-
try were being denied the franchise, that
there was no provision made to give that
important part of the Dominion representa-
tion In parliament. I called my hon. friend's
attention to it, and at a more recent period
we saw the Toronto Globe took the ques-
tion up and pointed out that there were over
twelve hundred British subjects who would
be entitled to vote, within the environs of
Dawson alone. Some consideration should
have been given to these people.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is not the point
before us just now. Mr. Chairman, the
question Is this amendment.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am dealing with
this amendment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend is not.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I am pointing out
by way of analogy that If the hon. gentle-
man Is so solicitous to gather in the un-
organized votes in Quebec he should have
shown the same solicitude for the Inhabit-
ants of the Yukon who are more numerous,
and oecupy a much more Important part of
the country in the way of producing revenue,
giving employment and creating wealth. I
claim that there should have been provi-
sion made for Its representation, certainly,
before we propose doing such an extra-
ordinary thIng as we are asked to do by
the government in this Bill now before us.
If my hon. friend was prepared to throw
all the safeguards around that vote, that
we have been able to throw round the vote
in Prince Edward Island, well and good.
If he Is prepared to take the matter up in
that way he will have my support, even if
I have to stay here some days, but I think,
at the same time, he should take the Yukon
into consideration, and if he Is 'going to
take care that ail the people of this country
are to be represented, he should see that
the people of the Yukon are represented at
the same time. If he wlll do that, I, for
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one, am prepared to remain for days If we
can give those people the right to vote. and
throw the necessary safeguards around our
action. But I cannot see how we can do so
at this late period of the session-certainly
not under this proposal-a bald proposition,
that these deputy returning officers, appoint-
ed, as we know they will be, under the in-
fluence of the government of the day, can go
Into that unorganized territory and hold polils
ln any way that may seem fit and rIght to
them, and give ballots to every one who
comes up and takes the oath. They are away
beyond the reach of law, I may say, and as
I have already said, all concelvable danger
lies in such a step as that. The government
of the day and the deputy returning officers
will have everything in their own hands,
and there eau be no doubt the effect will
be most serious. I fail to see that this com-
mittee will be justified in adopting such
an extraordinary proposition as this, so late
ln the session, and without having an op-
portunity of knowing what they are doing.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I fali to see this ln
the way the hon. -gentleman does. I gather
from his speech that he is prepared to ac-
cept a proposition of this kind if applied to
the Yukon.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I did not say so.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to know
what proposition the hon. gentleman was
prepared to make for the Yukon ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-My proposition
was made early in the session, that the gov-
ernment should give representation to the
Yukon and bring it ln under the law the
same as the rest of the country.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I cannot see how it
would be practicable to provide a scheme to
give representation to the Yukon. In the
first place, the region Is almost Inaccessible
at the present time. The great bulk of the
population in the Yukon are not British
subjects. It may be true-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the hon, gen-
tleman Is ont of order.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think it was main-
tained that the hon. gentleman to whom I
am replying was in order. It must be borne
in mind that twelve hundred voters do not
constitute a unit for the purpose of repre-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

sentation. You have to throw the Yukon, I
suppose into British Columbia, and that
would be rather an impracticable thing.
Then, again, you have ln the Yukon a -very
considerable foreign population who would
be very likely to attempt frauds upon the
election law, and until things become more
settled there, I thlnk we had better wait.
With respect to unorganized districts in the
older provinces, it is altogether different.
The population who will be disfranchised, If
some such amendment as this is not made,
are not foreigners-they are not adventurers,
but farmers and fishermen, who have been
living on the north shore of the St. Law-
rence River for generations-they and their
ancestors-and the hon. gentlemen from the
province of Quebec as I understand It now,
are prepared to vote that these men shall
be disfranchised-decent, honest, truthful
men as a rule. If one of these men comes
up to vote, and is prepared to swear that
le is qualified, the hon. gentleman from
Marshfield thinks that he should not be ai-
lowed to vote. The hon. gentleman did not
think so in 1886, as the M-inister of Justice
bas pointed out. In that year the Conserva-
tive government made a provision for the
North-west Territories, where there was
more of a floating population than there is
in the lower St. Lawrence, where there Is
no floating population. Section 44 provides :

The deputy returnIng officer shall, whHle the
poll is open, if required by any elector whose
name la not on the votera' Ust, administer to
such elector oath number one in the said form P,
and such oath having been taken, the deputy
returning officer shall at once cause the elector's
name to be added to the votera' list, with the
word 'sworn' written thereafter.

Form 'P' is not nearly as elaborate a form
as the one prescribed by the amendment
moved iby the hon. :Minister of Justice. The
form Is simply this :

You do swear that you are a bona fide male
resident and householder within this polling
division of this electoral district, that you are
of the full age of twenty-one years, that you are
not an allen or an Indian, and that you have
resided in this electoral district for at ieast
twelve months Immediately preceding the date
of the Issue of the writ for this election : So
help your God.

Upon takIng that oath the man was al-
lowed to vote. I do not see why we should
treat the lower St. Lawrence any vorse
than the North-west Territories were treat-
cd.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-About all that need be
said bas been said on this question. The
hon. member from Marshfield has stated
what the local law in the North-west Terri-
tories is, but the local law of the North-west
Territories is not the law on which the peo-
ple have voted for the return of members
to the Dominion parliament. The hon. gen-
tleman was in parliament when the federal
statute was adopted, and when It was con-
tinued ln force. That Is the only protection,
and he says now ln the province of Quebec,
the population of the lower St. Lawrence
are such rascals that they cannot be trusted,
that they will perjure themselves, and that
all sorts of frauds will be committed.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I said the door
was open.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, and the hon. gen-
tleman voted to open the door. The hon.
gentleman supported this law for the North-
west Territories that I propose shall be
applied to those portions of the electoral
districts of the province of Quebec that
have not, under their local law, any voters'
list. The hon. gentleman says we are pro-
posing to depart from the provincial fran-
chise. We are not. We are adopting the
provincial franchise, and we are requlring
a voter to take the oath when he comes
forward to vote, that he is qualified,
under the provincial law, to vote after his
name lé on the list.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-You are making the
law for the province.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, because there are
none made. But, there were none in the
North-west for those who were to come and
swear in their votes. There was provision
to put their names on the list when they
swore. There Is no need for that ln the
province of Quebec, because the poll-book
will constitute such a list. It is unnecessary
to state anything further. I am proposing
nothing further in regard to the Bill, and I
ask now that the committee adopt the
amendment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not think the hon. Minister of Justice dId
justice to the gentleman who preceded him.
The hon. gentleman from Marshfield made
no charge or insinuation against the Indvi-
duals who would be asked to vote. What

he did say, and I fully concur, Is that
power might be given to parties who, after
taking their votes, would Induce them
to do that kind of thing-I am not speak-
ing of one part of the country more than
another-if you thought you could carry a
constituency by a little sharp practice of that
kind, I doubt not there are men belonging
to both parties who would do It. The posi-
tion we took, and the position that I took
in the first place, was that we should try
to frame a Bill to meet all cases, to stop
fraud by both parties. I am dealing with
the general question. I think the proposal
in this Bill is a very dangerous proposition.
It only shows another difficulty arising in
trying to graft upon the Dominion franchise
law all the different Acts that existed in the
different provinces. It would be very easy
to get over all these difficulties if we just
had a franchise Act of our own. That
the government has decided against. After
the repeal of the Dominion Act, what
I supposed was going to be done, would be
to put the Dominion law in precisely the
same position It was prior to the adoption
of the Dominion Franchise Act, and that
was, after confederation, there was a pro-
vision ln the law that the voters' lists which
could be used at the different elections
should be those which were used in the
province. All we had to do then, when
an election took place, was to take the lists
as we found them, and we knew when we
were aupervising those liets that we were
doing It for the Dominion parliament as
well as for the local, and there was no
Interference with them. We took them ex-
actly as the provinces had them. That
would remove all these difficulties. I think
the whole principle on whlch we are acting
is wrong. A body like ours should
have a distinct and positive franchise for
themselves, but that not being the case, let
us have the least troublesome and the least
expensive one possible ; and in that way we-
avoid all these extra clauses to deal with
exceptional cases. The people whose case
we are discussing now, hàve no vote. That
occurs ln other parts of the country as well
as ln Quebec.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I wish to call the at-
tention of the Minister of Justice to a few
facts which might change his mind. The
first one is, that he le taking a great deal
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more interest in making electors in the
province of Quebec than Is taken by the
province of Quebec itself. He wants quite
a number of new electors to secure the
counties of Saguenay and Chicoutimi at the
general elections, and for that purpose he Is
tryJng to make a few more votes. But does
he know what happened ln the past ?
There was a list made for that division, in
1896, when the Dominion electoral list was
in force. Parties in that part of the country
were put on that electoral list, and what
occurred ? I have here the report of the
last general election, and what do we see ?
From Shelldrake and Magpie, two settle-
ments of that unorganized territory no re-
port was received as we may see by the
following remarks of the Clerk of the Crown
in Chatcery :

No statement of polis received from the de-
puty returnIng officer of these two po;lling divi-
sions. With the consent of the candidates and
their representatives, the addition of the votes
cast at the eiection was made regardiess of those
two missing divisions, as they could not affect
the final result of the election.

Hon. Mr. CASG-RAIN (de Lanaudière)-
What was the result of the election ? What
was the majority of the Liberal candidate ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The majority was
1,086. I do not see that a man who has
such a majority as that need go to such a
length to try and get a few more votes.
Will the hon. gentleman, who is so well
posted, answer this question : Are those
part of the country in the county of Sague-
nay or ln the county of Chicoutimi ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-In the county of
Saguenay.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Will the Speaker as-
sert to-day that those people voted on
the Dominion list in the last general elec-
Ition ?

The SPEAKER-I wish to correct the
statement I made last Saturday. I was un-
der the impression they had voted, but Im-
mediately after the sitting I Informed the
leader of the opposition that I had made an
incorrect statement, that I have been mis-
informed, that they did not vote ln the local
election, because there was no organized
municipality.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. gentleman
from de Lanaudière (Mr. Casgrain) says that

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

these unorganized territories are ln the
county of Saguenay.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-I understood they
were.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Why did the hou.
gentleman say they were ? Are they ln the
county of Saguenay or where ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-Either Chicoutimi
or Saguenay. The two counties are united
for electoral purposes. There are no other
counties east, so that Chicoutimi and Sague-
nay take the whole of that territory. Sague-
nay extends as far east as the province of
Quebec goes, and the unorganized districts
are ln either of those counties.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I agree with the hon.
gentleman, but what is the question now ?
Are they unorganized territories ? Here la
the municipal code of the province of Que-
bec, and what does It say ? It says :

Every territory erected into a county, at or
after the time when this code comes into force,
for the purpose of parliamentary representation
in the legislative assembly of the province, con-
stitutes by itself a county municipMty, under
the name of ' The Municipality of the county
of'-

So what they call unorganized territorles,
are embraced ln an electoral division, ln a
municipal county. Further on the code
provides :

The inhabitants and ratepayers of such terri-
tory so governed by the county council and its
officers are alone subject to ail municipal obli-
gations arising either from the -law or from the
municipal acts in force therein, in the same
manner as if such territory was organized into a
municipal corporation.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That does not touch
the question whether they have a voters'
list or not ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-They are bound to
have It, based upon an assessment roll, made
by the county offeers-does the hon. minis-
ter say no ? He dare not say no.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Oh, yes, he dare say
what he likes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY. Well, let the hon. gen-
tleman say n0. The hon. minister, ln talk-
ing of ·the province of Quebec and Its muni-
cipal organization, does not know all the
facts.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Nelther does the hon.
gentleman.
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Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What one do I not

know ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Many. They are too
numerous to mention.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-What one ? Mention
one. Section 43 of the code l as follows :

The members and officers of the council of the
municipality to which a territory has been an-
nexed, in office at the time of the annexation,
remain in office, and form the municipal councii,
or are the officers of the whole municipaAlty as
constituted after the annexation.

This regards annexed territorles which are
taken from the unorganIzed territorles. Such
officers act under the jurisdiction of the
county council, and that council has ail the
proper officers to make an assessment roll
and prepare the municipal lists and the pro-
vincial lists, and that duty is imposed on
them. More than that, and this ls a fact
to which I call the attention of the hon. min-
lster-a 'Bill was presented during this par-
liament In the House of Commons by one of
the supporters and closest friends of the
government of the day, Mr. Carroll, and
what was this Bill :

An Act to amend the Franchise Act, 1898.
Her Majesty, by and with the advice and consent

of the Senate and House of Commons Of Can-
ada, enacts as follows :-
1. Section 9 of the The Blectoral Franchise

Act, 1898, is amended by adding thereto the fol-
lowing subsection -

' 2. Where, in the province of Quebec, the
votera' lists for a territory not as yet organized
as a municipality have not been prepared and
revised under provincial or local authority, the
Governor in Council may appoint ail necessary
officers and confer upon them all necessary
pcwers for the purpose of preparing and giving
effect to the votera' lists In such unorganIzed
territory; and in the preparation and revision
of such lists such officers shall be governed by
the law regulating the franchise in the said pro-
vince In'reference to the qualification of votera;
such qualification shal be basied on the assess-
rent roll or any other Information at their dis-
posal; and such officers sha:ll, on receiving notice
of their appointment, take the oath of office and
proceed forthwith to the preparation and revislon
of -the said lista, by posting up eight days at
least before so proceeding, a public notice of the
day, p'ace and hour for such preparation and
revision; and a copy of the list so prepared and
revIsed shall be posted up during eight clear
days, at the expiraton whereof it shlil go into
force, unless appealed from a provided by the
franchise laws of the said province.'

By this Bill provision was made to obtain
lists where lista were wanted. Why did not
this Bill go through ? Why did not the gov-
ernment take up this Bill when the electoral
law was discussed In the House of Com-
mons ? It was thrown aside, though contain-
ing much better provisions than the one sug-

gested here. At the last day,-in the ex-
piring hours of this session, here is an
amendment, drawn in such a way that the
minister could not say what it meant, and
those provisions are pressed on us and we
are asked to do what ? To enable the gov-
ernment to create, he says, five hundred
electors in one county to retain the present
member in his seat In parliament. The
electors in that part of Saguenay have never
voted, not even in the last election. They
are scattered over a distance of more than
600 miles in length, and it la quite Impossible
to record the votes of those people. The
only thing that could be done, and what the
government are trylng to do, la to have the
people vote wdthout qualification at all, and
find out after the election what votes shall
be struck out and what shall remain.
That would undoubtedly bring on a
controverted election. It cannot fbe other-
wise If the proposition of the hon.
Minister of Justice is acceptel. There is a
difference between Prince Edward Island
and the province of Quebec. Prince
Edward Island bas no electoral lista at all,
and, If I understand aright, has manhood
suirage, so every person living in certain
parts of Prince Edward Island bas a right
to vote. It is not the same thing in our pro-
vince. We are not under manhood suffrage,
but under the franchise of the province of
Quebec, and if those people come up, they
will be their own witness, their own jury
and their own judge. They will do the whole
thing themselves, and there will be no one
to contradiet them. A man will say 'I am
an elector. I judge I have the proper qua-
lification, I decide that I have, and I record
My vote. That .s the way they are going to
be dealt with in the province of Quebec. I
think this legislation la an infringement
upon our provincial rights. You have no
right to come and qualify those people when
the province itself does not Interfere and
does not think proper to give them the pro-
per qualifications to vote for even the local
legislature. When they are qualIfied to vote
for the provincial elections, then you mlght
take their vote for the Dominion, but as
long as the province itself does not think
proper to take the meaus to give those
people the right to vote, I do not see why
the Dominion should come with this legis-
lation and open the door to ail possible and
probable frauda ?
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Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I have

not seen this amendment. Is It printed ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thought that this
amendment had met with the approval of
my hon. friend opposite.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I cannot
agree to that amendment for reasons which
I will give. I voted with the Conservatives
when the late government brought in a Bill
by which the franchise was to be decided
by the local government. I thought in each
province the government would understand
better what were the reasons why a man
should have a vote, and it has been shown
that in Prince Edward Island, the condl-
tions are not the same as in Quebec, and
they are not the same in British Columbia
as in Quebec, and so on. Therefore I think
I am consistent with the vote I gave then,
believing that the local government ought
to be the judge of the qualifications of the
electors, and that seemed to be at the same
time the opinion of the government when
they brought in their Bill. What are they
doing now ? This amendment means simply
that the local government Is not fit, or is
not willing to do what they ought to do.
We are taking their place after declaring
that the local government l the government
to decide upon the qualifications of voters.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Certain-
ly. The government of Quebec has not
found It necessary to give a right to those
people that live in unorganized parts of
the country to vote, and they ought to be
the judge. The federal government ought
not to interfere ; after the provincial legis-
ture has decided we ought to accept their
decision.

The committee divided on the amendment,
which was lost on the following division:

Contents, 13 ; non-contents, 17.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the committee
rises I should like to bring up a matter on
which I may have been misinformed; I was
given to understand that the hon. gentleman
from BrockvIlle had paired and now he has
vote'd.

Hon. Mr. FULFORD-I had paired with
MT. McLaren up to to-day. He offered to
pair and I wrote a letter some time ago

Ron. Mr. LANDRY.

accepting it. I suggested to him to make
the pair good for the balance of the session,
and he wrote back and said no, that he had
promised to be here on Monday.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I received the tele-
gram to-day from the Hon. Senator McLaren
that he had paired with Mr. J. T. Fulford.

Hon. Mr. FULFORD-The pair was till
Monday.

Hon. MT. LANDRY-To-day Is Monday.

Hon. Mr. FULFORD-Until to-day, but not
including to-day.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Does it not include
it ?

Hon. Mr. FULFORD-It was not Senator
McLaren's intention at all, because he tele-
graphed back declining to include to-day.
He answered : ' I cannot pair for the balance
of the session, because I promlsed to be In
Ottawa on Monday.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It ls
well to have the explanation, because it was
understood the pair had been made. The
Hon. Senator McLaren came to me and said
business required bis presence in North
Carolina in connection with some mining
operations he had there and he said: 'WIll
it be all right if I pair with Mr. Fulford ?'
and I said ail right, because I thought nei-
ther of the hon. gentlemen would be here.

Hon. Mr. FULFORD-His telegram stated
until Monday. He could not accept it for
the balance of the session, because he had
promised to be here to-day.

On clause 41,

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Before the committee
rises, with the permission of the hon. Min-
ister of Justice, I desire to return to the
consideration of subsection e of clause 41
with respect to which a suggestion was
made, and practically acquiesced in, but
owing to an accident when the clause was
reconsidered it was not lnserted. It was to
insert after the word district in the 28th line,
' and a certificate of the number of ballot
papers so furnished.' It is for the purpose
of better securing against the danger of
switching ballots. The effect of It will be
to promote a greater efflicency and prevent
as far as possible the perpetration of any
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fraud. It will not complicate matters in the
least.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I thought It was insert-
ed before. It will do no barm.

The amendment was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG, from the committee,
reported the Bill with several amendunents,
which were concurred ln.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed under a suspension of the rules.

RAILWAY ACT AMFNDMENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved Itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (132) 'An Act to
amend the Railway Act.'

On clause 12,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-All the clauses except
clause 12 have been carried, and I propose
ithe following amendment to clause 12:

Provided always that nothing in this section
contained shal interfere with any judgment now
existing against any rilway company upon which
final process may have issued authorlzing the
sale of said railway.

i That would not interfere with the suit
said to be proceeding agalnst the Baie des
jhaleurs Railway.

Hon. Mr. THIBAUDEAU (Rigaud)-I
must object most strenuously to this clause
and the amendment. This is a clause spe-
cially directed against one railway in Que-
bec, and the province o Quebec does not
want any interference by Mr. Blair or any
other Minister of Railways. When it comes
to the third reading, I shall decidedly object.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I understand there Is
a second railway In the eastern townships
that requires this legislation.

Hon. Mr. THIBAUDEAU (Rigaud)-
That Is the sequel of the intrigues ln the
House of Commons. The government will
not pass that Bill as long as I' am here.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I should like to linOw
,from the hon. Secretary of State what is
)the other railway.

. Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It was a railway ln
the eastern townships.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I thought the hon.
gentleman first said New Brunswick. This

amorning lt was New Brunswick and now
in the eastern townships, and to-morrow it
will be ln the Pacifie Ocean.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I asked the Minister of
Railways wbat other railways were affected
by it. I believe the Baie des Chaleurs Rail-
way was affected. He said there was an-
other rallway ln the province of Quebec.
Whether this railway enters the province of
New Brunswick I am unable to say. I asked
the minister where the railway was situ-
ated. He said ln the province of Quebec. I
have only his word for it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Per-
haps it Is the one to which I called atten-
tlon when the government was subsidizing
again.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know.

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE BOWELL-I ob-
ject to the clause because it is sectional. I do
not think we ought to legislate ln that way.

The committee divided on the amend-
ment, which was lost on the following di-
,vision :

Contents, 13 ; non-contents, 15.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
twhole clause la gone now.

Hon. Mr. BAIRD, from the committee, re-
ported the Bill with an amendment, whleh
was concurred in.

JUDGES -OF PROVINCIAL COURTS
BILL.

AMFNDMENT INSISTEDD ON.
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move that the Senate

do not Insist on the amendments made by
them to Bill (189) 'An Act to amend the
Act respecting the judges of the provincial
courts.'

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
motion put by the hon. minister would be
tantamount to the rescindin-g of the motion
which was carried, striking out the clause
providing the salaries for the Quebec judges.
I confess for some little time I was some-
,what in a quandary to know whether we
had done right or not, considering the opin-
ions expressed by members in the lower
House, but upon reading very carefully the
whole of the debate ln the House of Com-
mons, and also looking at precedents to
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,which I will call the attention of the House
before I resume my seat, I have come to
the conclusion that the course pursued by
the Senate is strictly in accord with past
precedents, and that we are justified ln what
we did, as the Senate was justified by re-
jecting such proposais ln the past as have
been introduced here during this session ln
the Bill which we are now considering. Apart
from that, there is one thing that probably
might have induced us to accept the sug-
gestions of the Commons, did we consider
the courteous manner in which the question
is treated by the ministers and their fol-
lowers. A question of this kind, of a consti-
tutional character, should be approached
with some little degree of moderation, with-
out appealing to the passions of any race
or any section of the country. Unfortu-
nately, that has not been the case in connec-
tion with this measure. The first compli-
ment paid to the Senate, In moving the rejec-
tion of the amendment made by the Senate,
-was by the first lieutenant of the Minister
of Justice, the Solicitor General. I find in
the report of his speech some very interest-
ing statements ; among some of them was
one referring to this body in the following
language:

I would almost say It is the duty of the Senate,
constituted as the present Senate is, that In-
stitution which is the haven of rest for the
rejected of the people, that they should be deaf
to the people.

I do not know why a statement of that kind
should be made by a gentleman who oc-
cupies the second position to that of my
hon. friend opposite, more particularly
when we consider his chief Is one of the
defeated, whom his sub sneers at.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It is highly irregular to
discuss in this House the debates of another
House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
I shall not refer to the debates In the other
House. I will speak of what I see In the
public newspapers. My hon. friend ls strict-
ly correct, but we have not been In the

to order when we transgress the rules. We
would get through with business more
quickly. Here we find it publicly stated
that the Solicitor General denounces this
House because he thinks It a refuge for the
defeated of the people. When I look at the
number who have been brought to this
House since the present government came
into power, I could not help regarding it as
an astounding denunciation by a subordin-
ate of the leader of the Senate and many
of his supporters. The hon. gentleman may
retort that we did the same thing. We did,
and I approve of it. Take a gentleman like
the hon. leader of the House, who has had
twenty or thirty years' experience : if when
removed from the turmoils of the political
atmosphere that surrounds the House of
Commons, why should he not be translated
to this Chamber, with his judiclal mind and
ripe experience, it would be a benefit to the
country, and it seems strange that the Soli-
citor Genera- should rise in the House of
Commons and denounce the Senate as a
refuge of those who have been defeated.
When you come to consider it, you will find
that a large proportion of the hon. gentle-
men who have been made senators since
the present government came into power
are gentlemen who have been rejected by
the people. We will begin first 'with the
Hon. David Mills, of Bothwell. I have al-
ready said what I think of that gentleman.
Let me say a little more ; I have reason to
believe that he never sought this position.
I believe the position sought him, and for
this reason, the government of the day
thought they wanted somebody with brains
in this House. They treated the hon. Secre-
tary of State ln a manner that I should not
like to treat a colleague of mine; they
'thought it necessary first to bring ln Sir
Oliver Mowat. He had not been defeated.
Then they brought in the present hon. Min-
ister of Justice, a gentleman of whom the
House nmight be proud. We find the next
gentleman ls the Hon. George A. Cox. I
do not know whether any of you know his

habit of confining ourselves to this rule. spolitical career. I have a recollection that

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We are a lawless body. he was defeated-it is true only by one of
a majority ; still, he was rejected. Then

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I Hon. Mr. King, who was taken from the
quite agree with the hon. gentleman. I only House of Commons, had been previously
wish our Speaker had the same power that defeated. Hon. Mr. Lovitt is, I believe, not
the Speaker of the other House has, to call us in the category of the defeated. Hon. Mr.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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Dandurand I think was not, but Hon. Mr.
Fiset occupies the sane position as Hon. Mr.
King-he formerly represented Rimouski in
the House of Commons, but was defeated,
and then appointed to this Chamber. The
Hon. Mr. Templeman is among those who
lost the confidence of the people in British
Columbia. The Hon. Mr. Carmichael was
defeated in Pictou. I do not think Mr. Yeo
was ever defeated. He is here, like myself.
coming from the House of Commons, with-
out having sustained a defeat. My hon.
friend from Cobourg had the honour of los-
Ing the confidence of his constituency on one
occasion.

there could be any objection, from a party
standpoint, to selecting them to oceupy seats
in a legislative body that is expected to
revise, re-model, consider, and amend the
election laws.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-None whatever.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I abn
glad to hear a Conservative say that, be-
cause that is the principle on which we have
acted in the past. That being so, It comes
with very 1il grace from the Solicitor General
to attack his chief as he bas done. He
seems to have a good deal worse opinion of
the leader of the House than I have.

Hon. Mr. KERR-And my hon. friend Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the chief
was wise enough to anticipate that fate. gave bim Rn example some time ago.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes, I
think I anticipated It at the time, and if I
could have done anything to assist in
the defeat of the hon. gentleman I
would have done it with great plea-
sure, not because of any personal ani-
mosity towards the hon. gentleman, because
we have been the best of friends for forty
years, and I hope will continue to be,
though we never meet on any political ques-
tion wthout disagreeing with ea-ch other,
and I am inclined to think, from the exhi-
bition we have had of hlm here, we will
continue to disagree. Then, Hon. Mr. Mc-
Sweeney, and Hon. Mr. Fulford, I thlnk,
were not defeated; but our venerable friend
opposite, Hon. Mr. Burpee, had the honour
of meeting the sane fate as the majority.
I am not aware that Mr. Casgrain (de Lanau-
dière) ever ran, consequently he ls not one
of the defeated. Perhaps the hon. gent-le-
man will state if he ever ran ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-I never was de-
feated.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
our two venerable friends--well, not ven-
erable, they are active and experienced par-
liamentarians. The hon. gentleman from
Marquette (Mr. Watson), and our friend
from de Lorraine (Mr. Young), were both
defeated at the last election. If they had
not, they would not have the honour of
occupying seats in this House. Then we
have the last, but not least, our venerable
friend Mr. Gilmor. Take all those gentle-
men who have been defeated, and I ask if

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes.
The chief, when he was a good deal younger
man than he is now, used different expres-
sions altogether with reference to this body.
My recollection Is refreshed by looking at an
old scrap-book where I took care to preserve
his record, I heard the then gentleman of the
House of Commons say the Senate was 'a
Magdalen asylum-a refuge for political pros-
titutes seduced by the goverrnment of the
day.' However, that is a niatter of very little
consequence. Then we find another hon. gen-
tleman, who is reported to have referred to
the defective brains of the members of the
Senate and their want of ability, or some-
thlng of that kind. However, lie says they
are dencient lu brains and In legs. I do not
think that is an expression that should fall
from any man. If age and infirmity over-
take us as we advance In years, and we
Jose the power of locomotion as we had It
In our younger days, It is not a fit subject
of ridicule for a member of parliament,
speaking of a body of men as intelligent and
respectable as himself. I was pained to
hear an expression used by the hon. Min-
ister of Justice a few days ago in reply to
the hon. gentleman from Stadacona, be-
cause I was ln hopes that a sentiment of
that kind could only be.u sed by a man with
as liittle heart and feeling for his fellowamen
as the Minister of Trade and Commerce.
That gentleman boasted at a meeting ln
Toronto, where lie delivered a speech, when
asked almost a simHiar question to that
put by the hon. gentleman from Stadacona
ln this House-when were they going to
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reform the Senate-his reply In cold blood
was 'Providence is doing that.' I was
surprised to hear the hon. Minister of Justice
say the same thing, because I do not think
he intended to convey the same meaning
when replying to the hon. gentleman froin
Stadacona. Providence will take care of
the whole of us, and death may meet the
supporters of the hon. gentleman opposite
Just as soon as it may meet the supporters
of those who do not support the administra-
tion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir 'MACKENZIE BOWELL-These
were expressions which, to my mind, should
not have fallen froim any senator at least,
and certainly they fell with very bad grace
from even a member of the other House.
It is not our fault that we are getting old.
,We would all, I have no doubt, remain
young as long as possible. We will submit
to the wll of Providence, as 'my hon. friend,
,with the rest of us, will have to do. But a
reform of this body should not be looked
f or by any man who has any kindly feeling
for his fellowman, through the intervention
of Providence In order to wipe us out of ex-
istence. I have taken this oipportunåty to re-
fer to these matters, because I think that
.they are not at all consonant with the
dignity of either House of parliament. We
have next the argument advanced by the
lower House that we are trenching on the
rights and autonomy of the province of
Quebec. That 1s the issue which they seek
to lay before the people of this country at
the present moment. These gentlemen, as-
sisted by the Secretary of State, whose vote
and speech were in the same direction as
those we are now uttering thought nothing
of the autonomy of the province of Nova
Scotia, nor of the autonomy of British Co-
lumbia, when they rejected Bills of an
exactly similar character to that which we
are discussing to-day, as I will show before
,I sit down from the record. What In the
,world has the autonomy of the province to
do with a question of this kind ? The Sol-
icitor General laid down the doctrine that
the province of Quebee had the exclusive
right to deal with their courts and the man-
ner in which they should be constituted.
jNo one denies that. So has every other
province. Then ho said, immediately after-

Hon. Sir MAOKZNZIE BOWmELL.

warde, that it was the duty of the Domin-.
ion parliament and government to acquiesce
in their demands, unless there were, extra-
ordinary circumstances or good reasons for
departing from them. Who is to be the
judge of the reasons that are to govern us ?
Is it to be confined to the Solicitor General,
and to the party that happens to, be in power
at the present moment ? Are we not just
as capable of judging the requirements of
a province as these gentlemen are ? As an
illustration, to show that the position we
have taken Is a correct one, and somewhat
similar to the position taken by the Secre-
tary of State, in 1879 and 1891, the Solteitor
General told the House of Commons, lu
giving the reason why extra judges should
be appointed :

I may say, en passant, that one judge, whose
district is in St. Hyacinthe, sat 222 days in the
last year in Montreal out of 250 working days.

So that, If this be correct, and I have no
reason to doubt the statement made by
the Solicitor General, the judge of the dis-
trict of St. Hyacinthe had but twenty-elght
days' work In his own district.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-For his own district?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,
and that he sat 222 days In the city of
Montreal. What does that mean ? Does it
mean he had nothing to do in bis own dis-
trict ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Minister of Justice says no. Then who did
the work If there was any ? That is an
easy way of answering the argument. I
take the statement made by the Solicitor
General. He tells us that out of 250 work-
ing days the judge of the distr',t of St.
Hyacinthe sat 222 days lu a distr' t not his
own, and consequently he would not be
dealing with the litigation that would take
place In his own district, and that leaves
28 days to do the work of the district for
which he was appointed. Now, let us ac-
cept that declaration, and where do we
find ourselves ? A judge receiving full pay
for 250 working days, is only occupied 28
days In his own district, provided aIways
that he had work to do all those 28 days;
and the otber 222 days are given to the dis-
trict of Montreal. There, I say, Io the
strongest possible argument of the cor-
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rectness of the position taken by those
who opposed the passage of the clause
in the Act provIding salaries for three
extra judges. Then, I find that an-
other gentleman who spoke long and
rather energetically on this subject, Mr.
Fortin, made this declaration ln the House,
that during the Conservative administra-
tion nothin-g of that kind had ever occurred.
.1 find also that another gentleman, Mr.
IMonet, said that the Senate had the right
to reduce the salary of the judges, and I
find that the Solicitor General asked the
question whether any precedent existed
under the Conservative administration, lead-
ing the House to believe, by Insinuation
that there were no such precedents that
could be cited ; yet these are the gentlemen
who are teaching us what constitutional
law Is. Then the position taken by the
Premier was an extraordinary one. His
position was, that this branch of the legis-
lature had no power to differ from the opin-
ion expressed by a local legislature ln mat-
ters affecting the courts. Then he went on
to say that this was a direct infringement,
an invasion of the prerogatives and auto-
nomy of the province of Quebec ; and, not
satisfied with that he appealed, as he con-
stantly appeals, when addressing the House
of Commons and the people, to race preju-
dice. He said, and other members of the
House who support him said, that their
opponents are continually attacking the
province of Quebec. Then he boasted that
he is French. He is quite right to be proud
of his origin, but what would be thou.ght
of me if every time I rose in this House to
speak, I boasted that I am an Englishman,
and felt proud of it ? I am a British sub-
ject, and I am proud of it, and so should
every British subject, no matter of what
race or creed, be proud of his country.
On almost every occasion wben that hon.
gentleman and some of those who sur-
round him speak in the House of Commons,
they appeal to their nationality ? There are
members In this House from the province
of Quebec who have strong opinione on this
subject, and just as good a right to speak
for their provinces as Sir Wilfrid Laurier,
or those who surround him, but they do not
appeal to race prejudice. It was by such
appeals that the hon. gentleman succeeded
in securing his majority last time, and hE

hopes in that way to succeed again. I say
it is one of the most vicious of all practices
that can possibly be resorted to by any
public man. We live in a country inhab-
ited by men from all parts of the world.
We have the two important races, the Anglo-
Saxon and the French and Celtle races, and
we should learn to live together in peace
and harmony, and if we only carry out the
principles which actuated Sir John Macdon-
ald and Sir George Cartier and statesmen of
that kind, we would not bave those cursed
cries of race by which some men seek to
arraign one portion of the people against
another. Having said that much on the
general principle, I shall now refer to an-
other point : it is said that the legislature
and the bar of Quebec are unanimously in
favour of this increase of judges. The
Senate, when It passed their resolution
took the ground that they had reason
to believe that by a proper rear-
rangement of the work of the staff
of judges now on the bench, there
would be no necessity for incurring this
extra expense and the evidence given by the
Solicitor General himself, where he says one
judge occupied 222 days of his judicial year
in Montreal, is the best argument in favour
of the position we take. Another reason
assigned was this, that Mr. Casgrain the
late Attorney General of the province of
Quebec, was in favour of this change, and
that he had introduced a measure to that
effect ln the legislature at Quebec. The
Premier himself in discussing the question,
when It was originally proposed, said he
was fully in accord with Mr. Casgrain. The
Solicitor General said also that he was in
favour of it, so we find that both the leaders
of the two parties were in favour of some
kind of reform by which this additional ex-
penditure would be saved. I stated, when I
addressed the Senate on this subject a short
time ago, that I had had Information from
and conversation with some of the judges
ln the province of Quebec, on this very sub-
ject. Since that time I find that ln January,
1899, at a banquet given in the city of
Montreal to the bar, the chief Justice, Sir
Alexander Lacoste, gave utterance to the
same sentiment. I am not guilty of any
breach of confidence In reading an extract
from what he said, because It was published
in the newspapers. The learned judge said:
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In our province we have enough judges for the
Superior Court. What we need is a more equit-
able distribution of the work. Certain rural
district judges have only a few weeks' work dur-
ing the whole year. Why, the Montreal Judges
Bit nearly twenty-five days per month.

1 know that other judges hold the same view,
because I am speaking from conversations
I have had, though I do not wlsh to mention
names. Is It unreasonable therefore, that
the Senate should under such circumstances,
take the more moderate course, and allow
them time to make this reform in the pro-
vince ? Oh, says the Premier, the people
of our province will not submit to any such
change. What reason did he give for It ?
Because, he says, their Ideas are antiquated.
If I had used an expression, or if any Eng-
lish speaking senator had spoken of the
French Canadians as antiques who wanted to
adhere to antiquated usages, we would have
been attacked at once as having insulted the
French race, so that when I use that word,
I use it, not as my own, but as one uttered
by the Premier himself. Now, let me look
at the authorities and see what they say
upon this question-that is as to the rights
of the Senate, and after I have called atten-
tion to these references, I shall then call
attention to the position which was taken
In the House of Commons and In this House
upon exactly similar subjects, and I think I
shall be able to show that the members for
British Columbia objected to the increase-
I shall be able to show from the record that
the late Mr. Mackenzie, afterwards Premier,
took precisely the same position that we do,
and I will quote very strong reasons and
arguments advanced by my hon. friend,
the Secretary of State, in favour of the very
course which we are pursuing, and will go
a little further and show how he voted on
that occasion. Bourinot says In his par-
liamentary Procedure and Practice, pages
472 and 473 :

The number of Bills of public importance re-
jected by the Senate since confederation la very
smal compared with the large number coming
under their revIew every ses3ion. In the ilatter
part of the session of 1868 they refused to con-
sider certain measures assimilating and revising
the laws relating to criminal justice, on the
grcund that it was i'mpossible at -that late period
of the session to give such measures that careful
deliberation and examination their importance
demanded.

That was In 1868 just atter confederation.
And that is a reason why the Senate might
faIrly object, at the present moment, to con-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

sidering a number of important Bills
brought down the last few days of the ses-
sion. The extract proceeds :

In 1874 the Senate threw out a Bill respecting
Tuckersmith, altering the electoral divisions of
a county. In 1875 Bills respecting the Esqui-
malt and Nanaimo Railway and county court
judges In Nova Scotia ; in 1877, a Bill respecting
the auditing of public accounts ; in 1878 a Bill
creating the office of attorney general ; In 1879
a Bill respecting two additional judges in British
Columbia. In all these cases the Senate differed
from the majority in the Commons on grounds
of public policy and public necessity.

And I may add that in noue of these cases
did the House of Commons take the position
which has been taken by the House of Com-
mons to-day In reference to this question.
We heard nothing of the autonomy of Nova
Scotia and the infringement and the Invasion
of the rights and autonomy of British Col-
umbia when this House rejected the Bill
providing for the salaries of two judges in
British Columbia and of Nova Scotia. In
1875, I find, on looking at the records, that
Mr. Miller made a motion, that was during
the administration of the late Hon. Mr.
Mackenzie-and I will read from the debates
as follows :

Mr. Scott moved a Bill to enable the govern-
ment to place the salaries of the county court
judges on the same basls as those existing In the
province of Ontario, in giving the six county
ccurt judges $1,200, and In the county of Hali-
fax $2,500. Mr. Miller moved the three monthg'
hoist to that Bill, and it was carried on a divi-
sien of 34 to 17.

So that that Bill affecting the judges of that
court was thrown out on a motion of Mr.
Miller on a vote of thirty-four to seventeen.
But that Is not so close nor so pertinent to
the question under consideration as the one
to which I shall now call attention. On
May 6, 1879, the Hon. Mr. Campbell, after-
wards Sir Alexander Campbell, moved the
second reading of an Act to provide for the
salaries of, two additional judges of the Su-
preine Court of British Columbia. That is an
exactly analogous case to the one we are
considering. In discussing that question, I
find that Mr. Cornwall who was then a sen-
ator as unany hon. gentlemen will reunember,
used this language in opposition to the
Bill :

The question now 1% as to the appointment of
two extra judges ; but we might go further.and
suppose that the local government thought fit
that five additional Supreme Court judges should
be appointed. Would the hon. gentleman then
have come forward and sald that It was neces-
sary, because this Act had been passed by the
local legislature it should be supported by the
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government and should be given effect. to by
both Houses of parliament. It is only a question
of degree.

Trhat is precisely the same argument that
was used by many senators a few days ago.
The extract continues :

And the argument that the hon. gentleman has
used will not, when looked at in that light, have
the weight or consideration which he attempts
to place upon it when he brings the matter be-
fore the notice of the House.

Then I find, on turning to another page, a
speech by a gentleman nanmed Scott, the Hon.
Mr. Scott I presume; we had no other here,
se that it must be the present hon. Secretary
of State, who used the following language
in reference to this question

It has always struck me that the administra-
tion of justice, particularly on the mainland,
where the legal functions consist mainly of the
collection of very small debts and breaches of
the peace and misdeameanours of varlous kinds,
would be most fitly carried out by judges of the
character called into existence by the condition
of affairs before the union ; that is, county court
judges who had little judicial knowledge, but a
wide knowledge of the circumstances of the
country.

That view was intensified by the arguments
of the Hon. Mr. Macdonald, our present col-
league in this House, who polnted out that
many of that character of judges had been
on the bench administering justice ln the
rural districts for some fifteen or twenty
years, and that they were quite able to per-
form the duties as long as the population
remained in the state in which It was at
that time. I may say, however, that as the
province Increased in population, as the
necessities for other and more learned judges
was made apparent to the government and
parliament of Canada, they acquiesced ln
the demand for those two judges, and passed
a law ln the lower House granting the
salaries, whIch was confirmed and agreed
to by this House. That Is precisely the same
position we take ln reference to the Quebec
matter at the present time. If, after'
mature consideration, it is shown that the
services of the Judges In the rural dlstricts'
cannot be utilzed and that no reform car
possibly take place, and that there Is re-
affirmation of their demands, I do not pre-
tend to say, whatever our individual opinions
might be, that we should not acquiesce ln
the demand made by the local legislature
and by the Commons of Canada. Mr. Scott
went on te say :

Now it does seem to me that the government
ls yielding to local prejudices.

73J

Precisely what the Premier sald in the
flouse the other day. The extract con-
tinues :

In this particular case to the fact that the legis-
lature of British Columbia passed this Act and
sought to change the system, and they have
yielded, I think, rather too lightly ln the face
of the large expenditure which bas been entalied
an the country in the administration of Justice
in that province.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is pretty strong language and It is pre-
cisely in accord with the argument which
we have advanced in this Chamber for re-
jecting this clause-that the House of Com-
mons yielded to the prejudice, if I may so
term it, or their love, as the Premier would
term It, of antiquity, in acceding to the re-
quest of the local legislature. Then Mr.
Macdonald, who is a Brltlsh Columbian, used
the same argument and language that are
used by the French Canadian gentleman who
opposed this Bill in this House. He said :

We have plenty of judges to conduct the ad-
ministration of justice efficiently. I think that it
would not be a wise rule to lay down in this
House that all the Acts of local legislatures
should be given effect to by this parliament.

And we know they are not, because during
the existence of the present government and,
I think, during the administration of the
Justice Department of the hon. gentleman
opposite me, that he has disallowed a num-
ber of Acts which were passed by the local
legislatures, a right to do which no one
questioned, but he did it upon grounds of
public policy.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know that any
Act was disallowed on other grounds than
the ground of being ultra vires. If the hon.
leader of the opposition can name one, I
shall be glad to hear it.

Hon. Sir. MACKENZIE BOWEL-Per-
haps I am mistaken. Was it ultra vires for
the province of British Columbia to pass a
law restricting the immigration of Chinese
and Japanese into that province ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-If It
were ultra vires, then the hon. gentleman
did right ln disallowing It. But there were
many other Acts I should like to call his
attention te that are considered ultra vires
by the hon. Minister of Justice and the
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government of the day, but they say to the
province that they will allow them to go In-
to operation, and let the parties who are
Interested in theni fight them out in the
courts of law.

lon. Mr. LANDRY-I always understood
that disallowance vas a remedy to be ap-
plied when an Act was not ultra vires. If
it were ultra vires the courts could throw it
out thenselves.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is just what I said, only in other language.
Mr. Macdonald goes on to say :

In this case I believe that it is nothing more
or less than caprice on the part of provincial
government simply because the county court
judges are not lawyers. These judges have been
in office for sixteen or seventeen yiears ; they
have a knowledge of their work, and a knowl-
edge of the country, and I hope the House will
agree with us that It is not In the interest of
British Columbia or of the Dominion that this
Bill should pass.

Then Mr. Dickey refers to the question,
lu reference to Nova Scotia, and when we
come to the vote we find that it is carried.
The motion was made by Mr. Cornwall for
the three or six months' hoist, and I am go-
Ing to read the names for the reason, that it
was laid down, as a fundamental principle of
the Liberal party by the Solicitor General
and the Premier and others who spoke upon
this question, that it was the policy of the
Liberal party and had been from all time
not to interfere with what they termed
provincial autonomy. If we are interfering
with provincial autonomy now, they were
equally interfering with provincial autono-
my in 1879, when they rejected the British
Columbia Bill, and yet we find all the fol-
lowing Liberals voting for the three months'
hoist. The first is Mr. Baillargeon.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He was a Liberal.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-And
Mr. Brouse, an Ontario man, and Mr.-
Brown.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He was a Liberal.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Mr.
Bureau, Mr. Christie, Mr. Cormier, Mr.
Fabre, Mr. Grant, Mr. Haythorne, Mr. Hope,
Mr. Leonard, Mr. Paquet, Mr. Pelletier. I
presume that Is His Honor the Speaker. If
not I will look for some other Pelletier, but I
have no recollection of any other Pelletier in

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

the House. Then there were Mr. Penny and
Mr. Power.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Oh.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
will vote the other way to-day. Then Mr.
Poser, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Scott, Mr. Simpson,
Mr. Stevens, Mr. Thibaudeau,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Mr.
Trudeau and our venerable friend Mr.
Wark. All those are Liberals that affirmed
the same principle and acted upon the sanie
doctrine precisely that the Senate has acted
upon to-day. So much for the Senate upon
these questions. Let us look at what they
did and said in the House of Commons. In
the House of Commons, when the Bill went
back with an amendment similar to that
which we have made to this Bill, we find
that a discussion took place of this charac-
ter : Mr. Macdonald of Pictou, who was
then Minister of Justice and Attorney Gen-
eral, moved a resolution that whereas by an
Act passed by the legislative assembly of
the province of British Columbia in the year
1878 and known as the 'Better Administra-
tion of Justice Act, 1878' provision is made
for the appointment of two judges now au-
thorized to be appointed to that court. ' It is
expedient to make provision for the salary
of two judges,' &c., and then the next clause
is providing for a $4,000 salary for the
judges. Mr. Mackenzie, In reply, said lie de-
sired to know if the government consldered
this demand of the legislature of British
Columbia a reasonable one. Of course, the
reply to that was that they must have con-
sidered It a reasonable one or they would
not have lntroduced the resolution providing
for their salary. Then he went on to say :

He did not think that because the local gov-
ernment had the power to create courts that we
had nothing to do but fill these courts as soon
as created.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
have had so short a time to consider this ques-
tion that I have not had time to look at the
utterances of my hon. frlend the Mlnister of
Justice, who always had a lively time look-
ing after the interests of the country. But
we find the leader of the government, the
leader of the Liberal party, the gentleman
who occupied the position for five years of
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Premier, gave an opinion precisely in accord
with that which we have given by saying
that he dld not think because the local gov-
ernment had the power to create courts,
that we had nothing to do but to fill them
when created. Then he added :

The Nova Scotia government passed an Act
establishing county courts in that province,
which was brought to this House and passed by
this House, and he did not think the Act was an
unreasonable one but it created such a diverg-
ence of opinion, and the Bill was defeated in the
Upper House, though it subsequently became
law.

It subsequently became law in the same
manner and for the reasons given for bring-
ing the British Columbia Act into force.
Then he adds these significant words :

This House should not agree to a proposition
of this sort, merely because the local govern-
ment of British Columbia thought it necessary
to have two more judges appointed to act in
that province.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-What is the date of
that?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
on the 17th of April, 1879. It will be found
ou page 1288 of the second volume of the
Debates in the House of Commons for 1879.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
will find what Sir John Macdonald sald in
that same debate.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
an extract to read from ýSir John Mae-
donald's speech, on whIch I 'was going to
comment when Interrupted by the Minister
of Justice.

It being
chair.

six o'clock the Speaker left the j

AFTER RECESS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-When
the House rose at six o'clock, I had just
completed a quotation from the speech of
the Hon. Alexander Mackenzie. The hon.
Minister of Justice interposed with a re-
mark as to what Sir John Macdonald had
said. I was about quoting the remarks of
Sir John Macdonald upon this very question,
when interrupted by the hon. Minister of
Justice-.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--Not interrupted.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.- ' will
withdraw the word 'interrupted,' and say :

when my attention was called by the hon.
Minister of Justice to the remarks of the
Hon. Sir John Macdonald. The Hon. Sir
John Macdonald, in reply to Hon. Mr. Mac-
kenzie, said :

This argument has been taken when this ques-
tion arose shortly after confederation.

That would be the time tha.t the question
was brought before parliament when Nova
Scotia asked for increased judges or in-
creased salaries. Then he says :

Mr. Blake, he belleved, then took the ground
that it was not a matter of necessity that the
Dominion parliament should sanction the legis-
lation of every province with respect to the
increase of judges, and the consequent expense
to the administration of justice.

I should have liked tW have had more time
to consult the record on that point and learu
for my own satisfaction what Mr. Blake
had really said upon the subject ; but Sir
Jolin Macdonald. it will be seen, says that
Mr. Blake took the view which Mr. Macken-
zie and the hon. Secretary of State had
taken, not mentioning their names, when
discussing this question. Then he says :

That was assented to as a general principle.

That is, the principle that it was not a
contravention of the constitution for the
Senate, or the House of Commons elther, to
disagree with those who argued that the
provincial demand should be acceded to.
Then he goes on to say :

But it was argued, and he had argued It so
himself, that when the whole responsibility of
the administration of justice rested on the local
governments and legislatures, it would be a
very grave responsibility for the Dominion gov-
ernment to take to oppose a solemn Act of the
local legislature declaring that additional judges
were required, unless it was clearly proved that
any local government making this demand had
unjustly exercised its power and would throw
needless expense on the Dominion government.
We ought as a general rule, to accept the solemna
professions of a local legislature that it required
additional judges as being correct.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-While
he states very clearly, and lays down the
principle, that it Is a grave responsibility to
assume to reject the demands of a local
legislature, he does not, in any utterance
which he has made, declare that It is an ln-
fringement of the autonomy of a province,
or that the Senate has not the power, as
has been declared by those who have dis-
cussed the question in the Lower House, to
deal with this question, and he says, fur-
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ther, that it should not be done, nor should
parliament assume the grave responsibility
of taking that step, unless for good reasons.
The question is whether we have good rea-
sons to-day or not. I am of opinion, and so
are many others who have studied this ques-
tion, from the facts which I have already
laid before this House, that we have good
grounds upon which to base a rejection off
this Bill. I may add that Sir John Mac-
donald went further ln 'his remarks, which
were very short-I wish to put the strongest
part of his remarks before the Senate-and
made the following statement :-

We should make a clear case against any pro-
vince before objeoting to Its claims in this
respect.

Now, the point is, whether they have made
a clear case against the province in their
demands for three extra judges. If we
think they have, and we reject their de-
mands, then we are acting strictly ln accor-
dance with the opinions and sentiments ex-
pressed by Sir John Macdonald, whose opin-
ions have been quoted by those who take the
opposite view. My hon. friend will say, no
doubt : ' You were a member of that ad-
ministration that proposed that legislation
in 1879.' That is quite true, but when the
Senate rejected that proposition, neither Sir
John Macdonald nor his cabinet Insisted
upon the Commons rejecting the will and
the decision of this House. They accepted
it, and we have heard nothing from Sir John
Macdonald, or those of his government of
that time, against the right and the privi-
lege of the Senate to act in this matter, and
the very fact that they respected the de-
cision of the Senate is shown by the fact
that they took no sueh step as has been
taken in the Lower House on this occasion.
There was no cry about provincial auto-
nomy, no cry about Infringing the rights of
the people.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There probably would
have been, if there had been a Liberal ma-
jority in the Senate.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It Is
strange that the rejection of that measure
was carried by a combination of Liberals,
of which the hon. member for Halifax was
one, and the Conservatives. A certain por-
tion of the Conservatives and a very few
Liberals voted with the government at that
time, but it was the whole body-with the

. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

exception of one or two, and I am not sure
if there was even that-of the Liberal party,
together with a contingent of the Conserva-
tive party, when the Conservatives had a
majority of 40 or 50 in this House, that de-
feated that government measure. And, not-
withstanding that fact, Sir John Macdonald
did not ask the House of Commons to reject
the decision of the Senate upon that occa-
sion, neither did he do so upon the defeat
of the Nova Scotia Bill. The imputation
thrown out by the hon. senior member for
Halifax is -unworthy of him.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is out of order.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWE)LL-I say
that it is not out of order. It Is neither im-
proper nor unparliamentary for me to say
that, because I have a sufficiently good opin-
Ion of that hon. gentleman to belleve that,
upon a moment's reflection, he would not
have said it, because it implies dishonesty
on the part of the Premier of that day and
those who were supporting him, and the
government of that day. He says, had there
been a Liberal majority ln this House, the
probabilities are that Sir John Macdonald
and his cabinet would have insisted upon
the rejection of the deelsion of the Senate
simply because the Bill had been rejected
by a Liberal majority. It was rejected by
a Liberal majority. If the Conservatives
had voted straight upon that question, the
government would have been sustained. If
the hon. gentleman holds the same opinions
now as he dld then, and if he will vote now
as he did then upon an exactly similar pro-
position, he will vote with us upon this ques-
tion, and denounce, by his vote to-day, the
decision at which the Liberal party ln the
Lower House has arrived. Then we find,
going a little further, that Mr. Anglin spoke
upon this question, and everybody knows
that Mr. Anglin possessed a great deal more
than ordinary ability. Although not a law-
yer, he was perhaps one of the best debaters
and one of the best constitutional authori-
ties, and certainly was one of the clearest
men intellectually that ever occupied the
Chair as Speaker of the House of Commons.
In discussing this question, he said, in reply
to Sir John Macdonald :

He thought that If the doctrine laid down by
the right hon. gentleman was accepted, they
night look' for a very large increase of the

Judiciary.



[JULY 16, 1900]

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Hear. hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is precisely what we said the other day, and
the reply of the hon. Minister of Justice to
me was that it was an absurd proposition,
that no one should make such a proposition.
He compliments Mr. Anglin for having
given utterance to language which Implies
precisely the same idea which we advance
and which the hon. gentleman now ridicules.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That was not my point.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not know what the hon. gentleman's point
Is.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He has no point.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
'Hear, hear,' might have been a derisive
hear, hear, or a hear, hear of approval. I
do not know which it was, but I took it for
the latter, and upon that I based my re-
marks.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I mean to say that Sir
John Macdonald, in Mr. Anglin's estimation,
held the doctrine a good deal more positive-
ly than the extracts which my hon. friend
lias just read would seem to Indicate.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I have
no doubt that my hon. friend, with hie legal
and intellectual abilities, will put some other
construction upon It, but I think I have put
a very fair construction on It, and there is
no language of Sir John Macdonald's which
lays down the principle which has been ad-
vocated and laid down by the government
of which lie is a member, and by those
whom lie supported In parliament. Let me
get back to Mr. Anglin. He said :

He thought that If the doctrine laid down by
the hon. gentleman was accepted, they might
look for a very large Increase of the judiciary.
If the legislatures of the provinces were to have
the absolute right of creating any number of
new judges they chose, or thought necessary, and
throw the burden on the Dominion treaaury,
such an increase would certainly be made.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is a stronger declaration against the pro-
vincial governments than any of us have
made. He continues :

He was not at all disposed to accept that doc-
trine, and lie contended that before they con-

sented to provide the salaries, they should be
satisfied of the necessity that existed for the
additional judges. He did not think they ought
to be satisfied merely with the statements made
by the local authorities to make the provision,
because the local legislature created the office.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is pretty strong language, and that Is lan-
guage from a gentleman who always had
the confidence of the Liberal party in the
House of Commons. I do not propose to
pursue this portion of the subject any fur-
ther, and I apologize to the House for having
spoken so long upon the question, nor should
I have done so had it not been for the re-
marks made in the Lower Chamber. It Is
now for the Senate to consider whether a
sufficient case las been made out for us
to pursue the same policy that the opposi-
tion pursued when a similar question was
before them during the time of Sir John
Macdonald's administration, and whether
sufficient has been advanced to show that
the demands made by the local legislature
of the province of Quebec should be ac-
ceded to.

have shown in the first p'ace, that the
Senate rejected the Nova Scotia BI,, of a
somewhat similar character, that It rejected
the British Columbia Bill, of exactly the
same character, and that the leaders of the
Conservative party, whatever their opinions
may have been at that time, did not ask
the House of Commons to reject the amend-
ments made by the Senate. I have shown
from the remark of Mr. Casgrain, the late
Attorney General for Lower Canada, tliat
these extra judges were not required. I have
quoted from the language of Mr. Fitzpafrick,
the Solicitor General, and from Sir WIifri4
Laurier himself, that he agreed with Mr.
Casgrain. I have stated from my knowl-
edge that many judges of the province o!
Quebec hold precisely the same opinion. I
have read from the declaration of Sir Alex-
ander Lacoste, the Chief Justice of Quebec,.
at a public banquet, that no more judges
are required, and when he says that, we are
forced to admit lie knows what Le le talk-
ing about. I have shown from the language
of the Solicitor General, that in one dis-
trict alone, out of 250 working days, 222 of
those days were spent In the admiinistration
of justice In Montreal, tleaving only 28 days
for the work of his own distriet, showlng
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Conclusively that he had nothing to do, and
not having any thing to do there "that oc-
cupied more than a <month of bis time, it
could be utilized in the Interests of the
country which pays him $4,000 per annum,
where there was work for him to perform.
I have shown, by statements made in the
other House, that Mr. Cimon, a judge in
one of the other districts, declared that he
had not a month's work in the whole year taz
do, and that he wanted more. I have quot-
ed from Mr. Mackenzie's declaration showing
that he held precisely the saine opinion on
this question that we are now advocating.
I have read Sir John Macdonald's remarks
that Mr. Blake held precisely the same
opinion. Mr. Anglin also enunciated the
same opinion. The present Secretary of
State not only enunciated those views and
principles, but emphasized them by record-
ing his vote In condemnation of the increase
of the judges. I have shown, further, that Sir
John Macdonald, iin neither case took the
saine position that Sir Wilfrid Laurier and
his followers have taken, by appealing to
the race feelings of the people of Quebec
tu attacking members from Ontario and
other parts of the Dominion who occupy
seats in this House, because they dared to
hold opinions different from those held by
some of the people of Quebec. I was of the
opinion that when I came to the Senate,
my duty was, to the best of my judgment,
to legislate for the whole Dominion, and
that when I thought a proposition was
made which affected Ontario, or any other
province, it was my duty, as It Is the duty
of every senator, to express our opinion in
language and by vote in the Une of what
we belleve to be right. I have also shown
clearly that the language of Sir John Mac-
donald is such that while he thought, unless
it was under grave circumstances, we should
not reject the wishes and desires of the local
legislature, lie never denied the right of the
Senate to reject any measure nor did he
appeal to the House of Commons to reject
the opinion of the Senate expressed by
their action. I have sbown also that the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis
Davies) declared in bis speech un discussing
this question, that unless and excepting on
one ground. and that is where we are con-
vinced by incontrovertible evidence that the
provincial authorities are tmprovidently ex-
ceeding their rights, we ought not to dbject

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

to this proposition. Whether that has been
estaWished by the facts which I have laid
before the House, is for the Senate to de-
cide. No matter which way this matter
may fbe settled, my principal reason for
speaking at such length this evening Is to
show. first, that the Liberal party, when
the Conservatives laid a similar proposition
before parliament, rejeeted 4t on the same
grounds on which we ask the Senate to re-
ject it to-day. I have also shown that w-hen
the Senate did rejeet it, the House of Com-
mons did not attempt to interfere with the
decision of this House. Whether the Senate
be made up of refugees -who have been de-
feated by the people, or whether, as Mr.
Monet declared, there was a certain soft-
ness in <the Senate, in their brains as well
as their legs, is a question for us to decide.
For my own part, these personal allusions to
the members of the Senate have very little
weight. I would freely concede to that hon.
gentleman ail the ability of the Liberal
party, were It not that in his language he
showed a lamentable ignorance of the con-
stitution when he told the country we had
certain powers, which any child who has
read the constitution knows we have not,
If It be an argument why they should
reject the opinions expressed by the tSenate
because we are weak in ithe legs, it is for
those who have strong legs to decide. That
does not apply to ail of us. -However, brain-
less we may (be, our legs are all right in
case we require to bring them into action.
I hope that the Senate wll show its Inde-
pendence dn thuls matter, and put upon re-
cord the fact that they have the right to
reject or accept any proposition w-hich may
be imade to them coming from the lower
flouse. In this case, as in the case of Brit-
ish Columbia, and in the case of Nova Sco-
Lin. after sufficient time las expired to en-
ables those who are most interested in this
question to consider It fully, if after the
elections it is shown that the wiUl of the
people-that is the best way to put it-is
in that direction, the Senate, I am sure, in
tis case, as the House of Lords in Eng-
land have always done, will yield to the
will of the people.

bon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Up to
this date we have lad no evidence to the con-
trary. We know this, and it is suggested by
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the ' hear, hear ' from the hon. Minister of
Justice that the House of Lords have re-
jected important proposals which have been
laid before them, passed In the House of
Commions with a very large majority, and
the people upheld them on these very ques-
tions, condemning the judgment off the
House of Commons by the largest imajority
ever given by the people of England. The
Senate in the past has acted on that prin-
ciple. and acted Judiciously, and however
weak they may be in brains, they under-
stand the functions and duties of the Sen-
ate, being analogous to, as far as can be
under oui' system, those of the House of
Lords. They will always yield to the will
of the people, when it is expressed through
their representatives a'fter the question has
been submitted to them. I have been led
to this argument by the hon. gentleman's
derisive 'hear, hear.' It has been argued
and very properly argued, that the will of
the people is expressed through their re-
presentatives in the House of Commons.
That is the general theory, but the House
of Commons very often place upon record
sentiments, by resolution and acts of parlia-
ment, which were never laid before the peo-
ple. and on whdch, consequently, they have
never had an opportunity of expressing an
opin-ion. It is upon those questions that
the House of Lords have opposed the will
of the House of Commons for the time
being, on the very grouud which I have
intimated, that the people had no oppor-
tunity to express an opinion on the issue.
That is precisely the case here. I am sure
those of us w-ho understand the prin-
ciples of responsible government and the
duty and functions of the House of Lords,
off which this House is a miniature, and
certainly as far as practicable based upon
the same principles, will do as they have
done, when the opportunity offers.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have listened with not
ii, little interest to the speech off my hon.
friend. It was a long speech, and further
protracted because my hon. friend was not
altogether satisfied with lis argument, and
lie seemed seeking for something that lie
did not succeed in bringing before the
House. Sir Walter Scott says off an indi-
vidual who had been condemned to be
hanged :-

He adjusted the rope, he traversed the cart,
He often took lease and seemed loath to depart.

My hon. friend seemed very loath to bring
to an end the speech which lie was engaged
In making ; I am not going to follow the
hon. gentleman ln all lis devious ways in
the address whlch he has just delivered to
the House. My hon. friend said that the
opposition to him-that is the government
side of the House here-consisted mostly of
defeated candidates for the House of Com-
mons. I tell my hon. friend I do not think
I was defeated.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Do not
open that question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I was cheated. Open
it ! WVhy ! The hon. gentleman devoted
nearly half an hour's speech to discussing
it. What happened me in 1896, happened a
good many gentlemen on our side of the
House in 1887 and in 1891. I am not going
into a discussion of that question, but I
believe had there been an honest return of
the votes as they were polled by the elec-
tors in 1887, and again in 1891, the majority
who sat in the House of Commons on both
occasions would have been men returned
by the Liberal electors of Canada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is a very violent assumption.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think it is an
assumption.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It Is
ln my opinion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-And ln that I dipTer
from the hon. gentleman as I do with many
of the opinions lie has expressed this even-
ing. Several newspapers supporting - the
hon. gentleman said that the Senate were
anxious to support this Bill-anxious that
it should become law, but that It was owing
to the tacties of myself that It was rejected
when It was under consideration a few days
ago. The hon. gentleman from the district
of Bedford (Hon. Mr. Baker) asked for delay
in the consideration of this Bill, but lie made
that request after lie had delivered a very
violent speech against the Bill. That left
no doubt on my mind, as I am sure lie dld
not leave any doubt on the minds of many
hon. members of this House, that so far
as lie was concerned, lie could not consist-
ently do otherwlse than offer to this first
clause of the Bill, relating to judges, his
most determined opposition. Let me read
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some extracts from the speech whlch the
hon. gentleman on that oceUsion addressed
to the House, and the Senate will see that,
if he were speaking for himself, and I as-
sume that it was for himself he was speak-
ing, when asking for delay, he had already
made up bis mind, and nothing that could
be disclosed would in any degree alter the
opinion which the hon. gentleman had ex-
pressed. The hon. gentleman said .

There was ample provision for utilizing the
judicial power of the province of Quebec which
everybody admits, friend and foe alike, is amply
sufficient to meet every demand that can be
made upon it. There was ample provision made
for them, but because the parliament of Canada,
in its wisdom, had declared that no travelling
allowances should be made to these judges un-
less the chief justice certified that it was neces-
sary that they should be brought'into the city
of Montreal, and the judges resented that, the
Act was held to be inoperative, wbereupon the
Quebec legislature declared that the Superior
Court of the province of Quebec abould consist
of three more judges. Nobody justifies Lt. No-
body can justify it. The judicial power of the
province of Quebec le amply sufficient to meet
every demand that can possibly be made upon it,
and if the parliament of Canada would stand
upon its dignity and in doing so they would
play different roll from the roll that was played
by these judges who refused to go Into the court
of review.

Now, it is perfectly clear what the hon.
gentleman's view was and is, and it is ab-
surd to suppose that any new light that I
could furnish the hon. gentleman, or that
any papers in our possession could furnish
him, could alter bis opinion. His mind was
made up. Then, again, he says :

A man who has any aptitude for business,
who la fit to be a judge, who could earn the
scanty salary each judge enjoys in the province
of Quebec, could dispose of a hundred of those
cases ln a day.

Well, if he could do so he would do at
least fifty times as much as any one of the
judges in that court does. Let me read an-
other extract from the speech. The hon.
gentleman says :

For years and years the judges of the province
of Quebec have laboured under what amounts to
a disability. If the parliament of Canada would
have the fortitude to do justice to them and in-
crease their salaries, so as to enable them to give
their undivided attention to their duties as
judges, if there is any congestion of business
It will soon disappear. I do not believe that any
member of the bar who knows the labour that
members of the bar impose on themselves-I do
nnt believe any member of the bar ln the pro-
vince of Quebec who stands In the foremost rank
could be brought forward to say that, ln hie
opinion, there is any necessity for a further ad-
dition to the judiciary of the city of Montreal.

And the hon. gentleman intimates that the
reason the judges do not get along better,

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

ls because, in order to live, they are obliged
to go outside and seek employment, and so
they occupy theli' time, which should be de-
voted to the administration of justice, to
other and different pursuits. That is the
position which the hon. gentleman took, and
It seems to me preposterous either for the
hon. gentleman, or any newspaper on bis
behalf, to pretend that the defeat of this
first clause was due to the fact that I was
disposed not to grant delay. I believed
then, and what happened the next day
showed the accuracy of the view I enter-
tained, that the hon. gentleman, and others
on that side of the House, were anxious
to have time to assemble their forces. They
wanted to defeat this Bill with a more de-
cisive majority than they could on that day
when the question came up, and so, on the
next day, we find when the question was
brought up again there were at least ilve
more members on that side of the House
ready to vote agalnst my proposition than
there had been the day before. Then the
hon. leader of the opposition refers to the
speech made by Hon. Mr. Fltzpatrick. in
that speech Mr. Fitzpatrick points out that
the judge in the district of St. Hyacinthe
devoted 222 days out of 250 working days to-
judicial work ln the clty of Montreal in-
stead of in bis own district, and from that
draws the inference that he devoted only
28 days to bis own district, and that he
had little to do. I say that does not follow
at ail. It only shows this, that in ail prob-
ability bis judicial duties in bis own district
were in a large measure neglected, because
of the pressing necessity for bis services in
the district of Montreal. There is nothing
to warrant any other conclusion.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Can the hon. gentle-
man prove that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My -hon. friend asks
can I prove it. I have no case to make out.
My duty ts clear. A measure carried by the
government possessing the confidence of the
ma.jority of the people of Quebec declares
that additional judges are necessary, and we
In this House have the constitutional duty
imposed upon us to make the appointment
unless-taking the most favourable view of
the contention of 'bon. gentlemen opposite,-
it could be shown that there was no neces-
slty for these appointments, that it was
an abuse of authority on the part of the



[JULY 16, 1900]

government and legislature of Quebec. I
say no such abuse has been shown. The
burden of proof is not upon us, but upon
those who question -the proceedings of the
legislature of Quebec and of the House of
Ocmmons and the government. Unless they
are prepared to show that the government is
wrong in what is being done-to show that
the House of Commons is wrong in what It
bas done-unless they are prepared to show
that the legislature and government of Que-
bec are wrong in what they have done, I say
the opposition have no right to resist this pro-
position upon their view of the situation,
and that they have not shown, on the pres-
ent occasion. What do the facts show ?
Why, that there were, at the last sittings
of the court in Montreal, 317 new cases that
had not been reached at all by the court
and were sent over ; that there were 383
cases entered in the Court of Review that
bad not been considered ; that remanets.
as we say l Ontario, occupied the court
until its duties came to an end.

Hon. Mr. BAKER--How many cases ln
the Court of Review ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Three hundred and
elghty-three.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-There are thirty-five
standing on the roll, and only thirty-five.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The Solicitor General
says 383, and I must take his statement
on this occasion as an accurate statement.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-And I will convince
the hon. gentleman, if I have an opportunity,
that the figures of the Solicitor General are
not to be taken.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Let me point to an-
other fact ; the hon. gentleman bas under-
taken to compare Quebec with Ontario. The
hon. leader of the opposition intimated be-
fore, although he bas passed the question
by on the present occasion, that Quebec
might adopt the Ontario system and have
county judges, and so make the necessary
provision for the local cases that arise. Every
hon. gentleman knows that there are, In
every province, local cases arising which
require to be dealt with immediately, and
which require a judge on the spot to deal
with them. Although, It may be, in some
districts of Quebec, as ln some counties in
Ontario, and I have no doubt In other pro-

vinces where the county system exists, there
are judges who have no great amount of
work to perform-an amount of work that
does not begin to occu-py the whole of their
time, yet the public would suffer very great
Inconvenlence If there were no judges at
ail in the district, and so it becomes neces-
sary, although the amount of work may
not be great. that there should be local
judges ln order to deal with those cases as
tbey arise. If you were to change the
Quebec system and adopt the Ontario sys-
tema, It would not and could not diminish
the expenses. Let us compare the Quebee
system with the Ontario system. In On-
tario last year, the expense was $264,000 ;
ln Quebec it was $196,000. That Is $78,000
difference in a year in favour of Quebec.
It Is true Quebec has a smaller population
than Ontario, but Quebec bas adopted a dif-
ferent system, and I say, again, that if
you were to adopt the system of Ontario
in Quebec, it would not diminish the charge
on the treasury, but increase It. Let us look
at the provision of the British North Am-
erica Act upon this question, and I think
hon. gentlemen will see that, so far as the
law is concerned, we have not the right
to do what the hon. gentleman says. It
Is true this is a species of co-partnership.
The local government create the courts,
and we have a right to say to the local gov-
ernment we think it is abusing its authority
by making the system unnecessarily expen-
sive. We have a right to say to the local
government. 'You ought to reconsider your
proposition,' and we did say that. We wait-
ed for more than a year since this Act came
into operation, and the local government
have stood by their proposition. Remem-
ber this, you have no right to say to the
government of Quebec, no matter what view
you may take of the constitution, that they
must change their whole judicial system.
That system bas been in operation for 34
years. It bas, during the whole of that
perlod, undergone no change; new judges
have been occasionally appointed. What
is the result under that system ? That in
the district of Montreal the amount of busi-
ness has outgrown the bench that you pro-
vide, that In numbers the judges are not
equal to the performance of that duty.
Montreal bas become a much greater
commercial centre than it was when

1163



1164 [SENATE]

this system was first organized. It
bas more than doubled the population
it then had. It bas more than three
times the amount of judicial business it then
had, and what is now proposed by the gov-
ernment of Quebec, without altering the sys-
tem or maing any change in it, is to provide
three additional judges in confornity with
that system to meet the requirements that
have arisen in the district of Montreal. Is
that an extravagant provision ? Look at
the amount of business that is being done.
Is it an extravagant provision that three
additional judges should be appointed for
the purpose of discharging the additional
duties that devolve upon the court ? Every-
body will see that it is not, that the duties
that devolve upon the court of Montreal
are better met, with less disturbance of the
system, by the proposal to appoint three
additional judges than by undertaking to
recast the whole system over the province
of Quebec. Now, let us look at the words
of the British North America Act. Sub-
section 14 of section 92 provides :

In each province, the legislature may exclu-
sively make laws ln relation to matters coming
within the classes of subjects next hereinafter
enumerated, that is to say :-

14. The administration of justice ln the pro-
vince, including the constitution, maintenance
and crganization of provincial courts, both of
civil and criminal jurisdiction, and Including
procedure ln civil matters ln those courts.

Now, those are the powers that are ex-
cluslvely conferred on the local legislature.
You have no authority to Interfere with
those matters at all. They are not In any
way referred to you.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Why do you challenge
their action ? You say you kept them wait-
ing a year.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not challenglng
their action now.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-You walted more than
a year.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Let my hon. frlend keep

quiet. He will have an opportunity to make
his speech. When I say that we walted a
year, I say that we have the power to
provide the salaries. We have the power

of appointlng the judges ; therefore, there
is a duty devolving upon us In this, case.
We waited, in the discharge of that duty,

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

for the purpose of considering. along vith
the goverament of Quebec, whether they
could devise any other system that would
be a less burden upon the public treasury.
We had a right to ask that. The burden
that falls upon us imposes that duty, but the
government of Quebec still adhered to their
view, and I say there is no other course
open to us than to comply with their wishes
and make the appointments called for. That
is the fair and proper construction of the
constitution. Now, what are the words of
the Act, so far as we are concerned ?

The Governor General shall appoint the judges
of superior, district, and county courts In each
province.

Who advises whether there shall be a
superior, a district or a county court ? Who
determines which of these courts shall ex-
ist ? Is it the government or parliament
here? Certainly not. It is the local legis-
lature of each province that determines this
question, a local legislature, led by a
government, in each province, responsible
to the majority of that legisIature and res-
ponsible to the electorate of the province-
I say responsible in their sphere, just as
much as we are in ours. Our whole consti-
tutional system recognizes the principle of
political sovereignty in the electorate, not in
parliament. And if the electorate acquiesce
ln what those who represent the electorate
do, there the question must necessarily end.
My hon. friend bas referred to the cases of
Nova Scotia, and the county judges, and the
case of certain judges in the province of
British Columbia. I need not enter into a
discussion of the case ln Nova Scotia. It
was a new departure in their system, and
it stood over ; but they had their way in
the end. It was ultimately adopted. In the
case of British Columbia, the government
of the day, of which the hon. gentleman was
a mem ber, proposed to add to the court.
My hon. friend made a speech here of more
than an hour ln length, and ln that speech
referred to the opinions of the Secretary
of State and of Mr. Mackenzie and Mr.
Anglin. But what were the hon. gentleman's
own opinions at the time? What were the
opinions of those who were associated with
him ln the government of the country at the
time? That they would appoint judges for
the purpose of giving effect to the views en-
tertalned by the legislature of British Col-

-umbia. That is what was decided upon, and
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upon that opinion they acted, and when my
hon. friend quoted the views of Mr. Anglin,
you see at once what the vlews of Sir John
Macdonald were from the speech of Mr.
Anglin. Mr. Anglin Infers, from the speech
made by Sir John Macdonald, that if you
adopt that view-that is, the view put for-
ward by Sir John Macdonald and the gov-
ernment-you had no check on the local
legislature ; they could make the court con-
sist of as many judges as they thought pro-
per. That is perfectly true ; but there is no
difficulty in it. That is true of every part
of our organization. Under our parliament-
ary system, you assume that those entrusted
with authority will act rightly. You assume
that the local legislatures will properly dis-
charge the duties wlth which they are en-
trusted, and that the government and par-
liament of Canada will do the same thing.
The whole system Is based on that theory.
It nay be that you think this Act on that
account is wrong, but the theory of the con-
stitution is that the people are capable of
self-government, and those you entrust with
authority will not abuse the authority with
whieh they are entrusted. Why should
they? I say the whole system Is based on
that assumption, and to that assumption I
cordially subscribe. Those who do not con-
cur In that view ought to undertake to
change our constitutional system and adopt
some other.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--The
hon. gentleman had better wait until some-
body advocates some other system.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My bon. friend bas been
advocating it for a good part of the after-
noon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon, gentleman bas
referred to the functions and the duties of
the Senate in this matter. I am most auxi-
ous to uphold the dIgnity and authority of
the Senate. But I hold, if you want to make
of the Senate a partisan body, with a view
to frustrate the intentions and designs of
the House of Commons, you will make this
House an odious body, instead of making
it an influential body. Its infiuence will de-
pend upon the moderation and the fairness
with which its duties are discharged, and
they are discharged neither with moderation
nor with fairness, when the Senate under-

takes to set itself against what? Against
the local legislature, against the government
of a province, against the authority of the
Queen as the head of the government of this
Pountry, against the House of Commons
that bas been returned by the people for the
discharge of their duties. If this Bill is de-
feated, whose opinion is expressed by that
defeat? Not that of the local legislature,
for they ask for the appointment of three
judges, and have provided for it by the law
of their province; not the views of His
Excellency the Governor General, because
he acts upon the advice of bis ministers,
and those ministers regard those appoint-
ments as necessary and proper, and have in-
troduced a Bill for that purpose ; not in
conformity with the views of the House of
Commons, for they agree with the Crown,
and they sanctioned a measure for the pur-
pose of giving effect to that. But then, we ex-
pressed the opinions embodied in the vote of
this House a few days ago, in which my bon.
friend bas indicated bis determination to per-
sist, of the majority of the Senate of Canada
against the Crown, against the House of
Commons in the federal body, and against
the Crown and against the people in the
legislature of the province of Quebece. That
is the position which the hon. gentleman has
taken, and to that position he bas committed
himself. My hon. friend bas talked about
appeals to race and religion. Nobody bas
appealed to race and religion. He says they
did not do so in the case of British Colum-
bia. They could not do so in that case. In
this case, in the province of Quebec, you
have set at naught the wishes of the legis-
lature. So far as they are concerned, they
have acted under the provision in the con-
stitution which gives them exclusive power
as to the constitution of that court, and you
have utterly disregarded the power which
they possess. The hon. gentleman bas, in
this matter, advocated another system, for
some reason or other. Is it because it Is
cheaper and more efficient than the system
adopted by the province of Quebec? I have
polnted out that the payment of the judges'
salaries in Ontario is $78,000 more than in
the province of Quebec. So that that is
not the reason. The judiciary of the pro-
vince of Ontario cost, as I have already
mentioned, $264,000, and of the province of
Quebec, $186,000.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
Is about the proportion of the population.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend says that
is about the proportion of the population.
Then, Quebec is not worse than Ontario. If
Quebec is not worse than the other provinces,
what right have we to come here and attack
the systeni of Quebec and say to the local le-
gislature that unless they change that system
we will not give effect to what they do ?
They have no power to appoint judges. The
power is not entrusted to them of appoint-
Ing men qualified to discharge the duties of
judges, to properly carry on the work of
administration of justice. There Is a high
trust committed to us In this regard, and
that trust bon. gentlemen are about to say
shall not be discharged. It is perfectly clear
that the position taken by the hon. gentle-
man and those associated with him in this
matter, who are undertaking to frustrate
the wishes of the province of Quebec, is
unwarranted by the constitution, and is hav-
lng the effect of placing this House ln an-
tagonisn to the legislature of the province,
to the Crown and to the majority ln the
House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. BAKER--My hon. friend who
leads, or misleads, this Senate, according to
the measure of bis abilities, bas made it
necessary for me to make one or two ob-
servations. In the first place, may I be
permitted to comment on the observations
that he made which were so personal to
himself ? He referred to the circumstance
ithat at the last election he was rejected at
the poils. I am not acquainted with the
facts connected with that rejection, but I
know that bis defeat was regretted through-
out the length and breadth of Canada by
men who differ from bim In their political
views as widely as the north is separated
from the South Pole. I will do hlm the
justice to say that when he formed a mem-
ber of the Mackenzie administration, when
he discharged the functions of Minister of
the Interlor, he filed that office In a way
to commend bis action to the electorate of
the people of this Dominion, and when he
was defeated It was felt that a strong man
bad gone down ln the battle, and It was a
matter of regret among those of bis political
adversarles who hnd watched bis career,
that the rIght hon. gentleman-he was not

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

then the fight hon. gentleman--Mr. Laurier,
who was charged with the formation of a
cabinet, did not treat him as he treated
some of the menbers of the party who had
been defeated at the poils and find a con-
stituency for him. He was left out in the
cold, but In the course of time he came Into
this Senate, and when he came here I con-
fess I had higli hopes for the hon. gentle-
man. He came Into this Chamber, which
he had ridiculed when he was a member of
the Commons. He came into this Chamber
with a reputation to lose, and I will do him
the justice to say he promptly lost it. He
came into the Chamber with a reputation to
lose, and in the course of time he came into
an official position and was installed as the
leader of the government in this branch of
the parliament of Canada. He came here,
but lie very soon lost that independence of
character that had characterized him when
he was a critie ln opposition. He came here
and he bas degenerated into one of the most
active partisans that will be found ln the
whole ranks of the Liberal party.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-There Is no act of the
government of which lie is a member that
he bas not been ready to justify, although
he bas sometimes confessed that the acts
of that government were not justifiable.
However, I am not dIsposed to make this
discussion one so purely personal to the hon.
leader of the government, but he has made
It necessary for me to refer to the circum-
stances ln connection with the rejection of
the first clause of the Bill that was pre-
sented to the Senate. At the time the House
went Into committee, I sat on one of those
benches ln conversation with bis colleague,
the bon. Solicitor General, and 1 was refer-
ring at the moment to the fact tnat I had
noticed from the gallery that the Solicitor
Generai had been mistaken la the figures
which he submitted to the Commons, I
heard the discussion that was going on, and
that the hon. Minister of Justice nas mis-
taken ln the reference he made to some re-
marks that hid been made in the legislative
counell at Quebec by the Attorney General.
I came In without the slightest Intention of
takIng part ln this discussion. I know the
measure was passed through the legislature
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of Quebec for a purpose, and everybody else
who was in touch with political matters ln
the province of Quebec knows the main ob-
ject of the legislation was to provide a seat
on the bench for one of the members of the
legislature. In conversation there is no
secret about It. They confessed It, and so
far as the cheaper kind of party politics
was concerned, it would have been good
party polities to have allowed it to pass.
There are three judgeships, but there would
have been thirty applicants-three men sat-
isfied and twenty-seven sore-heads. That
would have been the practical operation of
it, and if I had looked at the question from
a purely partisan point of view, I would
have done everything in my power to facili-
tate the passage of the Bill, ln order that
this discord might arise in the ranks of the
Liberal party. But now, I must apologize
to the members of this House for having
been drawn into such a phase of this dis-
cussion. We are here engaged ln the con-
sideration of this Bill. What has been the
attitude of the hon. Minister of Justice ?
He has attempted to justify the reasons that
were given in the Commons for refusing
to consent to the amendment by the Senate.
Let us see what those reasons are. The
Solicitor General moved in the Commons on
July 13 that this House do disagree with
the Senate in the said amendment, for the
following reasons:

First, because by section 92 of the British
North America Act it is provided that in each
province the legislature will have exclusive
power to make laws concerning the administra-
tion of justice in the province, lncluding the
constitution, maintenance and organization of
provincial courts of both civil and criminal juris-
diction, Including procedure in civil matters in
those courts.

Then follows the 2nd subsection of the
section of the British North America Act
that has been so often quoted, and then we
find in two subsections the following
reasons :

Because the object of the present Bill which
was rejected by the Senate is to comply with the
duty imposed upon -the federal government and
parliament by the aforesald section 96 of the
British North America Act, in so far as the
above action of the legislature is concerned.

The fifth reason ls as follows :-

Recause the act of the Senate ln rejecting the
said section of the Bill is an infringement of the
principle of provincial autonomy secured in the
British North America Act.

Now. the hon. Minister of Justice has
made no attempt whatever to justify these
reasons. He begs the whole question. He
asserts. and nobody ever disputed dt, nobody
every attempted to deny Lt, that the organ-
ization and constitution of the courts ls
with the local legislature. Nobody quarrels
with that. They have a rlght to their own
system. though it has been denounced by the
riglit hon. leader of the government ; it la
there and they have a right to It. It le the
duty imposed on the parliament of Canada
to appoint and to pay the judges for their
courts. Nobody disputes that, but that ls
to be taken wlth limitations. The leader
of the government In the House of Com-
mons asserted that the duty was imperative,
that it was imposed by the British North
America Act, and that there was no discre-
tion on the part of the parliament of Can-
ada. That is not the doctrine that has been
expounded by the Liberal party through Its
leaders from the time of confederation. That
Is not the doctrine that le propounded now
by members of the government. That ls not
the doctrine that the hon. Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisherles propounded on the floor
of parliament. He said that the questions
for parliament to detei1mine was whether
it was provident or Improvident. I am
not disposed to play upon words, but it
was provident iu the sense of providing
for members ot the party who were seeking
for positions upon the bench, but It was
most improvident so far as the parliament
of Canada was concerned, in needlessly in-
volving the payment of salaries. Then the
last reason is one that was given by the
leader of the government -that it is an at-
tack upon provincial autonomy. That le a
fine phrase, but the leader of the govern-
ment has been always a man of phrases.
There le no man in Canuda. who can coin
phrases more readily than the rlght hon.
leader of the government, and there le no
man ln Canada who le less persistent than
he la l upholding the principles that are
enunciated ln those phrases. Provincial au-
tonomy, indeed ! Thait will be rolled on
the tongue of every election heeler ln the
province of Quebec In the coming elections.
Provincial autonomy assalled, forsooth. In
what way ? The system of the province o!
Quebec le not attacked, and it le conceded
that it ls the duty of those who oppose the
Bill to show that a case has not been made
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out. The hon. Minister of Justice says that province of Quebec, sa
he has no case to make out. Well, if he in number to perform

to them under our syst
takes that view he has succeeded admirablyj I have absolutely no qu
for he has made no case. He has referred
to the system. The system Is not attacked. Hon. Mr. POWER

But he said also that the government had did not read that las

waited more than a year for the Quebec Hon. Mr. BAKER-
legislature to take action. What becomes of explicit ? Can anyt
the doctrine propounded by the leader of point ? Is there an
the goverament that the parliament of Can- when the hon. gentlen
ada is bound to act upon the suggestion of says he has nothing
the Quebec legislature. statement that more j

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear. Why -in the name of

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Why did they wait ? and just and honou

Why did they make a counter proposition? Dominion do they
Why did they hesitate to bring down to measure on parliame

parliament a proposition to provide the sal- declaration of the So

aries of the three additional judges ? If has no quarrel with

there was no objection, why hesitation ? more judges are re

Why delay ? To my imind it ds perfectly moment ago to the

absurd. if I may be permitted to use the on the bench outside
be ncnversation

ying they were sufficient
all the duties assigned

em. With that statement
arrel.

-The hon. gentleman
t sentence.

-Can anythipg be more
hing bie more to the
other word to be said
an introducing the Bill
to quarrel with in the
udges are not required?

ail that is reasonable
ralble and fair to the
insist on forcing the
nt in the face of the
licitor General that he
the statement that no
quired ? I referred a
fact that I was seated
the bar of this Cham-

expression, that parliament nas notning -

whatever to say about it, but to provide eral, when this Bill was taken up in com-

for any demand that may be made by the mittee here. I had been in the gallery in

Quebec legislature. A quotation was made the Commons when this Bil was under dis-
from a speech of the Right Hon. Sir John cussion there, and I sat, as I often do, in the

Macdonald upon an occasion similar to the Senator's Gallery, overlooking the conflict

present one, and it is admitted that a clear going on below, and when he made the state-

case has to be made. Has not a clear case I ment, referring to the cost of bringing judges

been made in this instance ? Let us take Into Montreal from the country districts

the evidence of the Solcitor General h-im- to do duty there, in a moment of thoughît-

self. At page 9331 of the Commons Hansard, lessness, when I caught his eye. I elevated

the Solicitor General himself, charged with my eyebrows, as much as to say, 'What in-

the introduction of this Bill in the House duces you to say that' ? I was so much

of Commons, said : struck by it I could not refrain at

I notice that the hon. member for Montmor- the moment from expressing my surprise,
ency was content to speak of the judges in the and when the statement was repeated
province of Quebec, saying they were sufficient by the leader of the government in
in number to perfrm all the duties assignqd to
them under our system. this House, which showed he had studied

Is not that an end of the argument ? Is the question just as littie as the Solletor

not that an end of the evidence, so far as General. I came Into my place, aud in a

making a clear case Is concerned ? What moment, 1 wIll not say of tbougltlessness,
but witliout liavlng any previeus Intention,

more do you 'want ? The man who is pro- 1 entere Into a discuss1on of the matter,
posing that Bill to the consideration of par- and from one point I was drawn on to an-
liament admits that no necessity exlsts.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Who made the ad- tor General atteaWpted to make, and le did
mission ? I did not quite catch what the make. a poit ln the otler House, and be
lion, gentleman sa-d. almost conjverted some o ttle meiber or

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Fer the be-nefit of the this House by tie tateoent that hle made,
hon. genteiman fron Halifax, 1 amn mobt that the ounging Info Mntreal o! tine judge
appy to repeat it, and I tlank lim for tle from tle country to do duty I the City

opportunity lie lis given me oft eniterlng It liad, cost the country thie sum of $12,0wO.
a second time pn dobates. It a da :n taooan-

I notice that the on. member for Montmor-e and
ency wac content to apeak oo tse Judges nn tse doerars.

Hon Mr. BAKER.
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Hon. Mr. BAKER-I think the hon. mem-
ber for Hochelaga said it had cost the coun-
try $16,000. He was Instantly corrected by
the hon. member for Montmorency, who said
about $3,000 or $4,000. Then the Solicitor
General said :

We have in the estimates this year no less
than $16,000 to provide for 'the travelling expen-
ses of judges who go about from one district to
another.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Into Montreal
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Take it outside

of Montreal. I venture to say that outside of
Montreal, with the exception of the members of
the Queen's Bench, there is not $1,000 expended
for travelling expenses.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Oh, yes, there Is.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There cannot be.

There is the dictum of the Solicitor Gen-
eral. I do not by any means charge him
with having intentionally misrepresented
the matter, for I will say that I am always
iPeady and disposed to speak justly, if not
generously, of those opposed to me in poli-
tics. I will say that he has always, so far
as I know, shown 'himself to be eminently
just and fair-minded, and I was. therefore,
the more surprised to hear him make that
statement. I did not attribute to him any
intention to mislead the House. I knew he
was mistaken, and I went over to the
bench, when I saw him, for the purpose of
ascertaining the source of his Information,
and, If possible, correcting It, and I did it
in the spirit of the greatest good-will, and
from the personal friendship that I entertalit
for the Solicitor General, and without any
Intention to obstruct in any way the passage
of this Bill. But however just his inten-
tions may be, I appeal from his positive
statement to the record. In the Auditor
General's Report for the year ending 1900.
I find, on page 1-14, a statement of the
different amounts paid to the judges in the
province of Quebec for their travelling
allowances, and I find that that amoults to
a sum total of $15,182. That includes not
only the travelling expenses of every judge
of the Superior Court In the province of
Quebec, but it includes the travelling ex-
penses of the Court of Queen's Bench, which
amount to $2.520. I have procured from the
Auditor General's office a detailed state-
ment of the travelling allowances that were
paid to the judges from the rural districts
who were doing duty in the city of Mont-
real, detailed from day 'to da» and fron:
month to month, and I find that, instead of

74

amounting to the sum of $16,000, or even
to the sum of $12,000, they amount to the
sum of $4,220. That is the whole of it.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-We divide the state-
ment made by the Solicitor General, upon
bis responsibility as one of the responsible
ministers of the Crown, and we reduce it 75
per cent. Now, I say-and I say it without
intending offence-that the House of Coin-
mons was misled by the statement that was
made on the floor of parliament by the Sol!-
citor General. The record of the Auditor
General's Department shows that he had no
justification for that assertion. I can show
by the estimates that the sum of $16,000,
that he declared from his place in parlia-
ment was entered in the estimates to pro-
vide for the travelling allowances of the
judges for the next year, provides for the
travelling expenses of every judge in the
province of Quebec, including the six judges
who sit in the Court of Queen's Bench, and
the whole 31 judges who exercise their func-
tions in the city of Montreal and throughout
the province. Is it right? Is it reasonable?
Is it fair? Is it to be tolerated, that the
parliament of Canada is to be misled by
statements such as these? And then we
find the Minister of Justice, the father of
the Bill here, coming into this House with-
out knowing a single thing about it, stand-

Ing up and indulging In his positive asser-
tions as to the volume of business and the
way it ls done. One would imagine, from
the way he discusses the question from bis
place In this Senate, that he never had a
case lu court In his life. What I said about
the 100 cases being disposed of In a single
day, I will explain. It was cases about
whlch there was no controversy, based upon
pronissory notes, bills of exchange, or obli-
gations about which ail the judge had to do,
if he distrusted the correctness of the pro-
thonotary or clerk of the court, or If he dis-
trusted bis ability, was to verify the service.
Al he had to do was to turn over the writ
and read the return and see if the exhibits
were filed. Talk about Its being a serious
labour to dispose of those cases! A man
who was fit to be a judge could dispose of
them as rapidly as he could pass them
through bis hands. I know there are cases
which take a considerable time and Impose
an Immense amount of labour on the judge
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who disposes of them. But judges are SUp- bench to escape the. storr that they feel Is
posed to be trained men, and are supposed to impending. I do fot biame ther. I am
have, and in the majority of cases do have, fot of those who believe It Is a morfal sin to
a profound knowledge of the law. They appoint a member of the House of Com-
are assisted in the cases brought before them nons f0 an Important office. I ar not of
by counsel. All that is to be said is said on tiose who believe that It Is a mortai sin
both sides. The authorities are cited, and polltically or moraUy, for members of par-
to say that it imposes a month's labour for Dament to accept ofice. Wby should tbey,
a man to go through the record, to examine of ail other men, be debarred? It Is only the
the authorities for himself and draw his men who have bypocritically pretended, for
conclusions, is to cast discredit upon the ten years In opposition, thaf If was a sin
ability and capacity of the man who has the that If
work to do. I may have spoken too hurried- Hon. br so.
ly the other day : I may have treated too hear.
lightly the pretense that the judges are over-
worked, but it is a matter of constant con- Hon. Mr. BAKER-We have had the lec-
versation among the judges themselves. ture rcad t0 us In the other House session
They do not seriously pretend they are over- affer session about the enormify and mi-
worked, and I may say again, as I said the qulty of members sitfing on the benches be-
other day, that if parliament would do jus- blnd the government with the prospect of
tice to the judiciary. If parliament would office before them. I know enough of pol-
give the judges a salary that would be fair tics and politicai men to know that rem-
compensation for their full services and for bers are not Influenced by that. Members
the employment of their full time, I believe who belong to a party support their party
an effective and effectual remedy would be througb thick and thin. Tbey do It In Bine
found for the congestion, as it Is called, that cases out of feu. The bon. Minister of Jus-
is said to exist in Montreal. tice sipported bis party In a recent discus-

I want to say one word about the statis- sion when he announced here, fror bis
tics. I am a member of the profession. I place In parliament, that a fraud bad been
know how things are managed. I have been commltfed upon parilament.
a young lawyer myself ; I remember the Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I dld fot.
time when It was a gratification to me to
see a long roll, and the same state of - NZIE BOWELL-He an-
things exists In Montreal. The roll is con- nounced If; I beard It wltb my own ears.
gested, but the business is not obstructed. Hon. Mr. MILLS-My hon. friend is mis-
I have been in there myself, looking into the taken.
court room, and I have seen the rolls gone Hon. Mr. BAKER-I accept the bon, min-
through in ten minutes. No one was ready. Isterls stafement.
In many cases there were good reasons for
the cases not being proceeded with, but in Hon. Mr. MILLS-I said I bad fot rend
other cases tbey were put upon the roll for the evidence, but as far as one could Judge
the purpose of making a good showing. from the evIdence, a fraud bad been cor-
Not two days ago one of the judges in Mont- mItted; I had fot the Information to speak
real admitted that such a state of things positIvely. I bave been too much occupled
existed. The members of the bar of Mont- witb my own work.
real are more to blame for the state of con- Hon. Mr. BAKER-I ar sure the bon.
gestion. As I said a little while ago, from Minister of Justice could fot bave read the
a purely partisan point of view, I should be evIdence ln the election cases and sougbt f0
glad to see the government embarrassed by Justify them from bis place here. I quite
the responsibility that would fall upon them agree wîtb hlm that fot oniy the appear-
of filling three vacant judgeships. I know ance, but tbe evidence, indicated that a
they have behind then on the back benches traud was committed.
of the House of Commons more than two In the management of thaf matter, lu ry
or three times three members of parliament opinion. the government of this country
who would be glad to take refuge on the siowed thelncapaclty that bas character-

Hon Mr. BAKEtR.
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lzed them from start to what will soon be the
finish of their career. Other men may pre-
tend to belleve, but I do not belleve, that
the Minister of Militia was bribed Into giv-
Ing that contract. I do not believe a word
of it. I know too much of politics to be-
Ileve it. He was induced to do it to satis-
fy a political supporter. He was Induced
to do it by the importunity of political
friends, but having done It, why had he not
the moral courage, wby had not bis asso-
clates lu the government the moral cour-
age, to say, as I understood the hon. leader
of the government in the Senate to say the
other day, that a fraud hlad been commit-
ted ? Why did he not say : ' I admit it. Let
us find the man who committed the fraud.'

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Hear, bear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-What bas this to do
ivith the question before the House ?

Hon. Mr. BAKER-' And nail bis ear to
the post.' There is no Dr. Devlin or any
one else of sufficient importance to the Lib-
eral party, or any other party lu this coun-
try, to.induce them to condone an offence
of that kind. I admit the force of the re-
mark of the bon. gentleman from Halifax,
whose beaming face smiles upon me now,
that this is irrelevant to this question, and
I apologize to my hon. friends around me
for having taken so much of the time of
this House, but the remarks of the hon.
Minister of Justice left me no option. I was
forced to say something, and I have dis-
cussed the matter, not In all its bearings,
not in any of its more important bearings,
because those were disposed of by the hon.
leader of the opposition, the bon. gentleman
from Hastings. Now, I want to say one
parting word. It was more than Insinuat-
ed ; it was asserted, that the Senate was
moved by partisan motives In rejecting this
clause.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, bear.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-It was so urged first
of ail, and the leader of the government In
this House now assents to what I say by
saying ' Hear, hear.' I eau tell him if I
know anything of human nature that this
Senate is composed of men who will not be

<deterTed from doing their duty by revilings.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Their duty is to turn
out a Liberal government, as far as they

4can?

Hon. Mr. BAKER-No, that is the duty
that wIll devolve upon the electorate of
this country, and I am neither a prophet,
nor the son of a prophet, but I venture to
predict that when the electorate of this
country get the opportunity they will not
shrink from the performance of that duty.
In the meantime, I can assure my hon.
friend, on behalf of the members of this
Senate, that they will not shrInk from the
duty that is imposed on them by the con-
stitution o! this country, though it may In-
volve what Sir John Macdonald called a
grave responsibility. They have more than
once taken upon themselves the responsi-
bility of such action, when Sir John Mac-
donald himself led the government. They
more than once rejected government mea-
sures that had been Introduced by Sir John
Macdonald's government and since the
present government came Into power, they
have exercised that power and that right
to the eminent advantage of the people
of this country. The hon. Minister of
Justice shakes bis head. Does he dissent
from the statement that the Senate dis-
charges a duty to the country and placed
the country under obligation to the Senate
wben they rejected the Yukon Bill ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do. I consider it little
short of treason.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-My bon. friend re-
minds me of a story that I heard about a
man who took passage on one of the
Mississippi boats some years ago when
the tide of travel set in volume down
the river to New Orleans. A great
many went on that way in search of em-
ployment. It was very necessary that every
one who went down should be fortified with
certain recommendations as to cbaractr,
that were called facetiously 'a character.'
On one occasion it .a reported that a woman
was armed with this necessary voucher,
but it got mislaid on the passage, and she
went to the captain in a great state Of ex-
citement about it, and inslsted, although
it was beyond bis ordinary duty, that she
should be supplied with one. This woman
said she liad a ebaracter when she went on
the boat, but she lost it going down the
river.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-Order.
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Hon. Mr. BAKER-Will the hon. gentle-
man state bis point of order ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-Tbere are ladies in
the gallery.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-The hon. Minister of
Justice came into this House with a char-
acter which lie had won for huniself by
preaching constitutional doctrine and setting
forth, in unmistakable terms, the duty of
public men. But evil communications have
evidently corrupted good manners, for he now
after the lapse of so many months, in which
his zeal in the matter has lad time to cool,
believes the Senate was not justified in re-
jecting the Yukon Bill, It is the universal
sentiment of this country, from one end of it
to the other, that a greater service was
never rendered by the members of a delibera-
tive body to the people of the country than
was rendered by this body in the rejection of
that measure.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Sir Charles Tupper bas
since pressed the government to go on
with the road.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Not under the same
conditions. However, that is beside the
question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Even
that would have been a mistake.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-That is beside the
question. The people of this country and
the members of the House of Commons
have time and again, not once or twice, but
in scores, expressed their satisfaction that
the country was saved from the iniquity
that was involved In that Yukon proposi-
tion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The iniquity was prac-
tlced ln the Senate.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I had, a day or two
ago, a vision of an early prorogation ln my
mental eye, but I regret to say the vision Is
fading away Into the distance, and the speecb
of the hon. gentleman who has just sat down
has pushed It a little further back. At the
same time, I rejoice in this discussion, be-
cause it bas given us a chance to hear
the hon. gentleman from Bedford. I do not
remember that he has ever before made as
long a speech in this Houser as he has made
to-night. I had heard hlm when he was a

Hon Mr. BAKER.

member of the other Chamber, and I re-
gretted that we did not hear him oftener
here, I only regret on the present occasion
that he had not spoken some weeks ago
instead of now. He is a seductive sort of
orator, is the hon. gentleman from Bed-
ford, and Is very likely to lead one astray
unless one is very guarded ; and I think we
had better not listen to the voice of the char-
muer, but look at what we have really to do.
I do not think that what was said by the
Solicitor General in the House of Commons,
or what was said by any other hon. mem-
ber there, is a subject for discussion here.
The House of Commons passed this Bill,
and a majority of this House, in its wis-
dom, or as the hon. gentleman indicated
witli respect to the Minister of Justice, its
want of wisdom, amended the Bill in a very
Important partcular, and the question for us
is, the House of Commons having, ln the
exercise of their constitutional right, de-
clined to concur ln our amendment, whether
we should insist on the amendment.

I must say to the hon. gentleman that
I do not think he has made out à very
strong case ln favour of our insisting on
the amendment. The hon. gentleman said
that the Minister of Justice had not dealt
with the message of the House of Commons
at all, that he had not shown any reason
why we should agree with the House of
Commons. Then the hon. gentleman took up
the message from the House of Commons,
and, dealing with the first paragraph, the
one with respect to the fact that section
92 of the British North America Act gives
the provincial legislature the exclusive power
to make laws for the administration of
justice, the hon. gentleman says, we ail know
that ; paragraph 1 of the message did not
need any argument on the part of the Min-
ister of Justice. Paragraph 2 of the mes-
sage reads as follows :-

2. Because by section 96 of the sanie Act, It le
provided that the Governor General shall appoint
the judges of ail courts organized by provincial
legislatures except those of courts of probate in
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.

The hon. gentleman dld not deny the facts
set forth in that paragraph. Nor did the
hon. gentleman deny the facts stated ln
paragraph 3 of the message, which Is as
follows :-

3. Because by an Act of the legilature of the.
province of Quebec, passed ln 1899, viz., 62 Vie.,
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chap. 29, it was provided that the constitution of lon. Mr. FERGUSON-Hear, bear.
the Superior Court of the province of Quebec
should be amended, and that the said court lon. Mr. POWER-Every member of the
should be comp-sed of thirty-four judgea, the
object being to give three additional judges to the
district of Montreal. ersin everything. He does fotimake hlm.

The hon. gentleman did not deny the state- s. tifferent position. Each ;member of the
ment contained in the 4th paragraph. e

4. Pecause the object of the first section of the i o ther nember of the goverament says. It
present Bill, which was rejected by the Senate fs
to comply with the duty imp:sed upon the federal happens that one or two bon. gentlemen,
government and parliainent by the aforesaid sec- 'who are now nembers of the present ad-
tion 96 of the British North America Act, in so
far as the above action of the legislatwre of Que- inistration, did when la opposition, make
bec is concerned. rather extrenie statements. I know there

Paragrapli No. 5, I think the hon. gentle- n nin eppofo n wh o re
man probably did deny :

5. Because the act of the Senate in rejecting
the said sectinn of this Bill is an infringement hind by if they ever cane into power, and
of the principle of provincial autonomy secured it
in the British North America Act. . the present goverument

That is the only one of the five reasons 1 asd boe or tgtemen when

sent by the House of Commons whlch the wo

hon, gentleman undertakes to question. 1 Il or n opotion, adags. ould

think there is a good deal to be said on e very sorry to be held responsîble for the
both sides of that. I do not think the hon. stateinets of ail the Liberal members of
gentleman has made out a very clear case.

1 find that in 1879, in the case of the Brit-

ish Columbia judges, the hon. gentleman Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Or by

who then led the government, Sir John your own either.

Macdonald, said this at page 1299 of the 11bu. Mr. POWER-Tbe lon. gentlenan,
House of Commons Hansard :-I suppose, is goin to refer to the act that

Uniess it were cleariy proved that a local gov- wlieîa tllis British Columbia Bil was before
erninent mnaking this demand had unjustly ex-
ercised its powers, and would throw needless ex- liOXlalnent, I voted wuth tie opposition
pense on the Dominion government, we ought g en
to accept the decision of the local legislature. ut the Ue. Hon, gentlemen may notice

That is an authority which the leader of tlat iperhaps I arn flot as keen ns 1 was
the opposition and the hon. gentleman from soine tue ago, but if I were a yong Sena-
Bedford division oug-ht to be prepared to toi likt the leader of -e opposition, or qulte
accept.

Hon. Sir. MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
auoted that.

Lon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
did. but he did not seei to lay as mueh
stress ou that as he did on the vlews en-

tertained by Mr. Anglin and other gentle-
men whom he has not been in the habit
of endorsing or following. Having dis-
sented somewhat from the line taken by
the hon. gentleman from Bedford, It would
hardly be fair to follow him into what I
may call divagations. For instance, with
respect to one member of the present govern-

ment, the hon. member referred to the
views wbicli he had expressed when he
was In opposition. Every hon. gentleman
knows that the opposition Is a sort of l1>
erty hall.

a boy like the hon. gentleman from Bedford,
I could get worked up and thump my desk
and shake my hand and all that, but I am
an old fellow, and look at things in a rather
cold-hlooded way.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-May
you always be young.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Various authoritles
have been quoted by the leader of the op-
Position. and more of them by the hon.
gentleman from Bedford. I propose to read
friom an authority whom I -thlnk every hon.
gentleman here wlU be wllllng to accept.
I urn to the Senate Debates .for May 6th,
1879, page 469. This was during the dis-
cussion on the question of the British Col-
umbia judges. On that occasIon, Mr.
Campbell (subsequently Sir Alexander
Cami»pbell) sald :
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.Some one must speak for British Columbia,

and it seems to me, that some one muat be the
legislator of the province. If it is necessary
that It should have net only its own legislature
to govern it, and to say what shall be done with
its courts and how many judges there shall be,
but that It must have a majority of its representa-
tives in both Hcuses of the Dominion parliament
ln favour of any change that may be proposed,
it will be impossible for the province to pre-
serve its autonomy.

I direct the attention of the hon. gentleman
fron Bedford to this language:

If my hon. friend from Ashcroft had addressed
those parts of his remarks which referred to the
convenient and efficient administration of justice,
to the legislature of British Columbia, he would
have been quite right, and his reasoning which
have been very strong and cogent, and for my-
own part, if I were a member of that legislature
I should, I think, be disposed to be guided by
him ; but here they come to us against the voice
of the legislature of his province. Now it seems
to me that we should deal with British Columbia
as we would with Ontario, and those of us who
represent this province in this House would feel
it quite out of the question, I think, to set up
our views against those of our local legislatures.
Suppose the legislature of Ontario desired to
concentrate the county courts, and have one
where there are two now, to increase the number
and have two where there is but one now,
would any member of this Senate from Ontario
rise and say that the decision of the provincial
legislature was to be disregarded and his view
adopted. They would submit to the decision of
the legislature of their province. It is impossible
for parliament to listen to more than one voice
from any province. Take the legislature of Prince
Edward Island, for instance. Suppose that it had a
certain view with reference to the judiciary or
the judicial districts of the island, and passed an
Act to give effect to that view, and that law,
not having been interfered with by the Governor
General, were to go into operation, is it open
for members from that province, in this House,
to say that the legislature did not speak the
views of the people ? If they thought it was a
wrong course, they should endeavour to get the
legislature of their province to come to a dif-
ferent opinion here against the views expressed
by the legislature of the province. The sugges-
tion thrown out by the hon. senator from
Ashcroft, that this change is being made in the
interest of certain individuals, may be true, but
all that we know is, that the legislature of
British Columbia desires the change, and this
parliament ought not to withhold .hé money re-
quired to carry out that change-more particu-
larly this House. If the arguments of my hon.
friend on the financial question were addressed
to the House of Commons they wculd be legiti-
mate and proper, but I do not at all think that
his remarks on the mode of administering jus-
tice ln British Columbia would be proper con-
sideration for either House, because you must
have final authority for each province, and it
must be, I think, the local legislature. The
British North America Act defines what shall be
done by the legislatures of the several provinces,
and members are elected by the people for the
purpose of performing the duties which the Brit-
ish North America Act charges them with. The
members of this House are charged with varlous
functions, but, amongst them la not that of de-
ctding upon or being responsible fýr, or dealing
with, the mode ln which justice shall be admin-
istered. The constitution says that it shall be

Hotf. Mr. POWER.

done by the local legislature, and that legisla-
ture has spoken. I am sure that we all respect
the views of the hon. gentleman from British
Columbia, and nobody is more gratified than I
am, to see the high esteem in which they are
held by this House, but, if we are to listen to
their opinions, instead of those of the provincial
legislature, we shall find ourselves in a dangerous
p-sition. It la the duty of this House not to lis-
ten to the voice of the hon. gentlemen, charm
they never so much, but to the voice of the legis-
lature of the province, which has spoken in the
way that this Bill proposes to carry out.

* * * * * *

Then with regard to the calculation which has
been made to the Increased expense which this
change will cause, the first reply is that the
House of Commons has seen fit to vote that
money, and it does not become us to gainsay
what they do with reference to money matters.

* * * * * *

Whether the legislature have exercised a sound
judgment in this matter, or whether the repre-
sentatives of that province in this House exer-
cise a wiser judgment, is not a question for us
to decide. We must take the voice of the legis-
lature as speaking for the province ; and, par-
ticularly as the House of Commons bas voted
this money, I trust that those who generally
support the government will do so In this In-
stance, because we feel strongly that It is very
inp'rtant to carry the Bill.

The hon. gentleman who made that speech
was the Hon. Sir Alexander Campbell, at
that time Minister of Justice, who led this
House, who was as good a parliamentarian
and as judielous a constitutional lawyer as
I remember to have met; and I think
there was no question about his belng one
of the ablest and most respected members
whom the Conservative party in Canada
ever produced.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Dld Sir Alexander
Campbell's speech convince my hon. friend
at the time?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I said I was young
and foolish. I was not trying to convince
myself. I am now addressing the Quebee
Conservative members in this House. There
is no necessIty te try and convert the Min-
ister of Justice and the hon. gentleman
from Toronto. They Are all right. But I
am giving hon. gentlemen who sit on the
Conservative side of the House what I con-
sîder the very best authority that the Con-
servative party has ever produced in this
country, as to the line of action to be taken
with respect to this Bill.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-And, notwithstanding
that, the hon. gentleman voted against it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I think, probably,
we have heard nearly al the arguments that
are available, either on one side or the
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Mr. Mackenzie s government was in power,
a similar Bill, creating county court judges
in Nova Scotia, was held over. No great
barm was occasioned by those acts of this
House. There was no cry of provincial au-
tonomy being disregarded-no temper, no
hectoring speeches, such as we have heard
here to-night. Time was allowed to inter-
vene, and the matter was smoothed over,
and no harm was done. I do not know why

Hon. Mr. KERR-It was not my intention
at this late stage of the session, and especi-
ally at this night session, to detain the Sen-
ate or trouble them with any remarks upon
this Bill now under consideration ; but I
felt that I would be recreant to the trust
reposed in me, as a citizen of Ontario, if I
did not rise in my place and enter my sol-
emn protest against the doctrine that has

1175

other. I have not 'held strong opinions on there should be thoce hectoring speeches,
this question from the time it was brought and ail this declamation in another place,
up in this House. I might say this, that if and attempts made to set a province
the Senate had been led with more modera- on fire on this question. It is over
tion, and courtesy, and fairness, probably a year since the province of Quebec
these different opinions would not have passed this legisiation. We met In parlia-
arisen. ment after this legisiation was passed. The

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear. government had it before them. They did
flot act. They thought a year would be no

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I remember quite harm to intervene. Evidently, they came
well, when a similar Bill was brought be- to the conclusion that h was fot a matter of
fore this House with regard to Manitoba, I life and death, and they took a year to con-
sat on the opposition side, as I do now, and sider it, and, at the end of thls session, they
the House was led by Sir Oliver Mowat on come down with their Bi. Why should it
the other aide. I took objection to the actio1 be a crime, on the part of this Senate, to
of the government ln creating an additional take another year? Is it such a serious
judge in the province of Manitoba, and there
were circumstances connected with the case
that made it a fair subject for discussion. I sune bea t Sonate say: We
raised the point, and the matter engaged t,,.' 1 am one of those who believe that
the attention of the House at several sit- the view of the province mut ultimately
tings. I must say that if I had been met prevail In a matter of this kind. But. In
as the hon. gentleman from Bedford was v of the contradictory statements that
met on this occasion, there might have been have reached our ears since this discussion
a conflagration, and the result might have bas begun, with regard to judicial work in
been the same as occurred on this Bill ; but the province of Quebec, the fact that the
I was met by Sir Oliver Mowat In a concili- Solcitor General admitted, as has been
atory spirit, and with courtesy. He came quoted by the hon. gentleman from Bedford,
over to this side of the House and talked
the matter over in a friendly way and dis- of the late Attorney General of the province
armetil my opposition, and my friends took or Quebec, 'r. Casgrain, In another place,
the cue from what was going on, and the
result was the Bill was passed. I think that Que w a pe o t wo n ot
a mistake is being made, in magnifying the necessity of creating those new judges
differences of this kind between the two iediffrenes f tis ind etweiithetwoat the present time-I cannot see, for the
Houses of Parliament, and making more lfe of me, why there should be any such ex-
of them than they are entitled to. I do not cîtement over thîs question. It only involves
think this is a big question for the govern-
ment. When the appointment of anment Whe th appintent f a adheres to Its views, of course it must have
additional judge for Manitoba was up,
this House did not take drastic action, wi reat Interest is being affected more than
but in 1879, when the Conservatives were t
in power, this House did defeat a Bill of sho e 80 ouragou n whe it was
the Conservatives, to which reference has ail r e Mins of Jte took
been made by the hon. gentleman from I tigat ti e a e a, for te onstion
Halifax, and, on another occasion, when cf te estion
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been propounded here, this evening, by the
leader of the opposition in the Senate.

I call upon Ontario to take note of it. I
call upon Quebec to take note of it, as she
undoubtedly will, but I eall upon the other
provinces to take note of it. ILt is not sim-
ply the mere matter of appointing three
Judges. It is not merely the matter of the
saving or the expenditure of a few thou-
sand dollars. That seems to be the Idea en-
tertained by some hon. gentlemen who have
opposed the passage of this Bill. To my
mind, there underlies, in the opposition to
this Bill, a very dangerous doctrine as pro-
pounded this evening. We ail know, we
have all been living witnesses of the tact.
that the provinces of this country struggled
long and hard to get control of their own
local affairs, and if the doctrine propounded
here to-night is to prevail the element of
the federal principle lu our constitution is
gone.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Ob,
humbug !

Hon. Mr. KERR-And we might as well go
back to a legislative union at once. Before
I cone directly to the point, I want to niake
one remark, and I will toucli it as briefly
and gently as I can. The lion. gentleman
from Bedford, for whom I entertain a high
opinion, as lie knows, I thought w-as un-
happy in the latter part of his allusion to
the lon. leader of the Senate. He says that
lie felt pain and regret when lie beard of
bis defeat. I am sure the whole province
would sympathize with that, and trace it to
its cause, going back as far as 1882, having
considerable nemory, but then lie straight-
way destroys the good effect of that charit-
able and kindly expression by saying that
the Minister of Justice straightway, almost
immediately, fell into a state of bitter par-
tisanship. I call upon this Senate, and I ask
them one and ail, take the Minister of Justice
and the Secretary of State, if they have not,
as representing their government in this
House, been moderate, temperate and, some-
times even forbearing, in the expression and

ernment in the Senate this opposition to the
Bill would not have shown itself or would
not have been serious.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Now is that all there is
between us ? If that is the reason, I think
we should know it, and the country should
know, and that is really the only substan-
tial reason for opposing this Bill. My lon.
friend the leader of the opposition in this
louse impressed me in bis speech with the
Idea that when this Bill was before the
House on a former occasion and the first
clause was struck out, the majority in this
House had made a mistake and committed
a serious blunder, and that his whole effort
in his speech to-niglit was to justify, or at
any rate to try to excuse the action of the
majority in the Senate on that occasion. I
ask bon. gentlemen to say that lie
lamentably failed. In this case there are
just two points to be considered, as in every
case, one a question of tact and the other
I question of law. When my lion. friend
the leader of the opposition was stating
whbat lie called facts, and also stating bis
legal propositions, I was reminded of an
anecdote of that eccentric genius, Artemas
Ward. He said when lie was lecturing
down south lie hlad a very violent attack
of cholera morbus. The cholera was
bad enough, but when the morbus set
In it was perfectly dreadful. The applica-
tion I make of that is that the statement
of alleged facts by the hon. leader of the
opposition was bad enough, but his state-

!ment of the law was simply dreadful. I
should like to have that argument made be-
fore the Supreme Court of this country. I
speak now as one who lias for thirty-three
years been called upon, in examina-
lions upon that astatute as well as
the other statute law of this coun-
try, to read every section, every line, every
word of the British North America Act, and
if the doctrine propounded and the interpre-
tation put upon that Act to-night by the
lion. leader of the opposition be the correct

advocacy of the policy of the government eue, tlen I have been wrong In my teacli-
before this Senate ? I fancy though that Ing for thirty-tlree years. I ar going te
the cat bas been let out of the bag by the give tle House a sample et tle hon. gen-
last hon. gentleman who addressed this tleman's iaw, or te show that the lion.
House. If I heard him correctly, lie said gentleman. net being a hawyer, does net cite
that probably if a little more courtesy had correct precedents. I ar net bhaming hlm
been shown by the party supporting the gov- fer net being a lawyer. He is better en-

Hon. Mr. KERR.
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gaged. He is a newspaper man, and I think
that is better than being a lawyer. At any
rate, It is a good profession, but If he had
been a lawyer he would not have cited some
of the precedents that he bas cited. Among
others, he referred to the action of this
House upon the Tuckersmith Bill. I should
like to ask the hon. gentleman, and I ask
him and other hon. gentlemen in this House.
if there was one iota of constitutional prin-
ciple involved In that Bil. That was a Bill
that emanated from and passed through the
other House, and it was quite within the
province of this Senate to reject it, because
there was no constitutional principle in-
volved.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Then, also, with regard
to the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway
Bill. That was a measure that em-
anated from the other House. I am
not saying anything about the wisdom
or unwisdom of the action of the Senate
upon t'hat Bill, but there was no constitu-
tional principle involved in their action. So
that I say those two precedents-and I take
them just as a sample-have not the
slightest bearing upon this question before
us to-night. The Supreme Court would not
listen for one minute to these citations as
precedents having any bearing upon the
case. If hon. gentlemen are going to be
guided by that kind of thing, they will be
labouring under a very great mistake. This
inatter came before us last week. 1 said
before, in my opening remarks, that there
were two questions involved, a question of
fact and a question of law. Let us look at
th* -question of fact, and there is no dis-
pute about the fact in this case. What I
take to be a fact is that the legislature of
the province of Quebec have organized
courts and provided machinery for three
additional judges. That Is a fact, about
w-hich there is no dispute. My argument.
further, is that they had the constitutional
right to do that, and that that was the only
proper constitutional way of expressing
their right to do It, and they have done it.
We are agreed upon that point. Then that
is not only endorsed by the parliament and
the government of the province of Quebec,
but it Is endorsed by the bar of Montreal.
We have had it stated here, I know, by the
hon. gentleman from Bedford, very strongly.

that there are judges enough In the province
of Quebec, if the work was properly dis-
tributed, to do all the judicial work In that
province. Very ;likely that ls so, but we
have nothing to do with that. We have had
It from the lips of His Honour the Speaker,
who knows as well as any man In this
Chamber or out of It, what the volume of law
business in the Montreal district Is now and
has been-that without the appointment of
these three judges it Is likely to continue to
be In a congested and backward state. It
is no argument to say that by the redistri-
bution of work the pressure might be re-
lleved. We have no right to look at that.
That Is my proposition, and 1 say, even
If we had a right, we are not to set up our
judgment In the face of the judgment of
the representatives of the people in that
province. They know their business better
than we can possibly know It.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Question.

Hon. Mr. KERR-We will get to the ques-
tion quickly enough. Supposing that some
people would say-and I have no doubt
some pretty sensible people do say-that we
could get along very well with haif the
number in this Chamber-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-So we
could.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Yes, certainly, and
without the hon. gentleman's speech.

Hon. Mr. KERR-And very likely without
the speeches of the hon. gentleman from
Stadacona, but that is not the question to
be considered. The question to be cou-
sidered is, has the legislature of the pro-
vince of Quebec a right to organize courts ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-CertaInly they have.

Hon. Mr. KERR-And have they organ-
ized courts ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Certainly. No ques-
tion.

Hon. Mr. KERR-And has the British
North America Act imposed the duty upon
the Governor in Counell to appoint judges ?

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Not absolutely.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I take issue with the
hon. gentleman on that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-We wiil discuss that
to-morrow.
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Hon. Mr. KERR-And does the British

North America Act Impose the obligation
on this parliament to fix and provide for
the salaries of judges ?

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Under certain limita-
tions.

Hon. Mr. KERR-The statute says noth-
lug about limitations. But supposing it
should say sormething about limitations, 1s
there anything we have heard to-day, or on
a prevlous occasion, which would lead us to
believe that there should be any limita-
tions ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. KERR-The hon. gentleman that
says ' certainly ' ln the face of what has
transpired here, of course is not amenable
to my argument.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I think
the hon. gentleman Is quite correct in that.
That is the most truthful statement he has
uttered to-nlght.

Hon.
opinion
to this

Mr. KERR-It is a difference of
and the Issue la narrowed down

fifth reason whIch reads:-
Because the act of the Senate in rejecting the

said section of this Bill is an Infringement of
the principle of provincial autonomy secured in
the British North America Act.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-We do not admit
that.

Hon. Mr. KERR-That la really the only
point between us. I contend that it Is an in-
fringement and an Infringement sucli as
the province will not submit to. I know
there was, not many years ago, creeping up
ln the provinces an agitation for power to
appoint their own judges, and depend upon
it, If this kind of thing la to be peraisted in,
the several provinces of this Dominion will
make common cause, and will agItate until
they get that right.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-All right.

Hon. Mr. KERR-The hon. gentleman
says ' All right.' If he -la prepared to force
them to that position before they can get
justice, on him must rest the responsibility.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear. We wIll
take It.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Is there, after all, any
reason for opposing this Bill?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I have not heard one
good substantial reason for opposing It.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Then the hon. gen-
tleman is deaf.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I am not deaf. I sup-
pose I am like the others-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No,
no.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Perhaps I am strongly
partisan. I will admit that-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is another truth.

Hon. Mr. KERR-But I want to add to
that. My hon. friends la the opposition
may be partisans as they please, apparently,
aecording to their view, but the moment a
supporter of the government, or a Liberal
on this aide of the House ventures to ex-
press bis opinions forcibly and fearlessly,
that moment he la set down as a bitter par-
tisan.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Quite
true.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I have not heard a man
who Is opposing the government who does
not take that position. To such I would

I commend the words of Robbie Burns, who
says:

" c ) wad soeme power the giftie gie
'o see ourEel's as ithers see us
t wad frae monie a blunder free
And foollsh notion.

1 do not want to refer to this matter. We
are all friends here, but I ïwant just to say
this. that if I were In a qmlnority of one in
this Chamber, and I conscientiously held
strong views upon any subject, I would de-
clare it as fearlessly and forcibly as I could,
and I would say : ' If you want war, we will
have war ; and If you want peace we will
have peace.'

lion. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. KERR--We are pretty nearly
levelled up now in numbers, and I wonder
if that is what la the matter ; but I hope
if we should be two to one in this House,
that we shall be very careful how we veto
legislation, let It come from what govern-
ment it will. If the doctrine propounded by
my hon. friend be true, this Senate can in-
terfere in any provincial legislation on any
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question that they, In their wisdom, thlnk
not wise or provident. I deny that doctrine
in toto. The word 'exdlusively' in the 92nd
section of the British North America Act
assigning certain classes of subjects to the
provinces, was not put there accidentally ;
it was put there on purpose. Exclusively,
it says. It was intended as a provincial
boundary line fence, strong enough to re-
sist the assaults of every intruder, and It
was intended to be high enough to prevent
any one vaulting over it ; even this Senate-
which some naughty people consider to have
breachy instincts. I hope the word exclu-
sively will prevent us from vaulting over
that fence and getting into the provinces.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Where is the stiffness
in that?

Hon. Mr. KERR-The hon. gentleman will
find that out. I wish to say in conclusion,
that I do not think the people of Quebec
are fools.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Nelther do I.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I do not think their re-
presentatives are fools. I think they know
what their business is, and 1 am bound to
take the statement of the chief justice, but
the chief justice did not say that the law
business in the district of Montreal is not
congested, but simply that there were judges
enough if the work was properly distributed.
Very likely that is so, and It may be that
he will want redistribution all over, but
this Senate is not the revising body for pro-
vincial legislation. It is not a court of re-
view over them. But are not we in danger
of falling into the habit and thinking that
we can revise everything and anything that
comes before us, right or wrong ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Did
they not do it in the past ?

lon. Mr. KERR-I have been asked by
sober minded, thinking people 'who runs
this country ? Who governs this country ?'
I have said that an Irresponsible majority
in the Senate at Ottawa practically have
things their own way.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-The hon. gentleman
was not ln earnest when he said that.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I was in earnest, and
what I have seen here has caused me to
say that. I will not yield to any man ln this
Senate ln my desire to uphold the dignity

and efficiency of this body ; but, so long as
I occupy a place on the floor of this Cham-
ber, I trust I shall never cease to advocate
the doctrine of provincial rights. What Is
confederation but the principle of provin-
cial rights, and I say that if this Bill Is
thrown out, it will be a direct assault and
onslaught upon that principle. Supposing
this Bill should carry, which I hope It will, I
would not be vain enough, or foolish enough,
to consider it a party triumph. In my opin-
ion, it would be a triumph of justice and for
the constitution. That is the kind of tri-!
umph we are working for, but the majority
in this Senate are setting up their judgment,
not only against the province of Quebec, not
only against the government of the country,
as stated by the hon. leader of the Senate,
of the majority of the representatives of the
people and a very large minnority in this
Chamber, if there be a minority, and yet we
are asked, in the face of that consensus of
opinion, In the face of that intelligent ex-
pression, to say that the people of Quebec
do not know how to manage their own
aff airs. Are we to be told here that the pro-
vince that produced such men as Lafon-
taine, Cartier, Chapleau, Dorion and Laurier
do not know how to manage their business?

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Why does the hon.
gentleman leave out Lacoste?

Hon. Mr. KERR-I thank the hon. gentle-
man: I want to Include him. He says they
couId by proper management.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He Is not the judge of
that.

Hon. Mr. KERR-He is not the judge of
that. I do not want to make any implication
of reflection upon a man like Chief Justice
Lacoste. He is an able judge and a splendid
man. I have never heard anything but good
of him, and my not mentioning his name was
because he was not present to my mind ; but
will hon. gentlemen tell me that men of
that stamp, or a province that can produce
such men and others that I see around me
from that province, on both sides of the
House-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Why is the hon. gen-
tleman looking at me?

Hon. Mr. KERR-Will any one say that
they do not know how to manage their own
affairs, but that it is left for the majority
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in this Senate to tell them how they should
manage their affairs? All I can say Is :
what may be Quebec's case to-day, may be
Ontario's case to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Treat
them in the same way, if the circumstances
are the same.

Hon. Mr. KERR-If that doctrine is to
prevail, the sooner we know it, the better.
If that is the gauntlet thrown down by the
opposition, that if Ontario does not dis-,
tribute or establish courts according to the
wish of the majority in this Senate, that
province cannot have them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
is not the question.

Hon. Mr. KERR-That is the real ques-
tion. I understand the question as well as
my hon. friend, although I have not been so
many years in parliament, but I an longer
a student of the laws of this country, and
I will not allow the bon. gentleman to dis-
pute the soundness of my law.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I will
do that easlly enough.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Because I am quite will-
ing to risk the opinion of the Supreme Court
as to whether what is proposed to be done
Is not a violation of the constitution, or a
failure to comply with the duty cast upon
this parliament by the constitution.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-A very
good suggestion. I hope the government
will act on it.

Hon. Mr. KERR-Hon. gentlemen may
take whichever position they like. It may
be a matter of f un and laughter and inter-
ruption, but 1 tell hon. gentlemen that
the provinces are going to win in the long
run, and they are not going to be dictated to
by the Irresponsible-shall I say oligarchy-
ln the Senate. I am talking plainly, and I
feel strongly. I know the mind of the people
on this question, and I intend, so far as I
eau interpret it. to declare it here so long
as I have an opportunity.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear. hear. Dis.
pense.

Hon. Mr. KERR-I will occupy whatever
time the Senate gives me.

Hon. Mr. KERR.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The bon. gentleman
has not more than two hours.

Hon. Mr. KERR-It is always a sign that
somebody is hurt, when he squeals.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Why does the hon.
gentleman squeal so loudly?

Hon. Mr. KERR-What excuse can the
man who votes against this clause give to
the country ? What satisfactory explana-
tion? I would be ashamed to return home,
if I voted against this measure. I would
feel that I was an enemy, not only of the
province of Quebec, but an enemy of pro-
vincial autonomy ; but I do not say that
those who vote against the clause will be
enemies. I suppose I have a right to assume
that they will vote according to their con-
sciences, but if I were not here to enter my
solemn protest and to correct some of the
bad law enunciated by the hon. leader of
the opposition in this Chamber, this after-
noon and to-night, I would feel that I would
have a violent attack of insomnia all night
long. I have given hon. gentleman my views
on this question. We must legislate in this
Chamber, as I understand it, not for a tem-
porary party triumph. We must legislate to
carry out the constitution of this country,
as we understand it. We must do as that
Greek historian. Thucydides, did, when he
wrote the history of the Peloponnesian
War : 'I write this history as a perpetual
possession, not as a prize task for the pres-
ent hour.' This Is not a task for the pres-
ent hour ; let us legislate in such a way
that what we do will, in coming years,
when others occupy these benches, when
another Speaker adorns the Chair and other
offlers record the proceedings, when other
skilled hands may be directing the swift
pencil, be a beacon light. and a map. and
a chart by which to steer the ship of state,
so that she shall avod all rocks and shoals
and quicksands, In the years that are to
come.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I think
this question has been discussed in all its
aspects by the members on this side of the
Chamber, particularly by the hon leader of
the opposition and the hon. senator from Bed-
ford, and I have not heard any reason given
against what has been advanced on this
side of the House. But there is one point
to which I wish to call attention, although
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I have done so once alrcady. The hon. Min-'
Ister of Justice has told us that there was
a difference of $78,000 between the expenses
of the judges of Quebec and the judges of
Ontario. Reading the speech of the Solicitor
General, I thought it was $70,000, but it
does not matter. If hon. gentlemen will ex-
amine those expenses and compare the popu-
lation of Ontario and the population of
Quebec, they will see that the proportion
is the sanie, that we have in the province
of Quebec, according to population, the same
amount as they have In Ontario. This exists
and lias existed for a long time. I really
thought, and I think still, that among our
old legislators, Macdonald, Cartier, and some
that have followed them, the intention

graph which says that the act of the Sen-
ate in rejecting the sald section of this Bill
is an Infringement of the principle of pro-
vincial autonomy secured ln the British
North America Act. With this I agree, and
I think the discussion of this very interest-
ing question lias wandered a little from
the point, but now, I would as, it we
reject the clause in the Bill giving three
new judges to the province of Quebec, how
are we Interfering with the autonomy of the
province?

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Hear, hear.

lon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-What
autonomy is given to each province ? The
province of Quebec lias the power constitut-

was that, as we had the same subsidy com- ing the Superior Court. The British North
ing fron the federal government for th, America Act says
difference in proportion to our number, the
same thing applied to the administration ofi The legislature will have exclusive power to

make laws concerning the administration of jus-
justice, that we received in proportion the tice.
saine anount, more particularly between I
Quebec and Ontario. I make the distinction des
that in the new provinces, British Columbia,
Manitoba and the Territories, this will not Including the constitution, maintenance and
apply, because those provinces are infant organization o! provincial courts, both o! civil andcriminal Jurisdliction, and including procedure in
provinces. They are increasing much faster civil matters in these courts.
than the old provinces, and certainly we
must give them more judges than their We do fot touch that. Therefore, how
population at present warrants, because they eau any one say that we are infrlnglng on
require those judges. I think, for those who the principle of autonomy ? We are not
desire to keep up between the provinces interfering at aIl with that. We leave them
a good feeling. it is dangerous to press any the constitution ani ail the rest. But the
ineasure w-hich might create a jealousy be- judges are named and paid by the federal
tween the provinces. It is proposed to give goverument. Then there is another point.
to the province of Quebec $15,000 more. If It bas been argued by some hou. gentlemen
as I said just now, the proportion Is at this that it was obigatory on us to name and
moment equal between the two provinces, to pay the ju(ges. If it is obiigatory, what
you are changing the proportion, and you necessity was there for coming before par-
are changing the proportion while we are lament ?
still basing our actions on the census of Hon. Sir MACKEXZIE BOWELL-Hear,
1891. We are going to have a new census
in a year. Perhaps this census may change hear.
the proportion between the old provinces, Hon. 'r. DeBOITCERVILLE-If It la
more particularly between Ontario and Que- obligatory, let them pass an order ln councl
bec. Why not wait before doing something and get it signed by the Governor. Certain-
which may create a bad feeling ? The hon. ly nobody thlnks that we are obliged to do
gentleman who has just spoken says that things without amending those Acts. If
what happens In Quebec may happen in It Is obhigatory let them name the judges
Ontario. That Is Just one of the reasons by an order lu council. I venture to say
why I think we ought to keep the old pro- they dare not do It. That Is the only way
portion, but there Is one thing In which they could do It, If it is obllgatory upon
I agree with the hon. gentleman from Co- them. But that Is the oniy way that re-
burg, and that is that the great point before mains, because otherwlse you admit that It
us to dlscuss Is the reference to the para- Ls fot oblgatory. If It Is not oblgatory
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we can discuss the question. That is what
we are doing, and ln doing that, passing the
amendment we passed, we are not Infring-
ing on the authority of the province.

The Senate divided on the motion which
was rejected by the following vote:

Conteiats:
Hon. Messrs.

Burpee, Power,
Casgrain (de Lanaudière) Scott,
Cox, Thibaudeau (de la
Fulford, Vallière),
Gillmor, Thibaudeau (Rigaud),
Kerr, Vatson,
Mills, Yeo,
Paquet, Young.-16.
Pelletier (Sir Alphonse)

Speaker,

Non-Contents
Hon. Messrs.

Baird. \Tacdonald (P.E.I.),
Baker, WcKindsey,
Boucherville, de McLaren,

(C.M.G.), MeMillan,
Bowell (Sir Mackenzie), :1ontplaisir,
Carling (Sir John), O'Brien.
Clerow. Prmrose,
Ferguson, Sullivan,
LaiMdry, Vidal.-17.

Hon. Mr. LÂNDRY-I ask that the narnes
be reMd.

The narnes were rend by the clerk.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I cail te attention
of the House to a f act-a very grave f act.
The hon. member opposite nay laugh, and
thtnk It Is a sharp trck (cries o 'Order
1 arn ln erder.

rPon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The on. gentleman
bas ne rîglit to make any comments. H1e
niust state what ie has t state.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. ntember fer
LaSale (Hon. Mr. Paquet) pared ths
afternoon with the hon. member for Repen-
tigny (Hon. Mr. ArYand) about a quarter
te sIx, for thie rest of the session. Mr. A&r-
mand then went away. After the depar-
ture of Mr. Armand, the hon. member fer
de Lanaudère interfered and annulled the
ialr.

Hon. Sir MACKNZIE BOWELL-He
could not do that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-He could net do that
lt honour. Befre dinner I told Mr. Arand
that he was pared, and that It was net

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE.

necessary he should be here this evening.
If the dictates of honour had beeil complied
with, I would have been notified by the hon.
member for de Lanaudière that the hon.
member for LaSalle was still here and in-
tended to vote, and then I would have had
time to have Mr. Armand here. The hon.
member for de Lanaudière kept the hon.
gentleman from LaSalle in the background
hidden somewhere. He has not been seen
until the vote was called. I do not see that
there is any great honour in that, but I call
the attention of the House to these facts.
Notwithstanding that, the motion put by the
hon. minister was lost, so that kind of a
trick, if trick It is, has failed.

Hon. Mr. PAQUET-I came to vote be-
cause I was not paired.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I call the Hon. Mr.
DeBoucherville as a witness. I told Mr.
DeBoucherville to go and see Mr. Paquet
so as to make certain that there was a pair.
He saw Mr. Paquet. Af ter having seen Mr.
Paquet lie told Mr. Armand that lie need
not come here to-night. I appeal to the
word of the Hon. Mr. DeBoucherville.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-As I am
called upon to declare what I know, this
is what I know : The hon. member for Sta-
dacona told me that the Hon. Mr. Paquet
had paired with Mr. Armand. He told me to
ask Mr. Paquet himself. 1 went to Mr.
Paquet and asked him if he was paired with
Mr. Armand. He said : Yes. I board at
the same place as Mr. Armand. After tak-
ing my supper, I went to see Mr. Armand
at his rooms. He said : 'Do you know that
two have come to see me to-night ?' I did
not know what he meant. I knew people
lad been to him asking him to resign his
seat, offering him something to do that. I
said : ' What do you mean?' He said :
'They wanted me to resign my pair. They
told me they would give me a pair for the
rest of the session if I would resign it to-
night. I told them I had a pair to the end
of the session. I asked hlm for the names
of those who had seen him. He said one
was Mr. Paquet. I said, to be sure before
leaving, 'You have not broken your pair
for to-night ?' He said : 'No, but to-mor-
row my pair will be broken.' I did not
understand what the hon. member (Ron.
Mr. Paquet) said just now.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
sald he was not paired.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The hon.
member would not say that before me.
Did I nlot ask the hon. member if he had
palred, and he said lie had paired.

Hon. Mr. THIBAUDEAU (Rigaud)-A
statement has been brouglit forward by the
Hon. Mr. DeBoucherville that sone people
had asked Mr. Armand for his seat. Mr.
Armand's seat has never been asked for by
anybody. It Is the fact that Mr. Armand's
people have trled to get outside parties to
Induce him ta resign, but he has never been
asked for his seat. Outside parties would
be very loath ta ask for Mr. Armand's seat,
because Mr. Armand Is a very respectable
senator, and there Is no reason why any
one should ask to take his place.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Per-
haps It would be weli ta delay that discus-
sion.

Hon. Mr. THIBAUDEAU-I wanted ta
make that statement.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudière)-
I am very glad that the hon. gentleman from
Stadacona lias called the attention of the
House ta this pair. Just as we were leav-
ing the House at six o'clock, Senator Pa-
quet lnformed me that the hon. member for
Stadacona wanted ta pair him off with the
senator from Repentigny, and I said it was
quite unfair ta pair a healthy man against
a man who is sick, and probably could not
corne this evening. However, I went my-
self with the senator from LaSalle ta the
hospital, to the slck room of Hon. Senator
Armand, and there Hon. Senator Paquet
told him that he had changed his mind and
was not leaving to-night, and asked him ta
call off the pair, and told him ta come and
vote in the House If he wanted ta this even-
ing.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The hon.
gentleman admits there was a pair.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-When the
member from Stadacona came ta me
asked me If the hon. gentleman (Hon.
Paquet) lad left the city. I sald 'I
have nothlng ta say ta you.'

hon.
and
Mr.
will

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The lion.
nternber lias omitted this : that he went

with the Hon. Mr. Paquet and asked Hon.
Mr. Armand ta break the pair.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Which was quite right.
Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I am

surprised that the hon. member would make
the statement that lie lad not paired.

Hon. MIr. PAQUET-I said 'I am not
paired,' because I went ta Mr. Armand and
said 'I am flot going to-night, I want ta call
off the pair.' He said 'with pleasure; if
you want ta vote to-night you can do so.'

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I do not see how, If
a man las paired, he can -undo it at lis
pleasure.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Because he changed his
mind, wlich he had a perfect right ta do.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-But if he said he did
not pair ?

Hon. Mr. PAQUET-I said 'I am not
paired.'

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understood the hon.
gentleman said that wlien he voted lie was
not paired, and if we went ta Senator Ar-
tnand in time and told him he wlshed ta call
off lis pair, he had a right ta do so, and
Senator Armand, if he was ln a condition
ta come here and vote, -was at liberty ta do
so. I understand Senator Forget expressed
his desire ta remain and vote for the Bill,
but sone hon. gentleman on the opposite
side of the House told him there would
be no vote--that the amendment that had
been made ta the Bill in the Senate was not
ta be persisted in ; consequently, he is not
here for the purpose Of voting witb the
government on this question.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I would ask the hon.
Minister of Justice, who seems to be very
well posted on these matters, If he thinks
that man in honour, the Hon. Mr. Paquet,
having through me paired with the Hon. Mr.
Armand, should not have told me that the
pair -was broken ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I wish ta say a word,
as I have been entrusted wlth making some
pairs on the government side of the House,
.that I regret very mueh that a gentleman
who assumes the position of whip-the hon.
member from Stadacona-should throw a
doubt on the sincerlty of men who make
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pairs. It will be recollected this afternoon
that the hon. member for Brockville rose
and voted. He was accused by the hon.
gentleman from Stadacona of having palred
for Monday simply because the hon. member
for Perth was not here. I did not say any-
thing about it this afternoon, but I knew
something about that, because I was in
communication witli the hon. gentleman
from Brockville, and he informed me that
he tried to arrange the pair with the lon.
member from Perth for the balance of the
sesion. but he would Dot consent. The hon.
member from Perth had stated, what the
hon. gentleman from Brockville said this af-
ternoon, that he intended to be here this
afternoon to vote, and notwithstanding that,
the hon. gentleman from Stadacona said he
had a telegram that he could not be here
this afternoon. The hon. gentleman raises
a question of the same kind to-night again,
notwithstanding the denial of the hon.
senator, who is in his place, and another
senator who went witli him to see Mr. Ar-
mand. Still the lion. gentleman from Stada-
cona insists that the hon. gentleman broke
the pair. It is very unfair.

lion. Mr. LANDRY-It is not unfair.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is another hon. gentleman present to-day
who voted, Hon. Mr. Cox. who was paired
with Mr. Kirclilioffer. Mr. Cox returned to
the city to-day, bringing a note from the Hon.
Mr. Kirchhoffer, saying that they mutually
withdrew- the pair, and the hon. gentleman
from Toronto was quite right in voting.
When attention was called to the pair of
Senator MeLaren with Senator Fulford, the
latter gentleman rose at once and said It
was true, there had been a pair, but Mr.
McLaren had wired him, and It was mu-
tually withdrawn. Both of these votes were
quite correct.

Hon. Mr. FULFORD-The pair of hon.
Senator McLaren and myself was only un-
til Monday. I suggested until the end of the
session.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
is no misunderstanding albout that. The
moment the hon. gentleman made the ex-
planation, no one objected to his voting.
This case is qulte different. I dIffer from the
hon. leader of the House upon this point,

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

and on the question of pairs. That there
was a pair between the hon. gentleman froin
LaSalle and Senator Armand is beyond a
doubt, because not only the hon. gentleman
from Stadacona, but my lon. friend from
Montarville (Hon. Mr. DeBoucherville),
whose word no one would doubt, said there
was a pair. The whip takes upon himself
the responsibility of undertaking to break
that pair. If Mr. Armand, who is 1i, and
probably did not want to come out, and the
hon. gentleman from LaSalle had mutually
agreed to break the pair, they would stand
in the same position, but Senator Armand
said, as I understand from the hon. gentle-
nian on my right, 'no, my pair is made, and
I intend to remain here until the end of the
session.'

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-The pair
was to be broken to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But
he declined to have it broken to-night. Be-
eause, lad not that pair been made, I know
there was arrangements made by the lon.
gentleman for Senator Armand to dine
here and remain to vote. I am not going to
insist upon the hon. gentleman from La-
Salle changing his vote. If lie thinks, under
the circumstances, that he had a right to
vote, and that his conduct with Senator
Armand is what one gentleman should be
to another, that is for him to decide, not
for me. It will not affect the resuit in the
least, and putting it in that way, I should
suggest to my hon. friend from Stadacona
not to press this question any further. It
will only be a lesson for the future, when
elderly gentlemen like myself, who are in-
firm, whose legs are not so good as they
used to be. want to remain away at night,
to be very cautious with whom they pair.
My elderly friend, as he styles himself, wIll
accept my interpretation of it. I would give
him this advice, when pairs are made, he
had better get a mutual consent to have
them broken, or let them alone ; otherwIse
there should not be any pairs made In this
Hou se.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-There Is another
littIe Incident about this division, and It re-
fers to the hon. leader of the opposition In
this House. Hon. Senator Forget told me
he was In favour of the Bill. (Cries of 'Oh,
oh!') I hope I shall be allowed to make my
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statement. He told me he was ln favour of
the Bill, and had pledged himself to vote
for it, but that he had spoken to the leader
of the opposition, who had told him he could
go home ln peace, that it was useless for
him to return to Ottawa to vote, because
there would be no vote on that question.
Otherwise, I assure hon. gentlemen, I would,
as whip, have telegraphed to Mr. Forget to
come here and register his vote, ln which
case the division would have stood 17 to 17.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And it would have
been lost, the same.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Sena-
tor Forget, ln whom I have the most un-
bounded confidence, misunderstood me, if he
ever gave utterance to that opihion, I could
not have said It because I was determined
after reading the debate ln the Commons to
push this matter to an issue, and it is
not at all likely that I would have
said te any member: 'Do not return,
because there will be no vote,' when I had
made up my mind to push it, whether I
should lose or win. I do not desire to re-
peat conversation, but I was told by a gen-
tleman that had had a conversation with
Senator Forget at the club, and that Sena-
tor Forget had expressed opinions very simi-
lar to what the hon. gentleman bas inti-
mated, but, when he got the explanation, he
changed his mind and would not come back.
There Is the difference in the statements,
but to suppose that I, who intended to push
this to an ultimate issue, would advise any
of our friends not to come back, ls some-
thing that I do not think anybody will attri-
bute to me, for the reason that, it implies
deception, and I do not think those who
have known me for a number of years would
belleve I could be guilty of anything of the
kind.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-The hon. Senator
Forget also asked me not to mention this
publicly as it was usVless, but to mention it
to the leader of the House, whieh I imme-
diately did as soon as he left me at the door
of the Senate.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL.

OOMMONS AMEDM.ENTS AoGEED TO.

The Order of the Day being called.
Further consideration of the message from the

House of Commons disagreeing to the amend-

ment of the Senate to the amendments made by
the House of Commons to (Bill K) ' An Act fur-
ther to amend the Criminal Code, 1892.'-(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL said: I
gave notice of a motion in reference to this
question. As the Minister of Justice said,
there was very little difference between the
law as it stands, and the proposal which I
Intended to make ln opposition to it. I have
expressed my opinion on the question very
strongly In the past, and I have no desire to
prolong the session ln discussing it again.
My views are upon record. I firmly believe
that the objeet ln reinserting that clause in
the Bill was for political reasons of the low-
est possible kind. I have made up my mind
to allow the government to take the respon-
sibility of what they bave done, and what-
ever may follow ln its wake. It Is not
necessary for me to say, I have been en-
gaged ln strikes and endeavoured to put
them down. I have strong opposition to
exempting persons from the consequences of
what Is a crime In others. The government
can take the responsibility of what they
are doing. I shall not make any motion,
but content myself with voting against the
proposition which bas been made.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The bon. gentleman,
I understand, does not persist in his motion?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move that the Senate
coencur lin the amendment by the House of
Commons to this Bill, which reads :

Nothing ln this section shall be construed to
apply to a combination of workmen or employees
for their own reasonable protection as such
workmen or employees.
This clause was ln the Bill as originally
introduced, and was struck out lin the Sen-
ate, but the House of Commons restored it.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

Hon. Mr. OLEMOW-I call for the yeas
and nays.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Two menbers must call
for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. I allowed ample tkne for
any hon. gentleman to call for the yeas and
nays. If the House wisbes to rescind the
decision, well and good.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW. No, but I rose in
time, I think, and called for the yeas and
uays, and I do not like tbat kind of thing.
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and sale of twine produced by convict

labour. and the document is published for
the information of members of parliament,
and it is signed ' D. Mills, Minister of Jus-

tice.' The statement I have te make is that
this document is nothing more nor less

than a political pamphlet, a mere campaigu
sheet, dealing with political questions, and

that it bas been issued and charged te the

accounts of the Committee of Printing with-

out the authority of that committee. That
is the statement that I have te make and
I think that It is a very serious one.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

Here is a statement that le, Mr. Taylor, was
acting a double part. The whole pamphlet is
nothing more nor less than a political cam-
paign sheet and my complaint Is that this
document was issued f rom one of the depart-
ments of the government, the Department
of Justice, that it has been chatged te the
Printing Committee of parliament without
the authority of that committee, and ln that
way the duty and the rights of the Prlnting
Committee have been Invaded.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not at ail.
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PRINTING COMMITTEE'S REPORT. Hon. Mr. POWER-Bring It up to-morrow.

Hon. Sir JOHN CARLING moved the Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have no doubt
adoption of the 5th report of the Joint Com- the hon. Secretary of State will bear me out,
mittee of both Houses on the printing of when I say that the Committee on Printing
parliament. of both Houses of parliament are the enly

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I wish to rake a authority to decide what documents shah
remark upon oe point in that report. It be printed and what shah fot be printed,
will be observed that there is a reference in whether they core frem the parliament of
the report to an application which was re- Canada here, or whether they core fron
ceived by the Printing Committee from th, departments, ln the first instance, the
Departinent of Customs with reference te authority must have coe from the Coi-
the publication of monthly bulletins, or mittee on Printing with regard te the pub-
reports, which the department proposed te lication e ail those documents and that the
publish, containing statistics regarding the appropriation for the printing of ail par-
trade of the country. The Department of jliamentary and public documents N under
Custois, in making this application, re- the coutrol et the Cemmittèe ou Priuting.
vognized the point which I consider to be and I have therefore te complain to this
one of considerable importance, with regard House of the conduct of the hon. Minister
to the printing and publication of reports of Justice in publlshing a document which
and other documents fromw the depart- is purely and essentialy a politicam docu-
ments. I understand that the Joint Coin- ment, pure campaign hiterature, and publish-
mittee on Printing o both Houses of par- ing that document at the expense and havng
liament have absolute control, of the print- t published under the authority en the gov-
ing of ail documents issued by this parlia- peroient. To show that this document Is of
ment, and by the different departments of tae character I have described, I wil rend

the goverument of the country. The Depart- One or two extracts from it. This is with
ment of Customns, iu making this application, reference te the management of the sale ef
dld wvhat w-as right, and I assume that ah binder twine. The extract is as follows
some time or another the varions author- oue applications were recelved from Mr. Re,
and ohver appd oesia fromfrom r. Mukiestone, Mi. Chown, and Mi. Kelly, of
mtens. have undesd orthar thoity Co montreal. Mr. Rees wrlte Mr. Geo. Taylor, the
the Joint Commnittee of Printing with regard member for Leeds, askng for is supprt. Mr.
ta the varlous reports and documents issued Taylor forwarded this letter te Mr. Dckey, andn acompanied it with a recommendation which
by the departmnents, and I think it c wel1 stated that M. Rees was supported by the

that we sh ul clear y understand how we foiends or the government n this loalty. Mi.
meant ofCutoms, ing makig th is applai Muoknestone wrote Mr. Taylor and Mr. Taylor
stad wat rgasrghtande that hae iforwarded Mr. Mucklestone's letter to M.

a document in my hand which has been at ckey, the Minster o Justice, and lie added a
issued from one of the departments e the note at the botto la whoh he nformed the

oinister that he had witten Mr. Mucklestone,
goverb ment-the department of the govel- and le told Mr. Mucklestone that In bis com-
hent conducted by the hon. leader of this munication te the Minister et Justice ie had

proiounced hlm a fist-class man for the posi-
House, the hon. Minister of Justice. This is tian. And se, Mi. Taylor persuaded both Mr.

a document showing the action of the gov- Rees and Mr. Mucklestone that le was actlvely
suppotng each o toem, althoug e knew that

ermeut ln preference te tuemanufactu ae the intention was ts appoint but one agent.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The document is
not in itself a report in any sense of the
word. It Is a controversial document, a
political sheet, intended to controvert some
of the statements that Mr. Taylor and Mr.
Sproule and some other gentlemen have
made ln the House of Commons. The docu-
ment is not one that should have issued
from any department of the government,
and it should not have been charged to the
Committee on Printing, or printed at the
public expense. That is my complaint. That
it should have been authorized by the Com-
mittee on Printing is clearly shown by the
fact that in the report we have now before
us, the Department of Customs intend-
ing to enlarge their work ln the way
of issuing bulletins containing statistical in-
formation of the working of the department
from month to month, apply and apply pro-
perly to the Committee of Printing for
authority to have these things printed and
published and charged to the accounts of the
Printing Department. If the Department of
Customs did right in making that applica-
tion, it is certain that the Department of
Justice bas done wrong in printing docu-
ments not authorized by the Committee on
Printing, but It makes the case still worse
If a document so printed and distributed and
charged to the Printing Committee is a
document of a character that should not be
issued by any department in Canada. I have
referred to some points of the document, and
it will be seen that it is a reply to Mr.
Clancy's statements in the House of Com-
mons and also to Mr. Sproule's statements, It
discusses this question with gentlemen in
the House of Commons, matters that might
be discussed very properly in this parlia-
ment by the hon. Minister of Justice, a mem-
ber of this parliament, but it should not be
put out In the shape of a public document,
when the matter contained in the document
Is nothing more or less than political cam-
paign literature.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know what
the hon. gentleman calls It, but I published
it within my official right, and I had no ne-
cessity to go to any Printing Committee for
the purpose of issulng that to the public.
The department of which I am head, so far
as the manufacture of binder twine la con-
cerned, was attacked and misrepresented ln

754

the House of Commons by Mr. Taylor and
also by Dr. Sproule. I had a right to deter-
mine for myself in what way I would an-
swer the attacks upon the department and
upon myself as head of that department. I
concluded, as I was not a member of the
House of Commons where those attacks
were made, that I would answer It by an
official communication written over my
own signature, and sent out from the
department to which I belong. When
the hon. gentleman says that I had
no right to Issue such a pamphlet
from the department, then I say I entirely
dissent from any such contention. I say
that neither under law, nor reason, nor any-
thing else can It be said that a minister may
be attacked and misrepresented with regard
to his administrative work in the depart-
ment and that he Is not at liberty, as a
minister of the department, to answer those
nisrepresentations. There is not, from the

beginning to the end of that document, a
statement that is not a fact and not borne
out by the facts. Mr. Taylor, for Instance,
stated that I had awarded a contract to
Messrs. Bate & Son, of this city, and that
they had put up no security : the fact Is that
they did put up a cheque of over $200,000,
that the contract was awarded to them and
that the money was paid the moment the
twine was delivered, and there was no diffi-
culty in that regard. So there were misre-
presentations with reference to the other
transactions. There was a statement that
there was a combination, and the facts show
that a combination was an impossibility.
The facts were altogether against any pos-
sible combination between the Department
of Justice In the manufacture of binder
twine in connection with the Kingston peni-
tentiary, and any other manufacture ln any
part of the country, I should like to know
what the Printing Committee have to do
with that matter. I say they have nothing
whatever to do with It. The communication
emanates from my department, and has
been sent out from my department over my
signature as Minister of Justice, and I am
prepared, on a fitting opportunity, to defend
every statement of fact ln that communi-
cation. Every statement made there has
been carefully considered, and when the
hon. gentleman makes complaint of It at
the last hour of the session. and says that I
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have no authority or right to publish that
communication, then I say that lie has no
authority for any such statements.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-1 did not say the
hon. gentleman had no right to publish it,
but that it should not have been published
at the public expense.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. 'gentleman bas
been occupying nearly half the session with
lis speeches and getting them carried
through the mails all over Prince Edward
Island. The result was that, on account

session. But in other sessions I have distrl-
buted them, and I have paid as much as
$80 or $100 a year for printing them. That
is the difference between my hon. friend
and myself. Instead of paying for printing
them anid sending them as I do, the hon.
gentleman goes behind the back of the Print-
ing Committee and gets the document print-
ed at the publie expense, and sende it all
over the country, attacking bis opponents
for their statements in another place. 1
consider the hon. gentleman has done very
wrong in that matter. He says lie is pre-

of the tons of literature lie sent there, hie pared to stand by every word of this : per-
candidate was overwhelmingly defeated, but haps lie is. I do not say that lie cannot, and
I do not make any complaint of the bon. If lie had made that sppech lu this House
gentleman doing that. Does it matter to and circulated it as I have to circulate my
the public what I write or state here in speeches when I make them, it would be
the House if reported at the public expense another matter alto.gether, but abusing his
and sent abroad, or whether It is published position as a minister, and going behind
In the blue-book from my department ? the back of the Printing Committee and
Where is the difference ? The hon. gentle- ordering the printing of this document, and
man has been sending abroad bis speeches then circulating it and attacking gentle-
the whole session, making speeches reported men who have exercised their natural right
at the public expense, and carried to Prince in the House of Commons, of criticising the
Edward Island at the public expense, and management of the binder twine Industry
le does not see any improprlety in that. I ln his department, lie is taking an improper
say there is no more impropriety in my de- advantage of them which lie should not
fending myself and my department by the have taken.
blue-book issued from the department than Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not at ail. Tley took
there is ln the hon. gentleman undertaking an improper advantage of me.
to make a speech here and having It report-
ed at the public expense and sent abroad Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
at the public charge. think the difference between the two Is that

the hon. gentleman has his speeches report-
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The difference be- -, 4- +U1 -L1 il

tween my hon. friend and myself is that
when I make a speech here and thInk it is
of such importance that I ehould distribute
It among the residents of my province, I
pay for it.

ea e u ci exene just as myj on.

frlend beside me. We are all upon an
equality in that respect. If he thinke pro-
per to have an additional number of his
speeches printed and pays for them, t ist
all right.

Hou. Mr. MLLLS-The lion. gentleman Hon. Mr. MILLS-I did not issue an ad-does not pay for the reporting. ditional number.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. minister

is entirely wrong.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
pays for the extra copies. I have issued
no extra copies.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I have not sent
any of my speeches thie session, notwith-
standing all the hon. gentleman has been
saying. I lad no special edition published
of my speech, and beyond half a dozen
which I got from the distribution office, I
have not circulated any of my speeches thia

lion. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was
not talking about the hon. minister. If he
will keep bis temper I wll speak about him
later. The hon. gentleman has a right when
he makes a speech of sufficient importance,
either for his constituency or for the gen-
eral public, to go to the Queen's Printer and
say : 'I want a thousand copies of that
speech ' and get them printed specially and
pay for them. When I was In the other
House I did so, and I paid for them on
every occasion. I exercised the right, as
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every member does, of franking them. We
all stand upon an equality in that respect.
What my hon. friend complains of Is that
the hon. gentleman, as Minister of Justice,
deliberately writes out a speech-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELr-Per-
haps the bon. gentleman dictated it and
somebody else wrote it. We will not quar-
rel about that. It is published in pamphlet
form and sent broadcast as if it came from
the Printing Committee.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not say that it is so, but I am drawing at-
tention to the difference between them.
What the hon. gentleman says is that that
was written by the Minister of Justice, cir-
culated and charged to the printing of par-
liament.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, not charged to the
printing of parliament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That Is not a fact.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is a fact. I
have that from the secretary of the Print-
ing Committee.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is not a fact.
They issued a blue-book from my depart-
ment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was
coming to that department, I would not find
fault even if the hon. gentleman did what
no other minister had ever done under any
circumstances-that is, write a campaign
sheet and issue it by the department. If it
was circulated and charged through the
Printing Committee, as printing of parlia-
ment, then I say it was decidedly wrong.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I say it was not. .

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
hon. gentleman said that before. The hon.
gentleman from Marshfield says he had It
from the secretary of the Printing Com-
mittee that that document was paid for out
of the appropriation for doing parliamentary
printing. The bon. gentleman said it was
not. I am not going to decide between the
two, but I have a little dispute with the hon.
gentleman which I will attend to in the
proper time. I do nort intend to permit my-
self to be placed in the position of trying to

deceive a member of the House and allow
myself to rest under any such imputation.
However, I shall refer to that at the proper
time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The pamphlet to which
the bon. gentleman refers was written and
sent out from my department. The usual
number of any blue-book or departmental
report was the number that was printed in
that case, and If the hon. gentleman lays
down the doctrine that a minister may be
traduced ln the House of which he is not a
member, and bis capaclty as minister and
ln bis departmental work, and he is not at
liberty to answer it, then I entertain a view
of the rights of a minister very different
from those which are expressed by the hon.
gentleman. Let me make another remark:
The hon. gentleman says he always publishes
his speeches at bis own expense. Each
member of this House, each member of the
other House, recelves two or three copies
of the report which is made at the public
expense, and printed at the public expense,
every day. All the newspapers of the coun-
'try recelve copies, and all those are printed
at the public expense, and the bon. gentle-
man will find that there is not a speech
made in this House of which there is not as
large a number printed and publislied at the
public expense as there was of that blue-
book issued from my department.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. gentle-
man made a statement a few moments ago
that I had sent down to Prince Edward
Island great bags of my speeches, and then
he added the allegation that I was doing
that at the public expense, but now the
hon. gentleman narrows down bis charge
and says I am treated like every other mem-
ber of the House in having my speech print-
ed and a few copies furnished to me from
the distribution offiee. That is ai lie bas
to go upon for the unwarranted statements
he bas made.

The motion was agreed to.

QUEBEC HARBOUR COMMISSIONERS
BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.
The Order of the Day being called.
Second reading (Bill 173) ' An Act respecting

the Quebec Harbour Commissioners.'-(Hon. Mr.
Scott.)
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
had better let this stand until to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Will we
prorogue to-morrow ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am unable to answer.
It all depends on the progress the public
business makes in the two Houses. We
will have the second reading of this Quebec
Harbour Commissioners Bill to-morrow, and
it cannot be completed till the afternoon.
I will move that when the House adjourns
to-night It do stand adjourned till 11 o'clock
to-morrow-the usual motion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
has been no notice given of this motion, and
we will meet at the regular hour.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understand that the
House of Commons expected to get through
the Supply Bill this evening, but the ob-
jection of the hon. gentleman prevents us
getting through to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then
we will remain a little longer. I object to
the motion on the ground that the hon. gen-
tleman has given no notice of It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-At the end of the ses-
sion it is not usual to stand on such strict
rules. I was not aware that there was any
opposition to this Bill, nor do I think there
is, and It would facilitate business to allow
It to go through.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Per-
haps there would not be opposition under
other circumstances. I intend to avail
myself of all the privileges that pertain to
a member of this House.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-It would
be wise to drop such Bills coming in at this
hour of the session.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There never was a
session during the whole eighteen years the
Conservative government was in power in
which Bills have come down with the same
regularity as this session.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I have under my hand
the minutes of the session of 1895, when all
the Important Bills came down the day be-1
fore prorogation. The Customs Act, the
Dominion Elections Act, the Subsidy Bill,
the Bounties on Iron and Steel Bill-all came

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

ta the very day before prorogation. Here
we have had those Important Bills on the
paper for over a week or ten days and lon.
gentlemen are not in a position to reproach
US.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I never
saw this Bill till to-day.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is an unimportant
Bill. It contains one clause. We passed it
last year and they wanted to make some
change in the agreement.

The Order of the Day was allowed to
stand.

SENATOR FORGET'S VOTE.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before
the House adjourns, I desire to make a fur-
ther statement in reference to the matter
mentioned (by the hon. gentleman from de
Lanaudière (Hon. Mr. Oasgrain) I have no re-
collection of having had any conversation
with Mr. Forget upon the question of the
'Provincial Judges Bill. I may have had
a conversation with him on Saturday as to
the vote, and it is just possible that I may
have said to him that he might go and
there -would be no vote that day. That
may be the case. I knew there would be no
vote that day, for the reason that an ar-
rangement had been entered into between
the leader of the government and this side
of the House, at the instance of the hon.
gentleman from Stadacona, that no conten-
tious matter should be discussed on Satur-
day, but would be postponed till Monday.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-So that
there may possibly be that misunderstand-
ing. If the bon. Minister of Justice had
spoken to me about it before, the probabili-
ties are that I could have made that ex-
planation, and I should not then be left
under the imputation of liaving decelved a
gentleman for whom I have so much respect
as I have for Mr. Forget, and adopt that
mean, contemptible manner of preventing
him from voting. I leave the question with
the leader of the gentleman who tells us that
he was told by Mr. Forget not to mention to
anybody the fact that he intended to vote for
the Bill in this House, and who now Informs
the House of the statement of the hon. gen-
tleman without having been asked and
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without any necessity for it. Mr. Forget
will know now how to deal with men who
move about in society and are considered
gentlemen, and with whom it is supposed one
can hold a private conversation without hav-
ing it retailed, and more particularly when
he is told not to do so. The hon. gentleman
may think lie was justified in mentioning the
name and in mentioning the matter, from the

to the hon. gentleman, and I do not question
the hon. gentleman's word for a moment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do
not accuse the hon. gentleman of doing
that. I said that when the hon. gentle-
man made that statement, my intention was
to ask him who had taken upon himself the
responsibility of deceiving Mr. Forget.

fact that the leader of the government in- Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
timated that there was somebody in the Sen- partly said that and had his attention turned
ate who had deceived Mr. Forget. I was off to something else. I knew that the hon.
going to ask him who had taken such an gentleman intended to put the question to
unwarrantable step with reference to any me, but I could not have answered it then.
brother senator, but it never entered my I had forgot-ten who it was, but when
mind that I was the person who was accused my hon. friend mentioned with whiom Mr.
of doing it, until it was repeated by the hon. Forget said lie had the conversation, It re-
gentleman who has been selected as Whip called the statement lie made to me.
on behalf of the government. I shall make l
an explanation to Hon. Mr. Forget, and very Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-I have

likely we may have another side to the been over thirty years In parliament, and
story. it 1s the first time that anybody has imputed

to me so miean and contemptible an act. I
Hon. Mr. MILLS-AlI I have to say is that will consider where it comes from.

when I referred to it to-day I had quite for- Hon. Mr. OASGRAIN-In this matter we
gotten who it was that my hon. -friend said have simply a tempest in a teapot. Mr.
Mr. Forget had mentioned the matter to or
had the conversation with, and when my Forget simly made the statpunent to me-
hon. friend mentioned it to-night, it recalled Hon. Mr. LANDRY-And the hon. gentla-
to my mind the statement that lie had made man repeated it.
to me. Al I wish to say, and all I intended Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-After
to affirm, was that the hon. senator had
'mentioned the matter to me that Mr. Forget he was told not to do it. He said so hlm-

had said to some one-I had forgotten Sel.
whom-on that side of the House, that lie' Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-AUow me. This is
'intended to vote for the clause relating to a free country, and though the opposition
the appointment of the judges in Quebec. 1 have a majority in this House, we have

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-He
never told me that. I never hlad any con-
versation with him about it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not say that the
hon. gentleman had. I accept his word for
that. I am not imputing anything wrong
to the hon. gentleman at all. I simply
affirm the statement my hon. friend made.
He said he had mentioned it to me, and I
said that that was a fact, and when lie men-
tioned It to me he mentioned the name of
the leader of the opposition. I remembered
'then that it was the leader of the opposition,
but I had quite forgotten that lie said who
It was Mr. Forget had had the conversa-
tion with. That is ail I have to say with
regard to that matter. I Impute nothing

some rights, and I wish to say that the Hon.
Mr. Forget came to me and told me lie was
in favour of the Judges Bill, and that lie had
spoken to the hon. leader of the opposition in
this House, and that the leader of the opposi-
tion had told him there would be no vote on
that Bill, and lie could go home, and lie, the
Hon. Mr. Forget, would not come back on
Monday. These are lis very words.
And lie said, 'Now, don't mention it,
but you may go and tell Mr. Mills.
Mr. Mills was just passing and I went
and told him. That is all that took place.
When the hon. leader of the opposition takes
ol'ence at that, it is simply a misunder-
standing between them. The Hon. Mr.
Forget did not want to influence other
senators, I suppose, and before the vote was
taken I would not have mentioned it, but
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now that the vote has been recorded it
'makes no difference. If he had been here,
people could have seen on which side he
was voting, and nobody could find any fault
after the vote was taken for saying what
took place, and I am glad to give the hon.
leader of the opposition a chance to explain,
because I must say that I have always held
him ln high esteem, and I thought it was a
strange conversation, and I am glad it was
brought out. But the matter was mentioned
to me and I was somewhat surprised to hear
a statement of that sort. I said I cannot
understand it, and I am glad the matter has
been ventilated. Now the hon. leader of the
opposition can settle the matter with the
Hon. Mr. Forget.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It is a most unfortu-
nate thing that private conversations should
be made public at any time. They slhould
not be made public. Under no circumstances
is a man justified in detalling a private con-
versation, I do not care whether before or
after the vote. If it is a condition precedent
to making the assertion that it should not be
spoken of, and therefore I think it is highly
objectionable to make it public.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Wbat
object could the hon. gentleman have ln
giving publicity to the statement that I had
done a thing of that sort, unless to leave
the impression on the mind of members of
this House and the public that I had decel-
ved Mr. Forget ? What other object could
the hon. member have had ? He could have
had no intention other than to show that I
had practiced deception unworthy of the
lowest type of politician.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-I gave the hon.
gentleman a chance to clear himself of any
such imputation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If
that Is the hon. gentleman's idea of the con-
duct of one gentleman to another, I leave it
to himself and his associates to settle.

The Senate adiourned.

Hon. Mr CASGRAIN.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, July 17, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

OIL SUPPLIES FOR PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND RAILWAY.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved:
That an humble address be presented to HIs

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate statements regarding the lubrication f
the Prince Edward Island Railway, as follows:

1. The dates at which the oils of the Galena
Ol Company were first used.

2. The quantities and prices of each kind of
oil furnished and charged to store account, wtth
dates of such charge.

3. The quantities and prices of each kind of
oil charged to locomotive and car services, with
dates of such charge.

4. The actual consumption, in quantity and
value, of lubricating oils for each year or part
of year from the introduction of the Galena oils
up to June 30, 1900.

5. The locomotive and car mileage for each year
or part of year as in the- next preceding para-
graph.

6. All deductions from the accounts of the
Galena 011 Company made up to June 30, 1900,
in pursuance of the contract of September 17,
1896, between the said Galena Oi Company and
the Minister of Railways and Canals.

7. Simailar particu!ars to those mentioned in
paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of this motion regarding
the last complete year before using the oils of
the said Galena Oul Company.

Also a statement showing the number of gal-
lons of signal hand lamp oil purchased for the
Intercolonial Railway and the Prince Edward
Island Railway from the Galena 011 Company, ln
pursuance of the contract dated September 23,
1896, and the price per gallon paid for the sarne.

The motion was agreed to.

THE CENSUS.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the Orders'of
the Day are called, I should like to inqulre
from the hon. minister If the government
has come to a decision respecting the next
census-whether it will be taken on the
basis de jure or de facto ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS'-I am unable to answer
the hon. member. Nothing has been finally
decided on that question. Whether there
shall be a de jure census or de facto census,
or whether the census shall combine both
features, has not yet been determined upon
by the government.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
think the hon. gentleman should have said
that he has not been informed of what the
Minister of Agriculture Intends doing in the
matter, or what decision he has arrived at.
It is another evidence, to my mind, of the
departmental management of the affairs of
this country by each individual minister
without the knowledge of his colleagues.
It was only last night the Minister of Agri-
culture told the House of Commons that
the de jure system was to be contInued, and
if the hon. gentleman will look at the report
of the debate in the House last night, he
will find that that was the declaration made
by his colleague, although It appears he had
not informed him, a member of the cabinet,
of what he intended to do.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I would call the at-
tention of the government to this fact, also,
concerning the census : In the last census
that was taken, the origin of the people was
not mentioned. They were divided Into two
classes: English speaking and French speak-
lng. I think it would be a more fair division
if they made the census similar to the one
in 1881, dividing the population according to
Its origin and not as has been done.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have heard what the
hon. gentleman saId, and I shall cal the
attention of the Minister of Agriculture to
it.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-If the
census was divided by language, It would
be better than by origin. There are people,
for example, at Murray Bay, below Quebec,
with Scotch names whose language is not
English. They speak only French. There
may be other places where people of French
origin do not speak French at ail, but Eng-
lish. I think it would be better by language.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-On the other hand,
in the last census, every French Canadian
who spoke Englilsh was registered as an
Englishman.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think that
ought to occur.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-It was done.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-What did you do
with Frenchmen who spoke Gaelic ?

QUEBEC HARBOUR COMMISSIONERS
BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (173) 'An Act respecting the Que-
bec Harbour Commissioners.' He said: In
the session of 1899 a Bill was passed author-
izing the Quebec Harbour Commissloners to
make an agreement with the Great Northern
Railway Company for the erection of an
elevator. The terms of the agreement were
set forth In the sehedule. One of the terms
was, that the work was to be commenced
before the 31st of December, 1899, and it
was to be finished on the first of May, 1900.
Some doubt exists as to whether they did
begin then. This Bill ratifies thé work,
whatever was done, as coming within the
terms of the original agreement, and extends
the time for three or four months for the
completion of the work. It also alters the
terms of the guarantee. The guarantee was
6 per cent interest on the $200,000, and un-
der that the elevator company were to
deposit $6,000 a year to meet the Interest.
The guarantee was Interest at 3 per cent.
This agreement contemplates a change from
that. It authorizes only $100,000, $75,000 to
be guaranteed for the elevator and $25,000
to be guaranteed for the continuation of the
marine tower. It Is purely a domestic mat-
ter between the harbour commissioners and
the Great Northern Railway Company for
the building of this elevator at Quebec.

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

The House resolved itself Into a CommIttee
of the Whole on the Bill.

(In the Committee.)

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. COX-Will this In any way affect
the interest on the outstanding bonds of the
Quebec Harbour Commissioners ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They guarantee the lin-
terest at 3 per cent on the bonds of the
Great Northern Railway so far as the Que-
bec grain elevator is concerned. They have
a lien on that for the $200,000, as well as
the Interest, and the hon. gentleman will see
that they are to make a deposit lu the bank.
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The second paragraph of the agreement Act to amend and Consolidate the Act relating
reads as follows : to the Quebec Harbour Commissioners.'

2. The second paragraph of the seventh clause
of the contract of June 30, 1899, above referred
to, beginning with the words ' it is also agreed
if the said earnings aggregate an amount ex-
ceeding 6 per cent,' &c., and ending with the
words ' shall be used to pay such interest as
iay be due on the bonds,' Is hereby abro-
gated and eliminated from the contract, and
the following substituted therefor: The said com-
pany shall, out of the first surplus earnings,
deposit in a bank to the joint order of the Que-
bec Harbour Commissioners and the company,
a sua of $12,000, to be applied to the payment
of the interest on the bonds guaranteed by the
Quebec Harbour Commissioners, and shall main-
tain the said sum of $12,000, provided, however,
tlat such deposit shall not be required If the
elevator be leased to the Great Northern Rail-
way Company, on condition that the railway
company shall pay a rental sufficlent to pay the
interest on all bonds guaranteed by the Quebec
Harbour Commissioners and a sinking fund for
such bonds.

Hon. Mr. COX-The point I was anxious
about was whether entering into this guar-
antee would make it a prior claim upon the
revenue of the harbour to the interest on
their outstanding bonds. I do not know
whether there Is any hon. gentleman who
could give that information.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think this is a first
preference under the Act passed in 1898.
I think It is part of an amount of $365,-
000 that the Quebec Harbour Commission-
ers were authorized to issue under a statute
some years ago and which stands before
the government lien. It is a first lien. I
do not suppose It would supersede any
charge outside the government lien.

Hon. Mr. COX-If this were a prior charge
to the interest on the $365,000, bond-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is part of that.

Hon. Mr. COX-I do not then understand
how that can be. These bonds are held in
Toronto and if this was a prior charge to
the interest on the bonds to whiçh I refer,
I do not think it ought to pass ln that way
without some consideration and explana-
tion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This supersedes the Act
passed in 1889. In that Act of 1899 the
provision is :

Al amounts payable by the corporation under
a guarantee provided for by the said agreement
shall be a charge upon the revenues of the
corporation, and shall have the same priority
of payment as the interest on the debentures or
bonds which the corporation is authorized
hereafter to issue under an Act passed during
the present session of parliament, entitled 'An

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. COX-That refers to the bonds
of the railway company. I am speaking
of the bonds of the harbour commissioners.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is what I read:
it is a charge upon the harbour. When
were the bonds issued to which the hon.
gentleman refers ?

Hon. Mr. COX-I do not know. It was an
Issue of $865,000, but they were a first charge
prior to the government charge.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then this does not'
supersede it in any way ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That is the point.
We had two Bills last year on the subject.
The first was a consolidation of existing
statutes, a complete and perfect consolida-
tion. I remember going Into that matter
very closely at that tIme, and we were per-
fectly satisfied that the government's posi-
tion with regard to the harbour commission-
ers was not affected. It was only consoli-
dating existing statutes. Then we had a
short Bill towards the end of the session
on the subject, and I think we satisfied our-
selves on that occasion that we were not
putting the government ln an inferior posi-
tion as far as their claim on the harbour
commissioners stood from what it occupied
before.

Hon. Mr. COX-What is the effect of this
section ? Does it make the bonds referred
to here rank differently from what they did
in the Bill of last year ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think not.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I see lu section 2,
a provision that the guarantee of interest
mentioned in the said agreement and memo-
randum of agreement shall be a preferential
charge upon the revenues of the commissioners,
after the expenses provided for in paragraphs
' and 2 of section 36 of chapter 34 of the Sta-
tutes of 1889, and after the capital and in.terest
of the bonds authorized by chapter 48 of the
statutes of 1898, and by section 35 of chapter 34
of the statutes of 1899.

I do not think there is any difference In the
ranking of these bonds.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will read the ranking
fixed by the statute to which the hon. gen-
tleman has referred. It is as follows :

The lawful charges upon the revenue of the
corporation arising from all sources whatever
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shall be as follows, and shall be pald in the
following order:

(1) All necassary expenses incurred in collect-
ing said revenue and the indispensable expenses
of management.

(2) Neceasary expenses attendant on keeping
the wharfs and other works and property of the
corporation in a thorough state of repair.

(3) The principal and interest on all debentures
and bonds issued by the corporation under the
provisions of chapter 48 of the statutes of 1898,
or of this Act.

The bonds referred to by the hon. gentle-
man were under one or the other.

Hon. Mr. COX-Yes, under the statutes of
1898.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-And they came In be-
fore the government claim and the govern-
ment came next.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The ranking of the
bonds is not affected by this ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It Is not an Issue direct-
ly. They take security on the elevator.
They have the double security. They have
the security of the elevator company and
the security of the Great Northern Railway
Company, for whom the elevator was bulIt,
and I notice by the agreement that the ele-
vator was to be insured and they guaranteed
the interest on It. I assume the property Is
worth wbat it represents. I do not tbink the
status of the bonds wlil be affected.

Hon. Mr. COX-I wanted to make sure of
that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The bonds are referred
to ln the next item.

Hon. Mr. COX-Yes, those are the bonds.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment. The
Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST READING.

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (195) • An Act fur-
ther to amend the Act respecting the judges
of nrovincial courts.'

The BIll was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-This Bill consists of a
single section. It has reference to the
courts of the Montreal district. In the
circuit court of Montreal there are three

judges. The senior judge bas hitherto been
paid the same salary as the others, and this
Bill contains the proposition to pay the
senior judge $600 more than Is paid to
either of bis colleagues. It will make bis
salary $3,600, Instead of $3,000.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-What justifies the In-
troduction of a Bill Increasing the salary
of one of the judges ln the courts of one
of the districts of Montreal without taking
into consideration at the same time the
necessIty for increasing the salaries of the
other judges ? What emergency bas arisen?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear !

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No emergency has
arisen at all, but the court bas been treated
the same, I suppose, as a chief justice would
be treated ln the other courts. In the other
courts there Is the court en banc, and the
presiding judge is absolutely hecessary when
the court sits In that capacity. In the
circuit court of Montreal the judges dis-
charge their duties as separate judges. They
do not sit en banc, and so the salary of the
senior judge is not ralsed quite to the posi-
tion of that of a chief justice.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-But If they do not sIt
en banc, what reason, what necessity, what
excuse can be given for increasing the salary
and creating this disparity in the salaries of
judges who have concurrent status and con-
current power ln the circuit court of Mont-
real ? It appears to me such a Bill as this
Is Inopportune at least on the very last
day of the session. Very strong reasons
should exist for such a Bill, and I am cer-
tain the hon. Minister of Justice wIll not
persist ln urging that Bill upon the atten-
tion of the Senate at this stage of the ses-
sion and under the circumstances, no neces-
sity existing for creating this distinction. I
am sure the hon. Minister of Justice will
allow the Bill to drop.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the 41st rule
of the Senate be suspended in so far as the

same relates to this Bill.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I object.

lion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1
think the hon. minister should be prepared
to accede to the request of the hon. gentle-
man from Missisquoi. In a case of this
kind, where it is proposed to Increase the
salary of a judge, or any one else, some
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reason should be given. The only reason
the hon. Minister of Justice bas given is
that he, being the senior, should be placed
in the same position ln regard to that court
that the chief justice occupies in regard to
the other court. What may be the necesslty
for that I do not know, and the bon. member
from Missisquoi bas asked a very proper
and legitfmate question, and I think, st
this late stage in the session, that the gov-
ernment should not introduce a Bill affecting
the judges when we know that all the judges
'il the whole Dominion have been clamoring
for years for au increase of -salary. There
was au increase proposed and provided for
in the Bill which we had before us the
other day, and that clause which was reject-
ed was the clause creating three new judges.
But there was an increase given to some
other judge of au Inferior rank to that of a
judge of the -Queen's Bench or the other
courts, and in this case we are simply asked
to increase the salary of one judge wlthout
any explanation further than the fact that
he is senior to the other. The lawyers must
be the best judges of whether that la a
good reason.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We recognize that ln
Ontario. The senior judge of the county
court receives $2,400, and the junior judge
$2,000, but bis salary gradually increases un-
til it reaches $2,400. So that practically
their jurisdiction is quIte as distinct and
separate as the jurisdiction of the circuit
judges referred to in the Bill. There Is that
principle that seniority always counts for
Something. It gives increase ; ln time the
other two judges will get their increase.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In
Ontario we bave a senior county court judge
and a junior, and vhen the junior county
court judge is appointed, bis salary is losver
than that paid to the senior judge. Then
the Secretary of State says that that salary
is gradually increased until it is the same
as the salary of the senior judge. I was not
aware of that before, unless it is doue by
special vote. Do I understand the hon. gen-
tleman to say that there is a law upon the
statute-book which guarantees to the junior
judge an annual Increase ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know whether
the increase is annual, but in time it reaches
$2,400.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Then I
am correct that he is not entitled to an In-
crease unless It is specially provlded by a
vote in parliament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No. Under the law
formeriy the junior judge got $2,000. I
think It now begins at $2,000 and runs up to
$2,400.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In
Toronto and Hamilton I think they are paid
more.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Last year I carried
through a Bill putting the junior judges on
exactly the same footing as the others.
They received $2,000 for the first two years
and the third year they recelved $2,400, the
same as the senior judges.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-As far
as the labour is concerned, the junior judges
generally do the most of it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Then the senior judges
have the probate duties to discharge and
they recelve, according to the amount of
probate business to be done in the different
counties, a salary for the discharge of their
probate duties which adds sometimes as
much as a thousand dollars to their salary.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The Bill bas been
read the first time and the hon. member
from Stadacona objects to the suspension
of the rules, so that there is notbing before
the muRe.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the Bill be
read a second time to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

ELECTION LAW AMENDMENT BILL.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-May I
ask the leader of the House if there Is any
prospect of prorogation soon?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The two Bills that we
have sent back have yet to be considered
by the House of Commons, and we have
yet to know what their action will be-
whether they will accept the amendments
of the Senate, or drop the Bills for the
present session.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should regret very much If the House of
Commons were to drop the Election Bill on
account of the numerous amendments.
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Nineteen-twentieths of them were proposed
by the hon. Minister of Justice himself, and
all the amendments were accepted by the
government except two, one relating to
Prince Edward Island, and the other to the
franchise ln the city of Toronto. It would
be a great misfortune if we are to have
another election, and all the doors are to be
left open that existed in the past, for frauds
because the House of Commons might not
be in accord with these amendments. I am
quite sure that, however anxious we may
be to have these amendments adopted, the
Senate will be quite prepared to go any
length almost in order to obtain an election
law which would, as far as at all practicable,
secure a correct and much more pure elec-
tion than we have had in the past. These
are the only two Important amendments of
which I have any recollection. Ail the
others were accepted by the government ex-
cept those two. I understood they have
run against a snag, and I am not at all
surprised. The numerous amendments made
to the Bill may possibly have introduced
some incongruities of a minor character ln
working it out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I hope
not, because the hon. gentleman gave a
great deal of attention to it and tried to
bring each clause into harmony with the
others, but it appears there .i a defect in
the clause relating to soldiers, especially to
those In garrisons. If the House of Com-
Mons thought that necessary to be amended,
the Senate would not object to it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not think there is
any incongruity ln that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIr-One of
the ministers.told my hon. friend (Hon. Mr.
Ferguson) that he had run across a snag in
connection with it. A few words will set
that right, and I sincerely hope they will
not reject the Bill altogether on account of
the amendments. Let us have consideration
of it again, and perhaps by conference and
mutual concessions we can arrive at a de-
ciuion which will be beneficial to the country
and an improvement to the Bill itself.

The Senate rose for recess.

AFTER RECESS.

PROGRESS OF BUSINESS IN
HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THE

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have made Inquiries
as to the progress of business in the House
of Commons, and ascertained that nothing
will be sent up to us this evening. The
Election Bill has been disposed of, and will
be ready to submit to the Senate in the morn-
Ing at ten o'clock. The Supply Bill Is at
present before the House of Commons, and
wIll be passed to-night, and will also be sub-
mitted to us to-morrow morning. I was
told by Sir John Bourinot, clerk of the House
of Commons, that there would be no delay-
that all these measures will be before us
promptly at ten o'clock to-morrow. I there-
fore move :

That when the Senate adjourns this day i' do
stand adjourned until to-morrow, and there be
three distinct sittings on that day, the firat of
such sittings to be at ten o'clock in the fore-
noon, and to continue until one o'elock in the
afternoon, unless the Senate be sooner adjourned;
the second of such sittings to begin at three
o'clock in the afternoon and continue until six
o'clock, unless the Senate be sooner adjourned ;
and the third of such sittings to begin at eight
o'clock until such time as the Senate adjourna.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Could
the Minister of Justice inform us, or has he
any idea, what the Commons has done in re-
ference to accepting or rejecting the amend-
ments whlch were made in the Senate to
the Election Bill ? I understand that all
the amendments made by the Senate have
been adopted by the Commons except those
relating to Prince Edward Island, and also
the amendment moved by the hon. minister
himself in reference to the North-west Ter-
ritories. If those are the only amendments
the members of the Senate would be better
able to judge what course to take to-morrow
when the Bill comes before us.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know of any
others.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottaica, Vednesday, July 18, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Ten a.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DOMINION ELECTIONS BILL.

AMENDMENTS NOT INSISTED ON.

A message was received from the House
of Commons to return Bill (133), 'An Act to
consolidate and amend the law relating to
the election of members to the House of
Commons,' and to acquaint the Senate that
the House of Commons agreed to the lst
and 3rd to 45th inclusive, and 54th to 87th
inclusive of the amendments made by the
Senate to lie said Bill, and that they dis-
agreed to the others, as follows :

To the 2nd amendment to the said Bill for the
following reason :

' That it is unnecessary and would render the
working of the North-west Territories Represen-
tation Act cumbersoime.'

And to the 46th, 47th, 48th, 49th, 50th, 51st,
52nd and 53rd amendments to the said Bill for
the following reasons :

1. Because the Controverted Elections Act al-
2eady makes ample and proper provision tor the
scrutiny before two judges of the Supreme Court
of all objected votes polled in Prince Edward
Island under conditions which assure to all in-
terested parties, electors and candidates, the am-
plest guarantees that the rights of the voters will
be examined into and determined on after proper
notices given.

2. Because the addition to the powers of the
county court judge of holding a scrutiny in con-
junction with the recount will proong the pro-
ceedings to an undesirable -length, and will raise
serious question of conflict of jurisdiction be-
tween the county court judge under this Act, and
the judges of the Supreme Court under the Con-
troverted Ele-tions Act.

3. Because the addition of a scrutiny to a re-
count is inadvisable and takes away from the
parties who may consider themselves aggrieved,
any right of appeal from the decision of the
county court judge.

4. Because the provisions In the amendment
for a scrutiny are inadequate and do not provide
for the giving of proper notices to the parties
interested, of the votes to be attacked, and be-
carse it is difficult if not impossible, to make
provision within the time in which a recount
should be held for the giving of such notices and
procuring the necessary evidence against or ln
support of sueh votes, and the expenses of such
an election scrutiny would be largely in excess
of the suggested deposit.

5. Because the acceptance of the amendmen.tleaves it open for the same questions to be adju-
dicated upon first by the county court judge and
afterwards under the Controverted Elections Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I move that the Senate
do not insist upon the amendments to which
the House of Commons have taken excep-
tion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-I thouglit
there was only one amendment that they
did not accept.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-There are several-all
those relating to Prince Edward Island and
the amendments relating to the North-west
Territories. I am sorry that they have not
concurred in the amendments relating to
the North-west Territories, because the rea-
son shows that they are labouring under a
inisapprehensilon.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BAKER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-We are not in any way,
by that amendment, Interfering with the pro-
visions made ln the North-west Territories
Act in respect to elections. There Is one
provision in the North-west Territories Act
which we, by the Bill, undertake to amend,
and that is one which says that section 67
in the old Act, paragraphs a, b and k of sec-
tion 2. subsection 1 of section 20, and sec-
tions 66, 67, 73 to 88 both inclusive, and 90
to 99 both inclusive, 100 and 101 and others
mentioned here, which are parts of the
Dominion Elections Act, shall be incorpor-
ated into the North-west Territories Act. The
whole of that Act bas been repealed. We
have surbstituted this Bill, if It becomes law,
for it. The order of the sections Is alto-
gether changed. Therefore, what we did
in the section which we added to the Act
was to substitute it for this provision of the
North-west Territories Act, making no
change whatever, but naming the new sec-
tions which are not in the order in which
they stand in the old Bill. So that I will
not say at this moment how they are going
to carry out the North-west Territories Act
when this niost important provision whieh
incorporates the old law bas practically
been repealed. There will be great Incon-
venience, even if it continues law for the
purpose of the North-west Territories, to
look up the provisions of the new Act. They
are somewhat imodified and the numbers
of the sections are altogether different, and
it was a matter of convenience that it
should have been in.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-That section Is re-
pealed. is it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That 1s struck out. I
acquiesce ln that provlçÈon. Of course it
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affects the other House and not this House such deep sympathy wlth the hon. gentie-
and therefore they must ultimately be the man, but under the clrcumstances, whatever
judges of what is best in their own Inter- may have occurred, I have no recollection of
ests. I therefore move that the Senate do any other illustration, during the long time
not Insist upon those amendments to whicl whiCh both of us have been in parliament,
the Commons have taken exception. Of ministers in the sane government, if not

ia the ssame cabinet, running amuck agalnst
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The eaci other almost every day. However, that

hon. gentleman from Marshfield has not yet is a matter within the fanily. I have no de-
arrived, and I would ask the hon. minister If to enter into the littie disagreements
lie would move concurrence in the first among tlem In their family circles, but let
amendment to which the Commons object, me hope, for the sake of the dignity of the
and postpone the second of those amend-
ments affecting Prince Edward Island, as tiat lie will in future teach his under-
the hon. gentleman from Marshfield de- ings fot to throw out insinuations and ln-
sires to say something upon the subject. suits of the claracter of tlose thrown out
WVhile on my feet I may say I was two or three times during the present ses-
strongly reminded, when I heard the speech
of the hon. Minister of Justice, of that trite
and correct saying of the Psalmist, ' Behold Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do no object to d43fer-
how good and pleasant It is for brethren to ring the further consideration of this Bil.
dwell together In unity.' We have the Min- I may sy, in reply to tle hon. gentleman,
ister of Justice contending in the most sol- that I have ne doubt lie speaks feelngly,
emn way that his proposed amendment to but we have no family quarrels as li, lad.
the Election law affecting the North-west My lon. friend lad a serions quarrel la tle
Territories is right and proper. In the House famlly, but I am not dISPOSed to express
of Commons last night his first lieutenant, any OPinion upon it. I remember on one
the Solicitor General- occasion iearing an old gentleman tel tiow

Hon. Mr. BAKER-His running mate.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-HIs
running mate-no, I should judge lie was the
off-ox and a balky one at that. When his
attention was called to the fact that the
amendment was proposed by his chief, the
Minister of Justice, his reply was : 'I don't
care who did it ; I am responsible for this
Bil.' It is another happy illustration of
that unity under responsible goverument
that prevails among the gentlemen who con-
trol the destinies of Canada at the present
moment. We have had exhibitions of this
kind over and over again, and, as I have
had some little experience in the past of hav-
Ing colleagues bucking against one another,
lie wIll know how deeply I sympathize with
him in his present situation ; but when an
underling directs and controls and sets at
defiance the will, the opinion and the ripe
judgment of lis master, why, of course, we
on this side of the House, and those who
like to see unity of action, cannot view It
without regret. I speak feelingly on that
point, as the hon. gentleman can readily
understand. Had I Dot gone througli the
same mill, I probably would not have had

lie undertook to put an end to the quarrel
between a man and his wife, and lie got
struck over the head with a pan and his
head went through, and lie had to walk five
miles to a blacksmith shop to get it cut off-
but we have no quarrel.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
lion. gentleman can have no personal quar-
rel with the cabinet council simply for the
reason that they never consult each other.
Their difficulties arise from each one acting
his own part and playing off his own bat.
I am very glad to hear that the hon. gen-
tleman has no quarrel ; I hope that he will
continue to live in harmony and peace. I do
fnot propose to put myself In the position of
the man who got thrashed for interfering
ln the quarrel between man and wife. The
members of the cabinet can go on and quar-
rel till doomsday, and I will not interfere,
but will congratulate them on the unanimity
of feeling which exists, and lias existed all
along, if we are to judge from the utter-
ances of ministers in the lower House and
in this House.

lon. Mr. BAKER-I am not disposed to
offer a single word to latensify the awk-
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ward situation which ls disclosed by the re-
marks which have fallen from the Minister
of Justice, but I think It le a pity that such
a state of things should be disclosed. The
hon. gentleman who leade the government
in this House is the responsible head of the
department, and it is a pity that he did not
offer the very substantial argument to his
colleagues that he used In this House. I say
that it Is a pity that such a state of things
should be disclosed in a matter emanating
from the office of which the hon. gentleman
l the head and that his amendment should
have met with such 'a singular rebuff. I-
have not the slightest hesitation in saylng
that I believe the Minister of Justice is right,
and that his opinion ought to prevail In the
cabinet and in the House of Comimons. Of
course. there is nothing more to be sald
about it. After submitting his argument he
has moved that it be overridden. I do not
wish to intensify the awkwardness of the
situation, but I think it le a pity that such
a situation should have been dIsclosed in
this House.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

The motion was agreed to.

self, and I thlnk for all of us in the Senate,
our deep sympathy with the hon. Minister
of Militia ln the loss of bis son. Of course
we all know what may follow from war:
It Is elther the grave or victory. In this
case, one of our bright young offIcers has
been called to his long home in a recent
battle, in which he displayed a bravery
characteristic of his race. I do not wish to
say more than to express my own deep
sympathy with the hon. Minister of Militia
and his wife, in the loss they have sus-
tained, a sentiment which I am sure will be
echoed by every one In Canada.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I thank my hon. friend
for his kind words of sympathy for a col-
league. Every one who knew Lieut. Borden
speaks very highly of nim. He certainly
made a very good impression on every one
with whom he came in contact. Kind and
conciliatory in disposition and courageous, as
a young man he was an ideal officer, and I
am sure every one In the country will re-
gret that bis career ahould be so suddenly
brought to an end, and feel all the keener
sympathy for the hon. Minister of Militia
and Defence when he remembers that it is
his only son who bas thus been sacrificed.

THE DISCHARGE OF COL. HUGHES. THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Before

the Orders of the Day are called, would the
hon. minister Inform us if there is any reason
assigned for the dispensing with the ser-
vices of Col. Hughes In South Africa ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not a word.

Ho'. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
noticed the Premier stated last night that
he had no official knowledge, but It ls stated
ln this morning's Citizen that a conversation
took place afterwards between him and the
gentleman who asked the question, thereby
leaving the Impression that he knew some-
thlng that was not official. We are all ln-
terested, of course, in our own volunteers
in South Africa, and it would be a matter
of satisfaction to the people if we could
have any Information on the subject.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, there Is nothing.

THE DEATH OF LIEUT. BORDEN.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Before
the Orders of the Day are called, I desire
to take this opportunity to express for my-

Hon. Mr. BAKER.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I should like to ask the
bon. Secretary of State If he bas at last
found the documents he was searching for
with such activity and interest on the Mani-
toba school question. There were two or
three documents laid aside one day on the
table of the Privy Council. It was inti-
mated that they were lost, but they hap-
pened to fall under the eye of the bon.
Secretary of State another day. They had
never been brought before this House. ln
answer to the address to His Excellency,
adopted by the Senate for the bringlng
down of these documents. I should be
happy if, before we part, he would leave us
those documents as a souvenir. They might
be useful In future days, if only to show
that the bon. minister is always disposed
to do what the House aeks him to do. He
cannot refuse stch production on the
ground that such documents are of a con-
fidential character, because I happened to
see, in a few documents which have been
produced to this House, that confidential
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letters of bis own were published. I would
ask that the same rule apply to these. If
bis own confidential correspondence with
the ex-Lieutenant-Governor of British Col-
umbia could be published, I should think he
would not refuse the House the satsifaction
of perusing the letters I refer to, be they
confidential or not, since they have reached,
lu an official way, the goverument of the
country.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am sorry that I am
unable to gratify my hon. friend, but I
think If I did bring down every document
that might be in the Privy Couneil, or the
office of the hon. Secretary of State, or in
any other office, there Io not a particle that
is new ln any of them. The last documents
were brought down last session. There
was one document addressed to His Excel-
lency, or the Premier, which I was going
to bring down, but the Premier sald to me
that he had received a letter from the
authority who sent him this document that
it was not intended to be made public. The
document I may say, however, for the in-
formation of my hon. friend, did not contain
anything new. I myseif think it bas already
been published. AU the letters connected
with it went to the press ln Manitoba and
have been published from time to time, and
there is really nothing recent, or even, if I
could bring anything down, that would
throw additional light on the subject. The
last petitions were brought down the end of
last session-petitions from some parties dis-
approving of the law and from others ap-
proving of the law.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Yes, we received those
petitions.

THE DEATH SENTENCES OF DUBE
AND CAZES.

H.on. Mr. LANDRY-TL'he orther day 1
asked In this House for the correspondence
e±changed between the Department of Jus-
tice and parties outside In relation to the
execution of Dubé, and the reprieve of
Cazes, and I asked particularly for the re-
ports of the judges In these two cases. I
was answered by the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice that the report of the judges could
not falrly be laid before the House. At
the same time, while I was asking that
qcpestion, the Quebec press was publishing
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the report of the judge lu the Dubé mat-
ter. I claim that the Senate should be
favoured as well as the public in general,
and that we should get these reporte in
an officlal way from the Department of
Justice. I know the reports in the Dubé
and Cazes cases did not come from the
Minister of Justice, but as they are now
before the public, I should like that the ad-
dress voted by the House of Commons be
supplemented by that part of the address
for which I moved in this House, and that
we should be put in possession of the re-
ports on the two cases.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I shall communicate
wlth the judge, and if he consents, seeing
that the reports have been made public, 1
will have no objection to bringing them
down, although I think it la very unfor-
tunate that a judge's report should be pub-
lished, for this reason, that if we once
commence publishing confidential reports
which the judges make, we will get very
much less frank and full Information from
them. What I understand the Quebec press
published was, net the judge's report, but
the judge's reference to his charge to the
jury ln his report. What he said he had
charged the jury was given, and that is ail.
Usually we get the charge of the judge to
the jury, accompanying the papers, but ln
these cases, they did not accompany the
papers, and that quotation from the report
as to what he said ln his charge to the jury
was the only thing, so far as I know, that
was given to the press. If his charge had
been given, of course, it might have been
published. There is nothing to communi-
cate to the public, therefore, more than the
judge himself communicated In his charge.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I think the hon. gen-
tleman dld not see what I saw published in
the Quebec press. It la not the charge to
the jury, but the report made by the judge
to the Minister of Justice.

Hon. M[r. DeBOUCHERVILLE-An ex-
tract ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The whole report.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I have not seen that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I am stating the faot.
It was the whole report made by the judge
ln the case written to the Minister of Jus-
tice that was published. It was not an ex-
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tract, nor was It t. charge to the jury,
but the whole reput. I concur ln the re-
marks made by the Minister of Justice as
to the advisabIlIty of not publishing the re-
ports, because It might ln the future pre-
vent the government from having full re-
ports, perhaps, on matters of the kind, and
In the public interest, those reports should
not be published, but I am asking for the
production of what has already been pub-
lished, and I am only asking that this House
be put on the same footing as the public
lu general. If anybody should know any-
thlng about the matter, It ls the parliament
of Canada, and It ls because the public
have that report, I am asking for It. That
la my only reason.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I shall communicate
with the judge, and If he assents, I will
produce It. Notwlthstanding what bas been
published, I would not, myself, take the
responsibility of bringing down a conâden-
tal report without the sanction of the judge
who made It.

POST OFFICE, MONTMAGNY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I shall now address
myself to the colleague of the Minister of
Justice. An address was voted some time
ago, ln the month of March, I think, call-
Ing for the production of ail the docu-
ments and correspondence relating to the
post office at Montmagny. The site has
been secured, and the different title deeds
have been ordered to be produced. In
answer to that address I have a number
of documents, but, as I have remarked to
the hon. Secretary of State, there are some
Important papers mIssing. He promlsed
to look Into the matter. I suppose the
amount of work this session has prevented
him from doing so, but now that we are
going to give him a little leisure, I hope he
will have tme to ftnd out those titles to the
property, and that he will be good enough
to have them prodnced here in order that
the return may be completed. It is lu re-
lation to the sale by parties ln Montmagny
to the government of a site for a public
building.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If it reste with me, the
hon. gentleman may be assured that the
documents wIll be brought down. Cer-
tainly there cau be no object ti withhrld-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

ing documents relating to the title. The
Idepartment furnIshed all they had at the
time. It le possible that the title deeds
would be wlth the notary who prepared the
abstract.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I know there le a
copy ln the Public Works Department.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I shall be glad to make
further inquiry.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I share In the joy
of the hon. mInister.

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS
BILL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (195) 'An Act further to :amend
the Act respecting the judges of provincial
courts.'

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I object to this Item.
The Bill le not printed ln Frenth.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If the hon. gentleman
persists ln his point of order, I regret very
much the Bill cannot be proceeded with.
The responsiblllty wIll rest with the hon.
gentleman of having defeated the measure.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I take that respon-
slbllity, but the han. minister will be good
enough to share It. If the Bill le not printed
ln French, It lis not my fault. If I defend
my rights I take that responsibility, and I
maintain my objection.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In the long experience
I have had ln the Senate, It la the first time
I have heard at the end of the session an
objection taken on the point that a Bill le
not printed n Fêreneh.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A Bill of seven lines.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If my hon. friend really
required to understand the Bill ln the mother
language, I could appreciate his motives,
but he understands it quite as well ln the
language ln which It le printed, as If It were
ln French, and, therefore, he simply takes
advantage of a technical point to defeat the
Bill.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I do take .advantage
of it. It le my right. I do not want to
shelter myself behind any ignorance of the
Engllish language, but I take the position
boldly that I object to the BIll.

Hon. Mr. POWER-All rigkt, next -otder.

'1202



[JULY 18, 1900]

ELEOTION LAW AMENDMENT BILL-
SENATE INSISTS ON ITS AMEND-

MENTS.
The House resumed consideration of the

Senate amendment to section 90 of Bill (133)
* An Act to consolidate and amend- the law
relating to the election of members of the
House of Commons.'

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I wish to submit
some reasons to the House why we should
insist on our amendment to section 90 of
this Bill. It Is essential to the proper work-
ing out of the Act in Prince Edward Island
that these amendments should be agreed
to, and I think I shall be able to show hon.
gentlemen that they should form part of
the Bill. This amendment is simply to put
Prince Edward Island ln the same position
with regard to judiclal Inquiry into votes
as all other provinces of Canada. When
the list is made up, there is a judicial
settlement of the right of parties to
vote. That is the mode whieh prevails
in ail the other parts of Canada. In
Prince Edward Island, there Is no list;
there is open voting for provincial purposes,
and it works well. There is no feeling ln
the province to change It. You could not
induce the legislature of the province to
change it. Lists were used at one time, and
after two or three years' experience they were
abolished. But the diffieulty with which
we are concerned ln this matter arises out
of the policy of the present government in
adopting a provincial franchise for federal
purposes. In doing that in Prince Edward
Island, they are attempting to do a very
difficult thing, an almost incongruous thing,
and that is, connecting a condition of things
where there Is no voters' lists with the bal-
lot. Hon. gentlemen can see, in discussing
the proposition about the unorganized dis-
tricts of the province of Quebec, that when
the making of the list is practically settled
on the polling day, there is no provision for
objecting, and afterwards scrutinizing, the
bad votes that may be off ered. The
ballot box might be filled, In some
cases, with bad votes. When the gov-
ernment introduced the Franchise Bill
ln 1898, I pointed that out ln this
House, and the reasons I advanced wer(
suffleiently strong to convince the govern.
ment and both branches of parliament thal
some remedy was necessary. It was agreed
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to that where a vote offered that way wau
objected to, the objection would be entered
on the poil book, the ballot paper would be
numbered, and the corresponding number
put on the poil book-that the ballot papers
would find their way Into separate en-
velopes, and it was provided that a demand
might be made for an investigation of these
votes at the recount. That was the provision
inserted In the Franchise Act of 1898 to
meet the position of Prince Edward Is-
land. The government, in consolidating the
Election Act, repeal the Franchise Act of
1898, and fal to introduce in the Bill this
year the all-important provision, that an
appeal should be had to the county court
judge for an inquiry into those votes after
the election. I have shown the House the
necessity that exists for this provision, and
I have shown hon. gentlemen that this prin-
ciple was conceded two years ago, and has
been conceded all through the Act this year,
in the marking and Initialling of a ballot,
and leading up to an investigation later on.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is the law now.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes, until this law
is passed. It is true we did not, possibly,
effect all we aimed at in the Act of 1898.
The amendments were put in, for reasons
which need not be recounted to-day, ln a
hurry, and it is doubtful, more than doubt-
fui, whether we gave the county court juris-
diction to do that, but it was the intention
of parliament to give that jurlsdiction. The
crucial amendment here is the Act of 1898,
,that is, that one of the grounds for a re-
counit should be, in Prince Edward Island,
that where persons not qualified to vote, had
voted-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Where is the Franchise
Act repealed ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-All these clauses
are repealed.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Franchise Act la
not repealed.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON. Every one of these
provisions s repealed In the Bill before us,

1 from section 11 to the end-all relating to
Prince Edward Island fall to the ground,
and it is only proposed to re-enact part of
them, and those are the sections relating to
the initialling and marking of ballots. We

I are met now with this argument : Oh, ilt I
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not necessary to give the county court juris-
diction, because it can be dealt with by the
Supreme Court under the Controverted Elec-
tions Act. I want hon. gentlemen to follow
me on this point. I submit it cannot be so
dealt with, because if a candidate is counted
out, with a small . number of bad votes
against hlm, and it is necessary to proceed
under the Controverted Elections Act, he
must claim the seat. It is a proceeding to
get the seat which he believes he was
rightly elected to by a majority of good
votes. He must put up a thousand dollars.
The moment he claims that seat, his oppon-
ent can take advantage of the Controverted
Elections Act, to raise any other questions
he pleases, without putting up any deposits.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. gentle-
man says ' hear, hear.' Perbaps it is useless
to appeal to my hon. friend, but I am sure It
le not useless to appeal to the House
as a whole. Would any man put up
bis thousand dollars and proceed in that way,
if he simply laid the foundation for bis op-
ponent to attack him on every ground, with-
out putting up a deposit ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He does that in every
contest.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I would ask my
bon. friend to look into this question a little,
and know something about it before he
makes those inconsequential remarks. This
is a different contest from the rest. The
contest rises over these rejected votes, aiid
bears no analogy or resemblance to petitions
in ordinary cases.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I want to ask the bon.
gentleman a question for information. I
should like to know whether, in the pro-
vincial law, there is any provision of this
kind-whether, if a man goes up to vote and
bis vote le objected to, there is any pro-
vision that that question shall be tried out
when the votes are counted, or If there ls
any method of going over the result of the
pollIng, as the hon. gentleman now pro-
poses he should have under the law ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I shall reach that
point later on, but just to clear the mind of
the hon. gentleman, I will leave the question
I was discussing, and settle the point with

Hon. Mr. rERGUSON.

my hon. friend, before I proceed any further.
There are all necessary provisions in the

provincial law for objecting to votes. Hon.
gentlemen will see this difference at once.
There are no liats, and consequently every-
thing is open as the day, and these votes
are scrutinized and objected to, and a man
knows exactly -how the election le going,
whether the vote ls against him or whether
it is not. All that is apparent as it goes
along, and that being the case in the pro-
vincial law, there le a remedy as you go
along which ls not provided in this Bill,
where you are connecting incongruous
things-that is a condition of things where
there is no votera' liste with a ballot. Then,
further on, I may say in reply to my hon.
friend, there le a scrutiny provided before
the sheriff under the provincial law. It ls
a very partial and a very inefficient one
I admit, and it not before a Judge, but
we propose now, when we make a scru-
tiny, that we will make it efficient,
and that we shall make It before a judge,
and there is no reason, because the local
law le faulty, why we should follow its
faults, and when we provide for one we
provide for one before a judicial authority,
-and even if there were the provisions for a
scrutiny lu a provincial law, the cases are
not analogous, because the Provincial Con-
troverted Elections Act ls not framed on
the same bines as the Dominion Contro-
verted Elections Act. It does not provide
for putting up any cash. You put in se-
curity for $600. Altogether there are no
analogies between the cases. I have made
this point clear, I think, to every member
of this House, that it is a perfect absurdity
to put all these provisions into the Act
calling for the initialling and numbering
of ballots, and the keeping of them ln
separate envelopes, and it le really a
blemish in the Act having that put
in, unless some good purpose can be
served in the way of having an investiga-
tion, and I submit, as I have shown hon.
gentlemen that there can be no investiga-
tion, it should end under these provisions.
Let me say here that I am not divulging
anything private or confidential, because my
friend the Solicitor General referred to the
circumstance that I am now going to speak
of ln another place, and he referred to it
properly. I have no fault to find with the
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statement he made. The point I made l
freely conceded by the SoUcitor General
and by the Minister of Fisheries, that by
putting up lis deposit and claiming his
seat, the petitioner ls simply doing the work
of the other side, and preparing for bis
own defeat, and a great amount of cost,
and cannot accomplish his purpose. As a
remedy for this, the Minister of Marine and
Fisherles has suggested to me that he might
amend the Controverted Elections Act by
a very short amendment, which would
have the effect of making that Act
apply, thus doing away with the diffi-
culty I have referred to ; and I may
say further, that Sir Lous Davies sent
me a copy of the Bill that he drafted
with that object In view. On looking over
the Bill I saw at once that it created an-
other difficulty even greater than the one
that it was intended to remove. It pro-
vided for a limited inquiry, so that the
person who is counted out on these objected
votes could file a petition for an investiga-
tion on these votes, and these votes only,
and the court could not go beyond that. On
the face of it, that entirely met my objec-
tlons, but the effeet of It would be, that the
candidate who was returned would be de-
prived of his right of petition on general
grounds. He would have no right to file
a petition against lis own return. His
opponent files a petition on the last
day, and he would be unable to file
A petition in reply, and it would be
fought out on these grounds alone. The
returned member would be debarred from
fiing a petition under the Controverted
Elections Act to bring up the question of
corrupt practices and all other questions.
It lu inherent to the proper solution of it
that both should have their rights, that the
man who la counted out by a few bad votes
should have a simple and feasible way of
getting that question settled without putting
up a thousand dollars deposit and furnish-
ing the ground for the other aide to attack
hlm without putting up anything at all,
and it lu equally necessary that the rights
of the returned member should be secured
to him. The provision which was proposed
to remedy the difficulty created another one
quite as serious as the original difficulty.
It became painfully evident to any one
who would look into it that you could

not make the Controverted Elections Act
suit that case without a considerable
amount of time to consider the necessary
provisions and wlthout a pretty elaborate
law. The very fact that the Solicitor Gen-
eral and the Minister of Marine and Flsh-
erles suggested an amendment such as I
have IndIcated to the House shows con-
clusively that they see the difficulty and
admit the full force of the objection that
I have been offering. I may say, further,
before I leave it, that the SolicItor General,
as my hon. frIend the leader of the opposi-
tion may remember very well, and Sir Louis
Davies, when we held an informal confer-
ence ln bis room in 1898, when the Fran-
chise Act was under consideration, the Sol-
icitor General then told the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries that ln lis opinion
this proposition was a very reasonable one
and should be acceded to, and that advice
was followed and the amendment was ac-
cepted. That la the amendment we are now
proposing and elaborating, removing many
of the objections offered against it at that
time. In the conversation I had with the
Solicitor General, he said to me that if the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries withdrew
his objection to this amendment, he would
be quite willing to accept it, and hé gave me
authority to say that to Sir Louis Davies.
I want to point out that the Controverted
Elections Act was never designed to deal
with such a case as this.

It could not have been designed to deal
with it, because in the whole Dominion of
Canada at the passing of that Act up to thlis
moment-until the Dominion Franchise Act
was passed--no condition could arise In
which the qualification of the voter could be
assailed under the Controverted Elections
Act. Therefore, the framers of the Contro-
verted Elections Act never had la their
mInds any such Idea that that Act could
apply to a case like this. That Act has noth-
ing to do with It, unless the amendments we
are now making, would make It so, of
which I have some doubt. Unless these
amendments would do it, they would have
no right to enter into the qualification of
any voter ln Canada under the Controverted
Elections Act. There Is only one case in
which the name of a voter can come up
at all, and that ls on a charge of persona-
tion. A man comes into a poll and says he
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ls John Smith, and he is given a ballot and 1. Recause the 'Controverted Elections Act
votes. Subsequently the real John Smith aiready makes ample and proiper provision forthe scrutiny before two Judges of the Supreme
cornes In and takes the oath, and that bal- Ccurt of ail objected votes poiîed ln Prince
lot as initialled and numbered. That ques- »dward Island under conditions which assure

to ail interested parties, electors and candidates,
tion would come up under the Controverted the amplest guarantees that the rights of the
Elections Act, but the only question would voters will be examined into and determined
be, whether it was the real John Smith. The on after proper notices given.

question whether he was qualified to vote The remarks I have already made entirely
was settled when the list was made. As- disprove that statement. The second rea-
suming under this Bill we are passing, and son reads:
the Franchise Act of 1898, that the Contro- 2. Because the addition to the powers of the
verted Elections Act would have application county court judge of holding a scrutiny ln con-junction with the recount wili proiong the pro-
to sucb cases as this, I want to point out, ceedings to an undýsirable iength, and wili
as I have pointed out, that the remedy that -aise serlous questions of confllct of jurisdictlonbeîtween the eounty court judge under this Act,
It would apply, would be no remedy at all, and the Judges of the Supreme Court under the
that the man would be defeated in his ap- 'Contraverted lections Act.'
plication, from the fact that he would have I ask hon. gentlemen to consider, for a
to claim the seat as a necessary ingredient moment, whether the proceedings are more
to the charge of bad votes belng recorded Iikeiy to be proionged under the Contro-
against him, and by puttIng up the deposit verted Electiens Act, with a battie going on
he would be doing his opponent's work, and between lawyers on prelmlnary objections-
no man with any brains would do that, and and ruies ot court, and fixing date of trial,
consequently there ls no remedy unless we and Ming affidavits for months; or whether
pass the amendments I propose. I will the matter is more likely to be prolonged by
offer some further objections. Admitting for a simple Anqulry, whlch A te be taken fitteen
argument's sake, that the Controverted Elec- days after the election, and continued untit
tions Act would apply to this case, what have It ls through, whlch weuld not be more than
we got ? We have a great deal of delay. two or three days aitogether-whether the
The question as to who has the majority matter a more likely to be prolouged in that
of good votes is an unsettled question. A way, than by waltlng before you proceed at
petition is being filed, and It is being fought ail, to see If the Controverted Elections
ot under the Controverted Elect2ons Act. Act can be anvoked-an tI thnk It s ft-
We have ail thls fighting golng on about possible te Invoke lt-and then go on and
prelimlnary objections, and At mIgbt occupy fght a battje for monthg and monts as weo

wee ad weksgolg oer hat Threuncto ith the prectunt wI'l arong thred tro

w<>uld be ficing particulars and fixing day of hear the other point raised, that t railses a
trial, and maklng miles of court. Ail this serious question of conflict between the jurs-
we know lb a magnificent machine for diction of the county court judge, aund the
Iawyers, out et which they make large tees, jtdges of the Supreme Ceurt under the Con-
and despoil poor, unfortunate candidates troverted Elections Act. The tact that that
who get lnto the clutches of the law. Ail statement was made convinces me that
that would be Inveived In settllng the the gentlemen wbo framed these reasons
simple question, whether John Smmth was a have not woeked into the question serously.
quallfeed voter or not, awhieh say gA settled
n al the other provinces in Canada n ar rear

summary way w-heu the Iist a made up, Hon.Mr. ERGUSON-It a imposAble that
before the county court judge, sud whlch that reason couid be given if the gentle
we now say sheuld be settled Iu the province men had ooked into at. Everything we are
et Prince Edward Island tn a summary way provoding te be doue by the county court
Au regard to these dis-pnted votes atter the judge A doue before the retur h A h made
election la ever. Sme strange reasons have My hon. f riend from Bedford (M . Baket
been given by the Ho>use of Commous for kn ws that you cannot start a petition unts
disagreeng t the amedmeuts. The first yen bave a return to petition againt. Hom
reason I have fully dalt wlth An my me- can there be a coafbiot Out juriedictIon be
marks. It ls as fellows: tween the tw courts wheu what the

Hon. Mr. FIRGUSON.
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lias to do must be conpleted becfore the
jurisdiction of the other begins ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Not necessarily at all.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If the hon. Min-
lster of Justice would consult the Solicitor
General and ask him to look at the Bill and
lfook at the dates, he will find It is so ex-
actly. Everything the county court judge
has to do under this he must do before there
is a return. Anything done by the Supreme
Court judges cannot be undertaken before
there is a return ; consequently the confilet
of jurisdiction between the two is absolutely
out of the question. The third reason is as
follows :

3. Because the addition of a security to a
recount is inadvisable and takes away from
parties who may consider themselves aggrieved,
any right of appeal from the decision of the
county court judge.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. IPERGUSON-If that Is so, what
we are doing now does not take that
away, and there may not be an appeal
from the county court judge, whlch I think
would not be desirable at ail. If the conten-
tion of these gentlemen is right, the courts
could be invoked later on, and they can go
over the ground, but I altogether dIffer
from them. Practically, you cannot get be-
fore the election court, and that being the
case, while theoretlcally It may be all right,
practically you cannot have It. If the gen-
tlemen who gave these reasons are right
and you can have a trial before a superlor
judge, you have what ls much better
than an appeal. You have an indepen-
dent revision of the work of the county
court judge at a later period. That being
so, what is there in this argument that
there is no appeal? While the Controverted
Elections Act never contemplated the
deciding on a qualification, there being no
Election law that called for that in
Canada at the time the Controverted Elec-
tions Act was passed, it did provide in
contested elections that you could produce
the ballots and go over the work that the
couity court judge did in regard to the re-
jection or acceptance of ballots. Hon. gen-
tlemen seem to think that Is all right. Here
la a duplication of work. The county court
judge does that work. There la no apeal

from the county court, but there le an Inde-
pendent decision latr on, and for that pUn
Pose the Act provided for It, and there is
no doubt there would be, and I submIt that
lu 'both cases It is an advantage that the
county court judge should know that some-
body may revise hIs work later on, because
It would make him very much more care-
ful than he would be if he knew there wa
no appeal. When there Is a possibllity, un-
der the Controverted Elections Act, of a case
coming before the Superior Court judge, It
would make the county court judge more
careful. and the effect would be that we
would have botter decisions in the first In-
stance. I feel that I have gone over ail these
points and I think I have convinced hon.
gentlemen.

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-No, certainly not.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. gentle-
man says not. The Secretary of State la
generally very reasonable, but in this case,
it ls as one says so say all, although the
hon. gentlemen do not always act on that
maxim. They etten get at loggerheads and
contradict each other, but I think I have
convinced hon. gentlemen that this amend-
ment is essential to the working out of the
provisions ot the law lu Prince Edward Is-
land. and if you do not pass this amendment
and provide for a judicial Investigation of
the votes, it would be infinitely better if
every provision about Initialling and mark-
ing votes were out of the law from beginning
to end, because If you cannot get a judicial
decision on these votes-which I think you
cannot get under the Controverted Electiôns
Act-there Is a practical dlfficulty in the way
which would prevent any man coming in and
demanding an investigation on that ground
alone. and that belng so, we ought to go over
every clause of this Bill, If this amendment
1s not made part of It, with regard to Initial-
llig and objecting to votes. The hon. gen-
tlemen li the governament seem to be willlng
to put all that in the Bill, but are not wlllng
to give us a measure which will provide
a remedy and lead up to a judicial Investi-
gation into those votes. I admit frankly that
that provision would not often be in-
voked. No candidate would be foollsh enough
to invoke it except where he was sure ot
his ground, but the fact of having this pro-
vision under wh:ich a man who belleves he-
was counted out by bad votes can go before
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the county court judge and get the question
settled as to who has the majority of good
votes. would have a deterrent effect upon
candidates and upon their agents and upon
voters at the poll, because they would know
that even if they put in bad votes, there
was a chance of the whole thIng being un-
doue. and the bad votes expunged. We ask
that this provision shall be made perfect by
adding this amendonent to section 90. If
that is done, we will have a good wholesome
election law for Prince Edward Island, as I
hope the law is for every part of Canada.
I am confident the government, when they
look at this matter, as they will have to look
into it before they finally decide this ques-
tion, will see the entire reasonableness of
this amendment. They will see that there
is no remedy as the Bill stands. They have
admitted that by trying to amend the Con-
troverted Elections Act to get over the diffi-
culty. Knowing that is the case, that they
have put all these provisions for initialling
and numbering the ballots into the law, and
that there is no practical way of ever getting
it tried afterwards on its merits, I am con-
vinced that the government will see the
practical character of these amendments and

accept them, having in 1898 accepted the
same principle. I, therefore, move in amend-
ment :

and therefore had not, and has not now, wiithin
its purview the determination of any question as
to the qualification of a voter, and, if at ail, it
is only by a strained construction thereof that
it can be made applicable to the case which the
said amendments provide for. Moreover, It Jacks
necessary provisions for the determination of
such questions.

5. Because, even admItting that the Contro-
verted Elections Aot pr3vides a remedy for the
evils which the said amendmente are intended
to obviate, and this the Senate denies, never-
theless such remedy is objectionable on the fol-
lowing grounds :

(a). It involves delay and la much more trou-
blesome and expensive than the procedure pro-
posed by the amendments.

(b). The candidate petitioning under the Con-
troverted Electione Act for a judicial investiga-
tion of votes objected to would aecessarily claim
the seat, and by doing so and providing the ne-
cessary deposit he would open the door for the
member returned to raise ail other questions
without making any deposit, and in this way the
object of the petitioner would be defeated.

6. Because, even admitting that the amend-
ments would lead to conflicts of jurisdiction be-
tween the county court judge and the Supreme
Court of Prince Edward Island sitting to try elec-
tion petitions, and this is denied by the Senate,
it la practicable, by a simple amendment to sec-
tion 90 of the Bill, to provide that the decision
of the county court judge as to the qualification
of any person whose vote la objected to shall be
final and unquestionable in any proceedings under
the Controverted Elections Act.

7. Because, even admitting that the result of
the said amen4nents would be to create a double
course of procedure, and this la denied by the
Senate, this result, so far from being disadvan-
tageous, would conduce to the exercise of cars
and discretion by the county court judge in the
discharge of the duties devolving upon him, and
wouild greatly discourage any attempt to reverse
hideiso b roeedin s underi thea Contro-

That the Senate dofth insist on its 46th, 47th,i
48th, 49th, 52nd and 53rd amendments, for the verted Electiona Act.
following reasons :-there ca e no confiet o juridie-
f1.oin e i asonstrbetatl rneEwr tion between the county court judge acting under
1. Because Lt la desirable that la Prince Edward hsanedetsnd hs upmeCrto

Island as in ail the other provinces of Canada
the candidate declared to be elected should have Prince Bdward Island acting under the Contre-
a majority of votes of qualied electors.can e

a -mjorty o voes o qulificl lectra. no returu miade until the former has discharged
2. Because th-ase amendments provide a simple, his duties, and ths action o! the Supreme Court

effective, tinely and speedy mode of determining tinder that Act cannot be !nvoked until thers has
thé qualification of persons whose right to vote been a return made.
la objected to, Including ail necessary provisions
for notice to parties concerned, and giving ample
time for taking the proceedings.

3. Because such a mode of deterrmination la tain tbe House more than a few Minutes In
analogous to the mode adopted for all the other discussing these questions. We bave dis-
provinces of Canada. In those provinces the qua-
lification of a voter la determined by the fact of cuased this question fullY before. My hon.
the person's name being found on the lst of frlend said this was agrced to before. Yes,
votera and cannot be questioned in proceedings
under the Controverted Elections Act. It is de- rather than bac the Franchise Act it was
airable that in Prince Edward Island also, where agreed te, but nearly everybody I the
there are no votera' lista, the qualification or House of Gommons felt It was an unreason-
disqualification should be determined before the
return la made, leaving to the operation of the able and Improper provision, and I have no
Controverted Elections Act, only the decision of doubt t la upon that subject. There la ln
those questions which may properly be dealt witb
thereunder. A scrutiny had under that Act deala every part of thss Dominion the power of re-
only with the validity of the ballot papers polled, countlng, but what ia that power ? It la to
not with the qualifications of the votera polling
them.

4. Because the Conbroverted Elections Act was That I a proper proceeding If you want
designed and enacted as an integral part of thes
eleotion laws of Canada before the radical change
made ln those laws by the Pranchise Ac, 1898, tien-If you deny that the number of votes

Mvn. Mr. FERGUSON.
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polled is the number of legal votes. Then,
there is another process that le provided
for, and it is as applicable to Prince Edward
Island as to any other part of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE--That is
the recount.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-It ls a recount with
the scrutiny added. There are other places
where they have a recount, and they can
have it in Prince Edward Island. My hon.
friend wants a recount and a scrutiny as
well.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is not a proper
-proceeding, as I propose to show. Prince
Edward Island does not stand in a different
position li this regard from other parts of
the Dominion. In Ontarlo, although a man
may have his name on the voters' list, he
has not the privilege of voting, if he moves
from the constituency and become a resident
elesewhere ; he may vote, and there may be

.a scrutiny to remove his name. Then there
may be personation. It does not matter
how a name comes in the list, if it le not
legally there. In Prince Edward Island, if
a man votes improperly, once his vote is
polled he stands exactly in the same posi-
tion as the man who has given an improper
vote anywhere else. There is the same
remedy in Prince Edward Island that there
Is elsewhere. This amendment is an im-
proper provision. If my hon. friend wants
greater security in Prince Edward Island
than he has got, he ought to labour there
for the purpose of inducing them to have a
proper voters' list prepared. That le their
remedy, if they desire greater security.
What does tne hon. gentleman propose 1 lie
says that one man may have 5UO votes, and
another 490. Tilere is a difference of ten
that some of his agents have bought votes,
demanda a recount, and a scrutiny. What
ie the object of the scrutiny 1 For the pur-
pose of ascertaining whether any of these
600 votes are improperly recorded. The
principle of our law, like the principle of the
English law, is that a man who has the
majorlty of votes shall be returned.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Good votes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-He shall be returned.
The question whether they are al good votes
or not le to be determined after the return,

and not before. You return the man the
majority of the people voted for, and If his
seat ls to be attacked, it must be attacked
by showing that he has bought votes, or
that some of his agents have bought votes.
or people have voted for hlm who were not
entitled to vote. Ail this may be inquired
into by a petition before the court. What
does the hon. gentleman's proposai mean ?
It means that a man who has been return-
ed must first fight a demand for a scrutiny,
and if he is unseated, he then must file an
election petition in order to maintain his
rights.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I want
to explain the dIfference between the voters'
liste of the province to which the hon. gen-
tleman is referring and Prince Edward Is-
land. In Ontarlo, the right to vote is In-
dicated by the voters' list laid before the
returning officer. In Prince Edward Island
there ls no such thing. That is the differ-
ence.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, that is not the
difference. Once a vote is polled, even if
there be a voters' list, the vote le counted.
Supposing a man is an allen, and his name
is on the voters' list. Supposing he has
been guilty of corrupt practices, and his
name is on the voters' list, you have a right
to strike off his name.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Certainly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If you
strike off his name, you never know for
whom he votes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The rule Is, under a
Dominion election petition, to strike off
every bad vote, and if the number of bad
votes exceeds the majority, the election is
off.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Will the hon. gen-
tleman be kind enough to show us, under
the Controverted Elections Act, how you
can deal with the qualification of voters ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
has spoken for about au hour, and he
understands the law. A bad vote re-
corded in Prince Edward Island does not
differ from a bad vote recorded anywhere
else. The hon. gentleman wants a remedy
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ln Prince Edward Island that does not
exist anywhere else. That la preposterous.
Thie is a measure relating to the constitu-
tion of the House of Commons. It has been
discussed and considered there. If there is
anybody ln the House of Commons who
entertains my hon. friend's view he has
had au opportunity of stating it, yet here
ls one member undertaking to set up his
own peculiar views on this question against
the views of the whole House of Commons,
and against the views of the vast majority
of this House, because no one here from
Quebec, or Manitoba, or Ontario, or else-
where ls asking to have incorporated in
the law, ln order to protect a defeated
candidate, the provision that the hon. gen-
tleman seeks to have incorporated for Prince
Edward Island. Certainly the House of
Commons can never agree to the proposi-
tion of the hon. gentleman, and the concur-
rence ln that amendment will have the effect
of defeating the Bill.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. gentle-
man bas no right to throw out such a
threat

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I am not making a
threat. I am stating a fact. The House of
Commons has refused to accept this pro-
position. His Excellency wi-ll be here at
three o'clock to prorogue parliament.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON. We know that
bluff. 1

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman
calls it a bluff. I have listened to him for
the past hour undertaking to force his views
upon the House of Commons. He le not an
elected member. He has not to go before
the electors, and he le undertaking to force
his views upon the whole parliament on
this question. I say that the proposition le
a most unreasonable one. If a man re-
cords his vote improperly in Prince Edward
Island, his vote can be struck off the list
just the same as in other parts of the Do-
minion.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-Does not
this amendment exist ln the Prince Edward
Island law as it ls now ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, the hon. gentleman
undertook to force this provision upon the
House, but it was utterly unworkable.

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLF-I am
speaking of the law as it le.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-So am I. The hon.
gentleman (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) undertook to
amend the Franchise Act, and the govern-
ment acquiesced ln his amendments rather
than have the measure defeated, but they
agreed to his amendments under protest.
They are in a form to render the Act un-
workable, and the hon. gentleman himself
admits that. I am not prepared to agree
to this pernicious provision, and certainly
the pressing of It simply means the defeat
of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The very argu-
ment my hon. friend ls--

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman has-
no rlght to make another speech.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Certainly I have.
I am making a substantive motion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, the hon. gentleman
le not making a substantive motion. The
substantive motion was made by myself.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-What was the
hon. gentleman's motion ? I did not hear
It

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot help that.
The hon. gentleman was not here. We-
delayed some time to give him an oppor-
tunity to get here. My hon. frlend bas
made a speech, and that le the end, so far
as he le concerned.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I thlnk the
House w1ll see that the hon. gentleman le
enforcing the rule very unfairly now. I
was not in the House-

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The hon. gentleman has-
made his speech, and I raise the question
of order.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-If the hon. gen-
tleman ls going to invoke the rule harshly,
It will show he le convinced of the weak-
ness of his argument. It was not altogether
courteous or decorous that the hon. mem-
ber should proceed with this Bill whlle I
was not ln the House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Minister of Jus-
tice dld not proceed with the Bill. When
his attention was called to the absence of
the hon. gentleman from Marshfield he
walted until the hon. gentleman came ln.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I want to sub-
mit some reasons-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We have heard all the
reasons.

Hom. Mr. FERGUSON. I move an amend-
ment to the bon. gentleman's motion. I
suppose my hon. friend has observed that
the House of Commons has included in the
amendment relating to Prince Edward
Island, two other amendments that do not
belong to them.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I understand the
question, it may be crystallized in this way :
If the Bill now before the House ls dropped
by the House of Commons, It will revive the
law passed In 1898, whlch gives to Prince
Edward Island what the hon. member asks
to-day. What he asks is, that the Bill be-
fore us shall contain what the existing law
contains, but what the government put out
of It. So, if the Bill to-day is withdrawn by
the government, the hon, gentleman
will get what he asks for in the negative
way. I do not think the government, under
the circumstances, san say : ' We will drop
the Bill,' because If they do so, the hon.
gentleman will gain his point. For these
reasons, I shall vote for the amendment.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The question before
the House is a very simple one. The elec-
tion law, which we have gone over with a
great deal of care here, is generally con-
sidered to be a great improvement on the
law as it at present exists. It is on the whole
a better and fairer law. I understand a
great many members supporting the present
administration are not anxious that the Bill
should become law, and it is a question for
the Senate to say, whether they will have the
Iaw as it stands to-day, with Its imperfec-
tions, or whether we shall have a law em-
bodied in the Bill which is now before us,
without the amendments proposed by the
hon. gentleman from Prince Edward Island.
That is the simple question-a practical
question, as I understand it. I do not un-
dertake to question the superiority of the
amendment, evolved out of lis mental in-
terior by the hon. gentleman from Marsh-
field. I have always felt, since that hon.
gentleman came here, that he knew more,
not only than any one person in parliament,
but than all the rest of parliament together,
and I am ready to admit that this amend-

ment of his makes a vast improvement in
the law, but unfortunately these obstinate
members of the House of Commons decline
to be governed by his superior wisdom, and
it ls for us to say whether we are to Insist
on being governed by the House of Commons
or by the lon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Will the hon. gen-
tleman Inake one exception?

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
has no right to interrupt me.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Will the hon. gen-
tleman except the hon. gentleman from
Halifax ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am glving the hon.
gentleman all the credit that even be would
ask, and I do not see why he should find
fault. We had that lon. gentleman, if I am
not mistaken, and other hon. gentlemen, the
other day, when there was some question
with respect to the right to vote, of a num-
ber of persons in the province of Quebec, to
tell us-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I rise to a point of
order. The hon. member is referring to ai
past debate, and I call him to order.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have sinned, but if I
have, pretty nearly every member in the
House has sinned in the same way.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. gentle-
man is such a stickler for order, I thought
I would call attention to his own transgres-
sion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In the dying hours of
the session, the hon. gentleman should try
to maintain peace and harmony In the
House. I took the opportunIty to interrupt
the hon. gentleman once to ask a pertinent
question, and that ls whether there was In
the local law of Prince Edward Island any
provision for such a correction and revision
as the hon. gentleman's amendment pro-
poses to make, and he was obliged to admit
there was not. He said, however, they have
open voting in the province of Prince Ed-
ward Island, and consequently, as I under-
stood hlm, there la no necessity for this pro-
vision.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I did not.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I understood the lon.
gentleman to say that.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I made an explana-

tion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
said the circumstances were different, that
they had open voting down there, and he
w.ent on to say that the parties Interested
can tell, as the pollIng goes on, how the
electors are voting. The hon. gentleman's
desire was not that nobody should vote who
had not the right to vote, but that nobody
should vote against a candidate who has not
the right to vote. Why is it less objection-
able that a man should vote, under open
voting, who has no right to vote, than that
a man should vote under the ballot who has
no right to vote ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is the whole point.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In Prince Edward
Island men may vote, under open voting,
who have no right to vote. Is not that just
as objectionable as that a man should vote
under the ballot, who has no right to vote ?
And in Prince Edward Island, the local legis-
lature has made no provision for striking out
such votes, why should we undertake to pro-
vide means for striking out the vote of a
man who las no right to vote ? I did not
mean to qay anything to wound the hon.
gentleman's feelings. If I have done so I
am sorry, but I say the question for us now
is, not whether the amendment moved by
the lon. gentleman is an improvement on
the law or not, but what the effect of having
it will be. Are we prepared to throw away
the -present election law or not ? This
amendment, at any rate, only affects three
or four constituencies.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
only remark I propose to make on this
question la in reference to the statement
which has just fallen from the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax. I muet confess I was
surprised to hear It. He said he under-
stood that a large number of the supporters
of the present government in the lower
House were anxious that this Bill should
not pass.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not say that. I
said they were not anxious that this Bill
should pass.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL. I think
that implies that they do not want it to
pass. That is an extraordinary position for

Hon. Mr. POWER.

any member of the House of Commons to
take in reference to a Bill which has for its
object, professedly at least, purity of elec-
tions. I am not at all surprised that some
gentlemen sitting in another place, who, as
we know from evidence that has been pro-
duced, obtained their seats through a species
of fraud, disapprove of the introduction of
this Bill. Speaking for those with whom I
act, and for the opposition in the House of
Commons, they are most anxious that this
Bill should become law. Their experience
in the past has been such as to justify a de-
mand that some amendments should be made
in order to prevent the rascalities which we
know have been perpetrated in the past ;
and for a gentleman to urge as a reason
why this Bill should become law, that
supporters of the government are not anxi-
ous that It should be, la certainly a grave
imputation on these gentlemen, but as he
is one of the party, I presume he knows
more of them than we do, and I take his
statement as correct But, It is a lamentable
tact that any member of parliament in
elther House, should desire to see a Bill,
which has for its object the purity of elec-
tions, rejected.

The SPEAKER-The question is on the
amendment.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I should like-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I want
to call the hon. gentleman's attention to this
tact : The moment the Speaker rises and
puts the question, no more debate can take
place. I do not rise for the purpose of tak-
ing exception on this occasion, but to call
attention to this constant violation of the
rule.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was waiting until the
hon. gentleman finished.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If the
hon. gentleman had risen before the motion
was put, he would have been quite correct.
But, if the motion was put by the Speaker
before he rose, he la not in order. I do not
insist on the objection on this occasion, but
I think It is time we put a stop to it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-An hon. gentleman op-
posite said this amendment is the law now.
It is the law, because the hon. gentleman
from Prince Edward Island took advantage
of the last hours of the session to force cer-
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tain clauses in the Franchise Act when It
was Impossible for the House of Commons
elther to drop the Bill or reject them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. gentle-
man is not correct when he says It was the
last hours of the session.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will read from the
Journals of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Is the hon. gen-
tleman reading from the book, 'It was the
last hours of the session' ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Order, order.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am reading from the
Journals of this House.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-The hon. gentle-
man rose after the Speaker rose to put the
motion. We must have some reciprocity in
these matters. I allowed the hon. member
from Halifax to interrupt me, and the
moment he rose he would not allow me to
ask him a question. I want reciprocity in
this matter.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman Is
not giving reciprocity. I want to have an
opportunity to say a word. The hon. gen-
tleman has no right to monopolize all the
time of this Chamber. The Bill was post-
poned for the hon. gentleman. Attention
was called 'to the fact that he was not pres-
ent In his seat, and the Minister of Justice
very courteously allowed the Bill to stand
until he came.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON. It Is usual for
hon. members to allow interruptions so long
as they are relevant and polite. That is all
I wanted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-On Friday, the 10th of
June :

The Order of the Day being read for the con-
sideration of the message from the House of
Commons disagreeing to the amendments made
by the Senate to the Bill (16) intituled An Act
to repeal the Electoral Franchise Act and to
further amend the Dominion Elections Act.

The Hon. Mr. FERGUSON In further amend-
ment. moved, seconded by the Hon. Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell.

That the Senate do insist upon the 7th, 8th,
9th and 10th of the amendments made by them
te the Bill from the House of Commona (No. 16)
further to amend the Dominion Elections Act,
for the following reason:

' Because the said amendments are necessary
to adapt the Dominion Elections Act, as modified
by the said Bill, to the conditions of Prince Bd-
ward Island where there are no voters' lists,
and to provide adequate means for recording
and determining in a manner similar to that

provided by the provincial law, objections to
the votes of any person whose qualification ta
vote is questioned.'

The question of concurrence being put thereon,
the same was resolved in the affirmative.

The business was finlshed on Saturday, and
thls was on Friday, the 10th of June, and
the House was prorogued on Monday.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
had a satisfactory conference on that oc-
casion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. Saturday waa the
lth of June and business was practically
closed. and the House of Commons consented
to accept it at the last moment rather than
to lose the Bill. The hon, gentleman takes
the position, 'You must accept my amend-
ments or drop the Bill.' Any person who ex-
ercises f air judgment will see that there can-
not be the slIghtest objection to a man vot-
ing viva voce, or by ballot. The objections
can be taken whether he 'votes openly or by
ballot. What difference does it ,make whe-
ther the vote la marked down for Mr.
Brown in the polbook, or whether he drops
the ballot into the box. You object before
the ballot goes in, and you object before the
vote Is recorded, and the hon. gentleman
never can convince anybody, who gives a fair
judgment upon that, that there can be the
siightest difficulty. The hon. gentleman
seeks to force his judgment on the House of
Commons in a measure which affects them
exclusively.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If I understand
the hon. gentleman, that was carried because
it was on the lest day, or in the last hours
of the session.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-That is a precedent,
and there Is another precedent-there was
a conference between the two Houses.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, there was no con-
ference on that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-There was an in-
formal conference on that question in 189&

Hon. Mr. SOOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I say there was.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-The
Minister of Marine and Fisheries and the
Solicitor General waited upon my friend.
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on my right and myself, and we came
to a mutual understanding, speaking for
those who voted not to accept the amend-
ment, as to how far they would accede to
the wishes of the Gommons, and the SolIcitor
General went back to the Commons and
agreed to those portions w.hich we insisted
upon, and we accepted other of their amend-
ments after a mutual conference. It was
not properly a conference contemplated
under the constitution.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, there is no note of
it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It wa
a friendly conference.

The House divided on the amendment,
which was carried on the following division:

Contents :

Baker,
Boucherville,
Ferguson,
Landry,
McKindsey,
McLaren,

Clemow,
Mills,
Power,
Scott,

Hon. Messrs.

McMillan,
de (C.M.G.) Montplaisir,

O'Brien,
Owens,
Primrose,
Villeneuve.-12.

Non-Contents :
Hon. Messrs.

Watson,
Yeo,
Yourg.-7.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I want to call at-
tention to an error on the part of the Gom-
mons, that they included in their reasons
and ln the amendment which they rejected,
Nos. 50 and 51, whIeh were amendments
put in by my bon. friend htnself. Evidently
it bas been an error to include 50 and 51
with my amemdments to section 90, because
I think it will be an extraordinary thing if,
through an inadvertence of that kind, neces-
sary amendments made by my hon. friend
should be struck out. It was simply the
removal of suriplusage which had reference
to the old Franchise Act, and which any hon.
friend. by an amendment, struck out. But
the House of Commons having included
these among the Prince Edward Island
amendments, the effect would be that these
amendments would fall to the ground, if we
do not insist on them. I want to ask the
bon. leader of the House whether he pro-
poses to do anything in the matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-The iSenate bas killed
:the Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Lf the hon. leader
of the House does not propose to do any-
thing to carry out his own amendments, I
think It devolves upon the House to do it,
because It la essential that these amend-
ments should be sustained. I would there-
fore move that the Senate doth insist on the
50th and 51st asmendments for the following
reasons :

(a) Because -the reasons given by the House
of Commons for disagreeing thereto are not ap-
plicable to these amandments.

(b) 'Because the 50th amendment la merely a
verbal change to preserve uniformity of lan-
guage.

(c) Because the 51st amendment corrects a
manifest error in section 90, caused apparently
by copying from the original source of the
section words which have no application since
the repeal of 'The Electoral Franchise Act.'

The motion was agreed to on a division.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-
wish to call the attention of the Minister
of Justice to the fact that hie motion pro-
vided for mon-insistence on any amend-
ments which had been made, and that the
hon. gentleman from Marshfield moved an
amendment to that, which applied only to
Prince Edward Island, though technically it
bas wiped out the original motion alto-
gether ; still the question for the Senate
and the Minister of Justice to consder is,
whether he desires to say that we do not
insist on the amendment he himself moved
affecting the North-west Territorles.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I am not inslsting
upon it. I believe the amendment was a
proper one, but a different view was taken
in the House of Commons, and I am not
going to press my view against theirs.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-But we have not car-
ried out the hon. minister's motion. Has
not the amendment of the han, gentleman
from Marshfield wiped out the whole mo-
tion ? If my hon. friend had moved an
amendment that ail after certain words be
struck out, It would have been different.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-That arose from
the fact that I did not hear the motion. I
thought the motion was that the House do
not insiet on the Prince Edward Island
amendments, and, therefore, I moved that
we should insist on them, and gave the
reasons. I did not know any other amend-
ment was Included ln the motion, though
that was settled before I came ln. There
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muet be some answer given to the Com-'
mons.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think the hon. gen-
tleman who has charge of the Bill is the
one to say what will be done with the Bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, but the House has
taken It out of my handi.

THE SUPPLY BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was recelved from the House
of Commons with Bill (196) ' An Act
for granting to Her Majesty certain sums
of money required for defraying certain ex-
penses of the public service, for the finan-
cial year ending respectively the 30th
June, 1900, and the 80th June, 1901, and
for other purposes relating to the public
service.'

The BiH was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of the Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was
golng to ask the hon. Minister of Justice If
he could tell us what the total amount of
this year's estimates is ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I cannot tell the hon.
gentleman. I think, If I remember rightly,
it is something ln the neighbourhood of
$43,000,000.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-This
shows $36,000,000.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Yes, this shows $36,-
000,000 odd. I do not find that It is added
up anywhere. It bas gone out of my mind.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1
notice the Intercolonial Railway asks for
$4,222,000. What [s that for? Is it for
new stock, or part of the extension that
was to do so much for the country ? I do
not see, however, any appropriation for the
vigorous prosecution of what is termed the
Trent Valley Canal. Are we to understand
from that that the goverment la abandoning
the work ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, the work is going
on.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-Is
there a sufficient appropriation from last
year umexpended ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, I think there [s a
revote for that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI--I
looked at it hastily, and did not see It.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I know, as a matter of
fact, that the work is going on.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
know there is $11,300 In the estimates, but
that is not for the prosecution of the canal
proper. That is for repairs and for varlous
expenditures in connection with the portion
of the canal which bas been constructed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I do not know what the
amount is, but I know there ls enough.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If it
la there, I am under a misapprehension. I
looked hurriedly through Ontario canals,
and did not see It.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is an Item of
$320,000, and an item of $300,000-4620,-
000 altogether.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I had
overlooked that. I do not desire to waste
time ln discusslng these estimates, but there
are one or two Items I ahould like to call at-
tention to, but I do not desire to be under-
stood as opposing them. I see for Brock-
ville there is $10,000 for drill hall ; in the
same Item- there ls another $9,000, making
a total sum for drill hall in the town of
Brockville of $19,000. I do not object to the
expenditure of money for the construction
of drill halls ; on the contrary, I am very
glad to see that they are adopting this prin-
eple, but what I object to is that one
locality should be favoured at the expense
of others. In the city of Believille we have
a drill hall that bas cost the officers and
men and people of the city from $25,000 to
$30,000. All the government appropriation
which has ever been recelved for it was
$10,000. There have been a few thousand
dollars spent since in repairing out of the
general vote. I cannot see why any town
or city should have $19,000 or $20,000 given
to it for this purpose, which la purely patri-
otie ln Its character, and to which I have
already said I do not object, while others
have to pay for the construction of these
halls out of their own pockets. That is
wbat I object to. There is one battalion
in Brockyille, and I have Teason to believe
it is a very good one. We have had one
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battalion and part of another In Bel-eville,
some part of the force bas been In
existence ever since 1857, when we
used to have to unIform ourselves. Al
that was received from the govern-
ment was the rites, nothIng more. That
Is what we uaed to get In my early days
of volunteering, and while I do not object
to these appropriations, I thInk, as they are
all Dominion in character, the government
ehould assist and pay the expense. I cannot
understand why one should receive so great
an advantage over another. Then there is
another point, which bas been discussed
over and over again almost every session
of parliament since confederation, and I am
surprised-no, I am not surprised, because
nothing surprises me nowadays-in view of
the stand taken by members of the present
administration against Rideau Hall expendl-
ture, It is rather strange to see the appro-
priation for Rideau Hall repairs $17,000,
and for some other purpose $8,000. I think
that would be for lighting and heating and
repairs, $11,000, making a total of $36,000
for Government House. I think Govern-
ment House should be palatial In its char-
acter. I do not objeet to any reasonable
expenditure, but has not the time arrived,
if we have to have an appropriation of this
kind every year, to pull down the building
and erect one that would be a credit to the
capital of the country ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Here
is $36,000. Take off the $8,000 for heating
and lighting, because that would be neces-
sary in any case, and we have an outlay
of $30,000 on that old rattletrap.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
not blaming the present government more
than the late government, but I should like
to see them take that responsibility. I be-
lieve they would be sustained in askIng for
an appropriation sufficient to build a modern
dwelling for our Governor General with ail
the modern improvements, and I am quite
sure that the interest which would be saved
annually would pay for the outlay to a
very great extent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I entirely agree with
the bon. gentleman.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I was
staggered at the $36,000, and that suggested
to me the propriety of saying that I wished
they would take the responsibility and the
Initiative, if they remaIn in power much
longer, and erect a suitable residence for
the Govenor General. I do not propose to
discuss this further than to say that we are
Increasing the public expenditure very
rapidly, and the boasts which were made
prior to the advent of the Liberal adminis-
tration have not been realized to any
extent, so far as the expenditure of the gov-
ernment is concerned. My hon. friend told
us that out of thirty-six or thirty-elght mil-
lions of dollars, If he once got hold of the
purse-strings, he would save three or four
millions of dollars, and reduce the annual
outlay to thirty-four or thirty-five millions.
Instead of that, the expenditure bas run up
to between fifty and sIxty millions of
dollars.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Last
year It was fifty-one millions of dollars.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-That is Including capi-
tal expenditure.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
Is quite right, and let us hope capital ex-
penditure will soon decrease.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I was rather stag-
gered at the amount the Minister of Justice
stated as being the amount of expenditure
this year. I was under the Impression It
was about $60,000,000, instead of $46,000,000.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-So it
Is, if you include capital account.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I entirely agree with
the bon. gentleman respecting Rideau Hall.
If the amount of money spent on improve-
ments and repaire since confederation had
been properly expended, we would have
had a building worthy of the Washington
of the North, and I only regret that some
steps were not taken originally to make a
separate district here, like the District of
Columbia. By this time we would bave had
a Government House worthy of the country,
and advantages far above and beyond what
we can expect under the present system.
There is, as we all know, a large amount
of money being expended now, under an
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appropriation from the federal government,
for a roadway from Rideau Hall through the
clty of Ottawa, intended more for the benefit
of the Rideau Hall people than for the citi-
sens of Ottawa. That may appear a bold
assertion, but I make it knowing the cir-
cumstances perfectly well. The selection
of the route was injudicious, and the money
expended upon it le entirely unjustified. It
fs, however, under the control of commis-
sioners named by the government, and we
muet submit. I always expected, when the
Liberal government came to power, we
would bave a reduced expenditure-that
they would reduce the expenditure to some-
where between $35,000,000 and $38,000,000,
and we were told, from one end of the coun-
try to the other, that the controllable expen-
diture would be reduced by four or five mil-
lions of dollars a year. But, in place of that
It bas been increasing annually, and will
Increase, I believe, in the future. We were
told last year, when there was some discus-
sion of the subject, ' Wait till you see us
next year.' The words have been prophetie ;
the government have carried out their pre-
dictions to an alarming extent. I have not
had an opportunity of going Into the
figures. It ls one of the unfortunate posi-
tions in which we are placed, that we have.
not an opportunity of examining those ex-
penditures in the dying hours of the session.
It ls sald we have nothing to do with it-
that the fHouse of Commons ls responsible
and, therefore, the responsibility muet rest
on their shoulders. I regret exceedingly
that while all this profuse expenditure le
being made, no step bas been taken to pro-
vide a Geological Museum su.itable for the
invaluable collection now ln the building ln
Lower Town. It le ln a very perilous situa-
tion. If a fire should take place and that
building be consumed, no money would re-
place the contents of that museum. The
goverument have not discharged their duty
là not having made provision for a fire-
proof building to preserve this valuable
collection. I have brought up this subject
several times, and I hope next session some
efforts will be made towards providing a
new building, and also for the construction
of the Ottawa Canal.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-You will defeat it here
if we do.
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Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-No, we would not.
There would not be one dissentient voice.
The people of this country now realize the
importance of having a capital equal to
the position Canada occuples In the world.
For some reason or other, I suppose, gentle-
men have not the same good feeling towards
this section of Canada that they have to-
wards the west. They have been very pro-
digal ln granting subsidies and making al-
lowances to the western country. I do not
find fault wlth that, or with the expendi-
ture of public money when it is judiciously
expended, but I do find faUlt wlth giving
contracte without tender at an enormous
price and not getting value for the money.
I have found fault with that on every occa-
sion, and I shall continue to do so to the
end of the chapter. Let the government, if
they wish to give contracte, give them ln
open daylIght and by tender.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-So we do.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-That le not the
policy of the government. We aIl know
their motto le 'Business is business,' and
the party supports It. The principle is
wrong. It should be discouraged and should
not be permitted in the future. I hope the
government will take all these matters Into
consideration, and make provision at as
early a date as possible for the construction
of the Geological Museum, and for the pre-
servation of Its valuable collection.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It ought to be done.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Then why do the

government not do it ?
Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE--I wish to

call the attention of the government to a
point that was discussed last year. The
Geological Museum contains some very pre-
clous specimens. Everybody admits that
there le danger of fire on account of the
situation of the museum, as it is surrounded
by houses which endanger it. I agree with
the hon. gentleman from Rideau, that Ot-
tawa should have a museum worthy of the
resources of the country, but It seems to me
that before we vote for the erection of such
a museum as we ought to have, the city of
Ottawa and surrounding territory should not
belong to one province, but to the whole Do-
minion-that is to say, It should be a dis-
trict as Washington.
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Hon. GENTLEMEN-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE-That idea
was brought before the Hfouse last year, and
the Minister of Justice did not object to
it. He even thought It was a good thing, if
I remember rightly. I do not think we can
get people to consent to these large expendi-
tures that are necessary, unIess the capital ls
made an independent district, In which when
we come out from other provinces, we shall
be at home. There la a very simple thIng
which can be done-I call attention to It
now, though it may be too late in the year-
for a very small sum, that the museum mlght
be isolated. Some of the specimens are not
as preclous as others. Those that could not
be replaced at any price, ought to be put ln
a fire-proof building. That can easily be
done by purchasing two houses adjolning the
museum. I bave Inquired as to the value of
property on Sussex Street, and I flnd that
large buildings containing two or three
storles, can be had for $3,000 or $4,000.
Adjoining the museum, there is a bouse that
I understood ls rented for $300 a year. The
other rents for about the same price. It
would not cost much to buy two houses,
and Isolate the museum. If ln a few years
after the capital should be formed into a
district, and the government decided to build
a museum worthy of the importance of Can-
ada, these properties could be sold at a
higher price than they would cost now. For
a trifle the government might do that, and
It should be done as a matter of urgency,
although no money has been voted for it.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
passed through ail its stages under a suspen-
sion of the rule.

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS BILL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-A Bill, further to amend
Bill (195) ' An Act further to amend the Act
respecting the judges of provincial courts.'
came to us some little time ago. I move the
second reading of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I call attention to
the fact that there is no quorum.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-There
was a quorum this morning, and we can take
it for granted that there ls a quorum now.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I withdraw the ob-
jection.

The order was postponed.
Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I may
be excused, if I call the attention of the Sen-
ate to what I may say ls, to a certain extent,
a personal matter. It will be remembered
that the hon. gentleman from DeLanaudière
(Hon. Mr. Casgrain) made a statement here
the other night, that I had Informed the Hon.
Mr. Forget, that there would be no vote
upon the Judges Bill, and that he might
go home in peace, and for that reason
that hon. gentleman went home; otherwise
he would have been here to record his vote.
I need not repeat the statement, that I made
li the Senate when that remark was made,
but I might call attention to the fact that
the hon. gentleman first made the statement
distlnctly, that I had so advised the hon.
senator, but that he was enjolned by Senator
Forget not to mention It. He subsequently
informed the Senate that be had permission
to inform his leader, the hon. Minister of
Justice ; and afterwards he said that I ought
to be thankful that he had called the atten-
tion of the Senate to the fact, to enable me
to set myself right, as it was talked- about by
the different members of the Senate. How
it could have been talked about by members
of the Senate, unless the hon. gentleman had
given them the Information, I leave him to
explain. . Immediately after the Senate rose
that night, I wrote to the Hon. Mr. Forget,
InformIng hlm of what had taken place ln
the Senate, and tbe statement whleh had
been made by the hon. gentleman from De-
LanaudIère, asking him as to the correct-
ness of such statement. My letter did not
reach him in Montreal, for the reason he
was then at his country residence. I then
wired hlm yesterday, and asked him if he
had recelved my letter, and, if so, kIndly to
reply, as I desired to set myself right before
the Senate, not wishing to lie under Imputa-
tion of having deliberately deceived him ln
order to prevent hlm voting upon an im-
portant question. I received a wire from Mr.
Forget yesterday, dated Ste. Aune, ln which
he said :

Letter not recelved; likely recelve it in the
morning, and will wlre you.
This morning I received the following tele-
gram :
Sir Mackenzie Bowell,

Senate, Ottawa, Ont.
I understood from you Saturday at one o'clock

that you thought It would perhaps be better not
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to insist on the judges' clause, and I told you
that, in my opinion, it was better not to insist.
I told Caugrain, coming out of the Chamber, my
opinion was that you would not insist, but at
the same tIme ho had better keep it to himaelf.
Tuesday morning I received a telegram from
Senator Casgrain asking If you had promised
not to take a vote. My answer was, 'Sir Mac-
kenzie's speech Monday night la my answer.'
Ho had no right to use this private conversa-
tion. Will write you more fully.

(Sgd.) FORGEIT.

That conversation was one similar to
that whlch I had, probably, ln the
presence of most hon. eenators, In My
hearing, and my opening remarks In
my speech were strlctly ln accord with
that statement. I was ln a quandary as to
what course we should take on that tImport-
ant question, and It was not until I had
carefully read the speeches delivered In the
lower House that I made up my mind to
take the course that I dId. It wI be seen
by the answer that there ls no affirmation
of the statement made by the hon. member
for DeLanaudière that I had told Senator
Forget that no vote rwould be taken upon
the question. I frankly admit that I was ln
doubt for some time as to what course
should be taken by the Senate and so ex-
pressed myself to those wlth whom I
act. I oarcely think there le a gen-
tleman ln the Senate to-day, sitting on
this gide oi the House, wlth whom I had
any conversation and to whom I did'not ex-
press precisely the same vlew, generally
wlnding up wlth the assertion, 'We wIll
have to wait and see what course ought
to be pursued after the action of the lower
House.'

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-And thaît ls ln ac-
cord with the hon. gentleman's speeches.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-Yes.
I trust the Senate will excuse me for bring-
ing a personal matter before it, but If the
statement made by the hon. gentleman ln
this House were believed, it could have no
other construction than that I had deliber-
ately mlaled Senator Forget ln order that he
would fnot be here to cast hls vote. That
Is the only conversation I had wlth Mr. For-
get. with whom, as I said the other day, I
was on the most friendly tertns, and I should
be very sorry if anybody believed that I
could be guility of so base and dIsreputable
an act. It is only a lemson, however, to
every eenator to bear ln mind conversations
he has with people who do not appear to

77J

have any sense of what constitutes right
and wrong In the conduct of one gentleman
towards another.

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS
BILL.

REJECTED.

Hon. Mr. MILLS renewed his motion for
the second readlng of Bill (195), an Act fur-
ther to amend the Act respecting the judges
of provincial courts. He sald: This Bill
provides for increasing the salary of the cir-
cuit judge of the Montreal district from
$3,000 to $3,600. An Act passed on the 23rd
of March, 1900, provides that the senior
judge shall have over such court and the
judges and officers thereof all the powers
mutatus mutandis whleh the chiet justice
of the court has over such court, its judges
and Its officers.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL-If the
hon. «ninister would accept a suggestion
from me, he would not push this BiH at this
late moment. It is scarcely fair to a legisla-
tive body that It should have Büls brought
down affecting the salary of one of the
Judges within a couple of hours of proroga-
tIon. If the judge is deserving of this
amount of money he can afford to wait just
a little longer and have the matter brought
down next session, when probably we would
have a better opportunity to inquire Into the
requirements of the court and the propriety
of passing such a Bill. I know the hon. gen-
tleman realizes the Impropriety (f ask-
lng us to deal with money Billa oi this kind
at -the closing moments of the session.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-If the hon. gentleman
presses the BIll, we wIll have to ask for a
division.

Hon. Mr. MIIÂS-If rehe general feeling
la against It we wIll not press It.

The motion was lost on a division.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-. ahould Uke to know
what becomes of the Bill. Has It been with-
drawn ?

'Hon. Mr. MILLS-1't was lost on a divi-
Sion.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-The hon. minister
said he would not press It.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS-I said that evidently

the sentiment was against it, and it was Iost
on a division.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

At 2 p.m. the House was resumed.

WLECTION LAW AMENDMENT BILL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I understand tihat the
House of Commons will withdraw their re-
port on the Election Bill that they sent here,
and we are to withdmw our report te them,
and a new report will be made upon that
Bill. I therefore move that the proceedings
at a former sitting of this House with refer-
ence to the Election Bill be rescinded.

The motion was agreed te.

DOMINION OONTROVERTED ELEC-
TIONS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

FLRST, SECO0ND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (197), 'An Act to
aimend the Dominion Controverted Elections

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second reading
of the Bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
simply desIre to remark that this ls a Bill
to meet substantially the objections taken
by the bon. gentleman fren Marshfield. It
la not all that he aska, but It meets the ma-
terial pointa that he deslred t have em-
bodied >in the Electoral BI. Under the
circumstances I think the mutual concension
made by the OCommons and by the Senate
will be accepted and I hope prove satisfac-
tory on the whole. Of course, with the
adoption of this Bill ihe amendaments which
were moved by the hon. gentleman from
Marahfield will not be coneurred lu by the
other House, and -the opinion of the hon.
gentleman from Marshfleld, as we'll as those
who acted with hin, l that this will meet,
to a certaln extent, that which he desired to
have made law.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the third reading
of the BIH.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bull
was read the third time and passed.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that a resolution
be sent te the House of Oommons by one of
the Masters in Chancery to acquaint tbat
House that the Senate hath rescinded Its de-
esion to-day with respect te the 46th, 47th,
48th. 49th, 52nd and 53rd amendments te
Bill (133), 'an Act to consolidate and aimend
the law relatIng to the election of members
of the House of Commons,' and doth not In-
sist upon the said amendments.

The motion was agreed te.

The Senate was adjourned durlng plea-
sure.

THE PROROGATION.
This day, at Three o'clock p.m., His Ex-

cellency the Governor General proceeded in
state te the Senate Chamber, in the Parlia-
ment Buildings, and took his seat upon the
Throne. The members of the Senate being
assembled, His Excellency was pleased te
command the attendance of the House of
Commons, and that House being present,
the following Bills were assented to, in Her
Majesty's name, by His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General, viz. :

An Act respecting the Red Deer Valley Railway
and Coal Company.

An Act to Incorporate the South Shore Lins
Railway Company.

An Act to amend the Copyright Act.
An Act to amend the Civil Service Act.
An Act respecting and restricting Chinese Im-

migration.
An Act to amend the Pilotage Act.
An Act to confer on the Commissioner of

Patents certain powers for the relief of J. W.
Anderson.

An Act respectIng the construction of a
branch railway from Charlottetown to Murray
Harbour.

An Act to Incorporate the British Amerloa
Pulp, Paper and Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Central Vermont Rail-
way Company (foreIgn).

An Act respecting the preservation of Game
In the Yukon territory.

An Act to aid In the prevention and aettlemnt
of trade disputes and to provide for the publica-
tion of statistical industrial Information.

An Act to amend the Militia Act.
An Act to amend the Bank Act Amendment

Act, 1900.
An Act to authorize the granting of aubsidiea

in aid of the construction of the lines of rail-
way therein mentioned.

An Act to amend the Railway Act.
An Act respecting the Quebec Harbour Com-

missioners.
An Act furtber to amend the Criminal Code.

1892.
An Act to amend the Dominion Cntrovertd

Elections Act.
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An Act to consolidate and amend the law re-
lating to the election of members of the House
of Commons.

To these Bills the Royal aseent was pro-
nounced by the Clerk of the Senate ln the
words followlng :

In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the
Governor General doth assent to the Bills.

Then the honourable the Speaker of the
House of Commons addressed His Excel-
lency the Governor General as follows:

May it Please Your Excellency:
The Commons of Canada have voted certain

Supplies required to enable the government to
defray the expenses of the Publie Service.

In the name of the Commons, I present to
Your Excellency the following Bill :-
An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain

sums of money required for defraying certain
expenses of the public service, for the financial
years ending respectively the 30th June, 1900 and
the 30th June, 1901, and for other purposes
relating to the public service,

to which Bill I humbly request Your Excel-
lency's assent.

To this Bill the Clerk of the Senate, by
His Excellency's command, did thereupon
say :

In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the
Governor General thanks Her Loyal Subjects,
accepta their benevolence, and assents to this
Bill.

After which His Excellency the Governor
General was pleased to close the fif th ses-
alon of the eighth parliament of the Do-
minion with the following

SPEECH:

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Coamons:
In relieving you from further attendance in

parliament, I desire to thank you for the dili-
gent attention which you have given to the
labours of an exceptionally protracted session.

When parliament opened in the month of
February last, the thoughts of the whole empire
were centred on the war which was then raging
in South Africa.

The marked successes which have since at-
tended the British arma, and in which our Cana-
dian volunteer soldiers have taken a conspicuous

and glorious part, justify the hope that peace
will be soon restored ln that distant land.

The large number of private Bills with indus-
trial objects considered and passed is a good in-
dication of the great'expansion of the business
of the country.

I desire to congratulate you on the buoyant
state of the revenue. The large receipts have
enabled my government to provide liberally for
the public service, and to maintain Canada's
strong financial position.

A marked feature of the session has been the
adoption of many important measures which
must beneficially affect the future of the Do-
minion.

The improvements ln the Act relating to banks
will tend to perfect a system of banking of
which Canada has reason to feel proud.

The extension of the British preference in
our tariff will tend to reduce the burden of
taxation, and stimulate the growth of our trad
with the mother country.

The measure you have passed respecting the
admission of Canadian inscribed stock to the
list of securities in which trustees in Great
Britain may invest, is being followed by similar
legislation in the Imperial parliament, which
will, in due course, consummate this very Im-
portant improvement in the financial affaire of
the Dominion.

There is reason to believe that the legislation
of this session will have important and favour-
able results. I particularly congratulate yOU
upon the passing of the Conciliation Act, which,
it le confidently hoped, will not only improve the
condition of the industrial classes, but will also
better promote the relations which ought to
exist between capital and labour.

Uentlemen of the House of Commons:

I thank you for the liberal provision which
you have made for the public service.

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

It affords me much pleasure to observe that
the prosperity of Canada continues unabated,
and I pray that Divine Providence may continue
to look with favour upon this Dominion.

The Speaker of the Senate then said:
It le Hie Excellency the Governor General's will

and pleasure, that this Parliament be prorogued
until Saturday, the frst day September next, to
be here held, and this Parliament le according.ly
prorogued until the fret day of September next.
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PART 1-SENATORS

The following abbreviations are used : lt R., 2nd R., 3rd R., lt, 2nd and 3rd Readings; * without
remark or debate; Accts, Accounts; Adjn., Adjourn; Adjd., Adjourned; Amt., Amendment; Amts.,
Amendments ; B., Bill ; B.C., British Columbia ; Can., Canada or Canadian ; Com., Committee; Co.,
Company; Consdn., Consideration; Cor., Correspondence; Dept., Department; Govt., Governmaent; His
Ex., His Excellency the Governor General; H. of C., House of Commons; Incorp., Incorporation; Inq.,
Inquiry; Man.. Manitoba; Mess.. Message; M., Motion ; m., moved; N.B., New Brunswick; N.W.T.,
North-west Territories; N.S., Nova Scotia; Ont., Ontario; Parlt,, Parliament; P.E.I., Prince Edward
Island; P.O., Post Office; Ques., Question; Roem., Remarks; Rep., Reported; Ret., Returned; Ry.,
Railway; Sel., Select; 6 m. h., Six Months' Hoist; Wthdn, Withdrawn.

ALLAN, Hon. G. W.
Acadia Loan Corporation B. : rep. from Com. on

B. and C., 686; amts. adopted, 742.
Buffalo Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr. McCallum) for

2nd R., ren., 603; on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for
3rd R., and M. (Mr. McCallum) in amt., 6 m.
h., rem., 695.

Canadian Contingents Payment Bill: on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 407.

Canadian Loan and Investment Co. B. : on M.
(Mr. Clemow) for 2nd R., rem., 459; rep. from
Com. on B. and C., 466.

Case of Lieut.-Col. White, The: on inq. (Sir
Mackenzie Bowell) rem., 204.

Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 852-853.

Criminal jCode Amt. B.: in Com., rem., 430;
on M. (Mr. Mills) to amend, rem., 436 ;
Consdn of H. of C. amte., 657; on M. (Mr.
Mille) to recede from ants., rem., 966, 969,
971, 972, 1013.

Crown Life Insurance Co.. B.: reporta B. from
Banking Com., explains amte., and moves con-
currence, 449.

Fire at Ottawa, The great. 453.
Land Titles Act Amt B.: on M. (Mr. Scott) for

3rd R., rem., 670.
Merchants' Bank of Halifax B.: reports B. from

Com. on B. and C., explains amts., and moves
concurrence, 448.

N.S. Steel Co. B.: rap. from Com. on B. and C.,
538.

Ottawa and Hull Fire Relief Fund B. : in Com.,
rem., 683.

Parie Exposition, The: on inq. (Mr. Ferguson)
and reply (Mr. Mills), rem., 251.

Parliament Grounds, The: inq., 1037; rem.,
1037-1039.

Pilotage Act Amt. B. : in Cam., rem. on 3rd cl.,
948, 949.

ALLAN, Hon. G. W.-Con.
Royal Insurance Co. B. : rep. from Com. on B.

and C., 541.
Royal Trust Co. B. : rep. from Com. on B. and

C., 579,
Savings Banks in P.Q.. B. : in Com., rem. on 19th

cl., 846.
Standing Committees, The: mentions precedent

for introducing a bill before disposing of
Address, 65.

Supply B. (2): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,
rem., 629.

Temagami Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R., and amt. (Mr. Kerr) to refer back to
Com. on R., T. and H., rem., 826; on M. (Mr.
Clemow) to insist on amts., rem., 884, 885.

Ticket of Leave Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Mille)
for 2nd R., rem., 138.

Toronto Hotel Co. B. : lt R., * 567 ; rep. from
Com. on B. and C. and rem., 591, 594 ; M. to
concur in amts., 609; rem., 610; 3rd R., 621.

Trade Disputes Settlement B. : in Com., rem. on
Srd cl., 1022 ; on 10th cl., 1089.

War in South Africa, The: rejoices in British
successes in the war, 116; gallantry and self-
devotion of Canadian troops, 116.

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.: in Com.,
rem. on 4th cl., 796.

ALMON, Hon. W. J.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne, The: on

M. (Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption
of Address in reply to Speech from Throne,
defends Sir Charles Tupper from charge of in-
citing race feelings, 59.

Business in the Senate: inquires why no business
is before Senate, 149; suggests that Senate
might investigate charges of ballot-stuffing, 150.

Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rein., 839, 841, 854.
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ALMON, Hon. W. J.--Con.
Depoist of Filth on Wellington St., Ottawa,

rem., 444.
Dom. of Can. Rifle Association B.: in Coin.,

rem., 685.
Election Irregularities: on inq. (Mr. Perley).

rem., 156.
Expropriation Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott) for

2nd R., rem., 588.
General Inspection Act Ant. B. : in Com., rem.,

536 ; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and M. in
ant. (Mr. McCallum) 6 m. h., rem., 554.

Irregularities in payment of Fisheries Bounty:
on inq. (Mr. Ferguson) rem., 767.

Japanese Immigration to Canada: on inq. (Mr,
Macdonald, B.C.) defends policy of admitting
Japanese and Chinese, 128.

Miscellaneous Private Bills Coin. : on M. (Mr.
Mills) to suspend rules, rem., 817.

Pacific Cable, The: on M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell)
to adopt resolution,. rem., 187.

Patterson Divorce B. : on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R., and ait. (Mr. McMillan) 6 m. h., rem.,
502.

Proposed Adjt., A, 557, 558.
Quebec Bridge, The: on inq. (Mr. Landry) and

reply (Mr. Scott), rem., 644, 647.
Supply B. (2): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,rem.,

629, 6.30.
Toronto Hotel Co. B.: on rep. froin Coin. on B.

and C. (Mr. Allan) rem., 593.

BAIRD, Hon. G. T.

Election Law Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on 48th cl.
1061, 1062.

Land Titles Act Amt. B. : Rep. from Com. 581;
P. O. Act Ant. B.: In Coin. rem. 1113.
Ry. Act Amt. B.: rep. from Com. 1051, 1149.
Salisbury and Harvey Ry. Co. B.: lst R.* 577:

2nd R.* 661.

BAKER, Hon. G. B.
Can. National Transportation Co. B.: rep. from

Coin. on R., T. & H., 743.
Comox and Cape Scott Ry. Co. B.: rep. from

Coin. on R. T. & Il., 466.
Election Law Amt. B. : in Coin. rem. on 79th cl.,

1069; on 90th cl., 1077; on 92nd cl., 1077, 1078 ;
on 41st cl., 1148; on M. (Mr. Mills) to recede
froin Amts., rem. 1199.

Gaspé Shoi t Line Ry. Co. B.: rep. froin Com.
on R., T. & H., and rem. 638, 642.

Judges of Provincial Courts Act Ait. B. : on
M. (Mr. Mills) to fix day for 2nd R., rem.
1195.

Judges of Provincial Courts B. : in Com., rem.,
988, 990.994, 995, 999; on M. (Mr. Mills) to
recede froin amts., rem. 1163, 1164, 1166-1172.

Ontario and Rainy River Ry. Co. B.: 3rd R.
432.

BAKER, Hon. G. B.-Con.
Ont. Power Co. of Niagara Falls B.: rep. from

Com. on R., T. & H., 643.
Proposed Adjt., A.: on M. (Mr. Casgrain,

Windsor) to adj. froni May 17th to June 4th,
rem. 570.

Redistribution Act Amt. B.: after division on
M. (Sir M. Bowell) 6 m. h., on request of Mr.
O'Donohoe to change his vote, rem. 378.

Temagami Ry. Co. B.: M. to concur in amts.
819 ; on M. (Mr. Clemow) to insist on amts.,
objects to Sen. Power reading a petition which
had not been regularly presented, 877.

BERNIER, Hon. F. A.
Address in Reply to Speech from Throne: on

M. (Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption
of address in reply to Speech from Throne;
The War in South Africa, 59 ; loyalty of the
French Cans., 60 ; the Man. School Question,
60 ; Lord Strathcona's Contingent, 61 ; The Im-
perial Federation Movemert, 61; the growth of
the Brt. Colonies, 61.

Congregation of the Most Holy Redeemer Incor-
poration B. : introduced and lst R. * 378; 2nd
R. and rem. 401 ; 3rd R.* 467.

Constitutionality of Redistribution B.: states
position of Sen. in rejecting last year's Bill,
125.

Genl. Inspection Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Scott)
for 3rd R., and M. in anit. (Mr. McCallum) 6
m. h., rem., 549.

Great N. W. Central Ry. Land Grant: on inq.,
(Mr. Perley) and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 398.

Interest Acts Amt. B. : rep. from Com., 606.
Land Titles Act Amt. B. : rep. from Com. 669.
Manitoba School Settlement: on inq. (Mr. Per-

ley) and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 380, 382, 394
395; on inq. (Mr. Landry) and reply (Mr.
Mills) rem., 673, 674, 676.

Militia Act Amt. B.: rep. fron Coin., 1116.
Patterson Divorce B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) for

3rd R. and ant. (Mr. McMillan) 6 m. h., rem.,
502.

Point of Order, A. : on M. (Mr. Landry) to cor-
rect minutes, and point of order raised by Min.
of Justice, M. to adj. the House, 732; M.
wthdn., 733.

P. O. Act Amt. B. : in Coin., rem., 1099.
Redistribution Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr.

Mills) for 2nd R. and amt. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) rei., 347-352.

Security for Seed Grain Indebtedness Act Amt.
B. : rep. fron Coin., 573.

Sen. Debates, The: M. to adopt first rep. of De-
bates Coin., 849.

Usury B. : in Con. on el. 5, rem., 530, 531; on
7th cl., 532.

BOLDUC, Hon. Joseph.
Anderson Relief B. : rep. from Com., on M. P.

B., 842.
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British American Pulp and Paper Co. B. : rep.
froma Com. on M. P. B., 568.

Criminal Code Amt. B.: In Com., rem. 415: on
M. (Mr. Mills) to recede from amtb., rei. 965.

Expropriation A£t Aint. B. : rep. from Com.,
609.

Miscellaneous Private B. Coin. : M. to add
names, 817, 818.

Paris Exposition, The: on M. (Mr. Ferguson)
for return, rem., 812.

Pilotage Act Amt. B. : rep. from Com., 972.
Proposed Adjt , A: on M. (Mr. Casgrain, Wind-

sor, to adj. from May 17th to June 4th rem.,
and M. In amt. to extend adj. to 6th June,
rem., 570.

Temagami Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Clemow) to
insist in amts&, rem., 887.

BOWELL, Hon. Sir Mackenzie.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne : on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption of
address. Compliments to mover, 8; and
seconder, 8; demand for correspondence re
South African War, 8; recent appointments to
the Senate, 9; trade with the Mother Country,
9; the tariff, 10; sale of binder twine, 10;
South African War, 11; the contingents to
South Africa, 12; Imperial Federation, 17;
improvement of St. Lawrence Canals, 17;
the reduction of postal rates, 18 ; immigration,
18; readjustnient of representation, 18.

An adjournment: inquires when Criminal Code
will be introduced, 108 ; asks for early introduc-
tion of Govt. Bills in the Senate, 108 ; 557, 569 ;
on M. (Mr. Scott) to adj. from April 27th to
May lst, suggests adj. to May 2nd, 461.

Admiralty Act Amt. B.: on M. (M. Mills) for lst
R., rein., 409.

Algoma Central Ry. B.: on M. (Mr. Watson) for
2nd R., rem., 585.

Bank Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills) for lst R.,
rem., 591; on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R., rem.,
664 ; in Com., 665.

Banking Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Mills) for 1st
R., rem., 946 ; on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,
rem., 1000.

Binder Twine, Penitentiary : on inq. (Mr. Perley)
and reply (Mr. Mills; rem., 324 ; on inq. (Mr.
Kirchhoffer) rem., 462, 476; rem. on state-
ment of quantity of material purchased, 487,
491.

Borden, the Death of Lieut: rem., 1,200.
Branch Rys. in P.E.I. : M. (in absence of Mr.

Ferguson) for return, 541.
British American Pulp and Paper Mill Co. B.:

on M. (Mr. Landry) to concur in amts. ; rem.,
568.

Buffalo Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for
3rd R., and M. (Mr. McCallum) in amt., 6 m.
h.; rem., 696-698.

BOWELL, Hon. Sir Mackenzie.-Con.
Can. Contingents Expenses B.: on M. for 2nd R.,

being called, requeste postponement, 289.
Can. Loan and Investment Co. B. : on M. (Mr.

Clemow) for 2nd R., rem., 460.
Can. Trade at Cape Nome : on inq. (Mr. Macdon-

ald, B.C.) rem., 222.
Case of Lieut.-Col. White, The : inq., 191;

Notice of inq., 193; inq., 199; rem., 206, 208.
On information furnished (Mr. Scott) rem., 219.
M. for return, 441; rem., 441, 442; M. called
and postponed, 449; M. called and allowed to
stand, 461, 464. M. called and wthdn, 468,
470, 475.

Castings for P.E-I. Ry. : inq. (in absence of Mr.
Ferguson), 520.

Central Vermont Ry. Co. B.: 1st R.*, 1025; 2nd
R.*, 1026; 3rd R.*, 1087.

Charlottetown P.O.: M. (in absence of Mr. Fer-
guson for return), 541.

Chinese and Japanese Immigration : presents
petition for restrictive legislation, 854.

Chinese Imrrigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 833-835, 851 ; in Com.
rem., on 3rd clause, 864,865, 866'; on 6th clause,
868; on 7th clause, 869; on 15th clause, 869;
on 4th clause, 871; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd
R., rem., 913.

Civil Service Act Amt. B.: in Com. rem. on 2nd
clause, 936 ; on 6th clause, 937 ; on 8th clause,
937.

Claim of E. J. Walsh, C.E., The: M. for return
and remarks, 442.

Claims of Mackenzie and Mann: inq., 579.
Cold Storage Contracts B.: on M. (Mr. Scott)

for 2nd R., rem., 585, 587 ; in Com., rem., 604,
625; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R.; rem., 668.

Commissions in Mounted Police: M. 409: inq.,
for return, 467.

Co.'s Clauses Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills) for
3rd R., rem., 699, 700.

Constitutionality of Redistribution B.: M. for
copies of statement of case submitted to English
counsel for their opinion on, &c., 110; Coin-
plains of defective character of return, 123, 125;
and of manner in which the Solicitor General
stated case, 133.

Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 1220.

Copyright Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem., 974.
Cox Divorce B. : on M. (Mr. Perley) for adoption

of 2nd Report of Divorce Com., rem., 152.

Criminal Code Amt. B. : in Com., rem., 412, 415,
417, 418, 419, 421 ; consdn. of Commons amts.,
603, 649, 050, 652, 653, 657, 659; on M. (Mr.
Mills) to recede from 3rd and 5th amts., rem.,
938, 963, 964, 967, 969, 970, 971, 972, 1006, 10U7,
1008, 1011, 1012, 1018, 1017, 1018, 1087, 1088,
1124; on mess. from H. of C. disagreeing with
Sen. amts., rem., 1185.
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Customs Tariff Act, 1897, Amt. B. : in Com.,
rem. on lt cl., 907, 908-913.

Decennial Cenosus, The: on inq. (Mr. Landry) and
reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 1058, 1193.

Delayed Returns: inq. for ret. of sales of school
lands in Man. and N.W.T., 85, 165, 725 ; inq.
for ret. of dismissals in depts., 85, 463, 499; inq.
for ret. re disallowance, 366 ; cor. between Col.
Hughes and Gen. Hutton, 164, 410; Gaspé
Short Line Ry., 635, 637.

Disallowance of Provincial Acta : notice of M. for
ret., 67; M. for ret., 112; complainte of delay
in bringing down ret., 480.

Diamissal of Lieutenant-Governor McInnes: M.
for ret., 855; rem., 855-858, 859, 860, 861, 862;
on confidential cor. submitted (Mr. Scott) rem.,
944, 946; on inq. (Mr. Templeman) and reply
Mr. Mills) rem., 1033-1036.

Dom. Atlantic Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Power)
for lst R.. rem., 578.

Dominion Lands Act Amt. B.: on 2nd R., 197.
Election Law Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Mills)for2nd

R., rem., 975, 976, 1003 ; in Com., rem., on 6th
cl. 1052,on 8th cl. 1053, on 12th cl. 1053, on 41st
cl. 1056, 1057, on 48th cl. 1059, 1060, 1061, 1062
on 64th cL. 1062, 1064, 1065, on 69th cl. 1067, on
70th cl. 1068, on 83rd ci. 1069, on 89th cl. 1069,
on 90th cl. 1074, 1075, on 108th cl. 1079, 1080,
on 114th cl. 1081, 1082, on 72nd cl. 1082, on
127th cl. 1083, on 140th cl. 1083, 1084, 1085,
1086, on 69th cl. 1094, 1095, 1097, 1098, on cl.
23a 1120, 1123, on 140th cl. 1126, 1128, on cl. 23a
1140, 1145, 1148 ; on inq. (Mr. de Boucherville)
re prorogation, 1186, 1197; on M. (Mr. Mils)
to recede from amts., rem., 1199 ; on M. (Mr.
Ferguson) to insist on amts., 1209, 1212, 1213,
1214.

Election Irregularities: on inq. (Mr. Perley),
rem., 56.

Emergency Ration Investigation: on inq. (Mr,
Perley) and reply (M. Mills) rem., 1042, 1043.

Experimental Farm Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 543 ; in Com., rem..
566.

Expropriation Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott)
for lst R., rem., 578.

Fast Atlantic Service and Pac. Cable : inq. 666.
Fire at Ottawa, The great: 454, 458.
Frost & Wood Co. Relief B.: on M. (Mr. Power)

for 2nd R., rem., 563, 564.
Gaspe Short Line Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Baker)

to adopt Rep. of Com. on R., T. and H. and M.
(Mr. Dandurand) in amt. to refer Rep. back to
Com., rem., 640.

General Inspection Act Amt, B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 516; in Com., 533, 534,
536, 537; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R. and M.
in amt. (Mr. McCallum) 6 m. h., rem., 546, 553.

BOWELL Hon. Sir Mackenzie.-Con.
Grain and Cattle Shipments at St. John, N.B.:

on inq. (Mr. Perley) and reply (Mr. Mills) ex-
plains how railway property at St. John was
acquired, 120.

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B.: in Com.,
rem., 733, 735, 741 ; on 36th cl., 752, 755; on cl.
37a, 758-760, 761, 762, 787.

Grand Trunk Ry. Indebtedness: on inq. (Mr.
Perley) rem., 819.

Holiness Movement (Church) in Canada : on M.
(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 2nd R. rem., 432.

Hughes, The Discharge of Col. : inq., 1200.
Incomplete Returns : inq., 224, 253.
Inscribed Stock in United King&ma B.: on M.

(Mr. Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 584.
Inspection of Foreign Grain Bill: on M. (Mr.

Scott) for 2nd R, rem., 517.
Interest Acta Aint. Bill: in com. rem., 605.
Judges of Provincial Courts Act A mt. B. : on M.

(Mr. Mille) to fix day for 2nd R., rem., 1195,
1196 : on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 1219.

Judges of Provincial Courts B.: on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem. 954-957, 959 ; in Com.
rem., 995-997, 1000: on M. (Mr. Mills) to re-
consider amts., rem., 1004, 1,005 : on M. (Mr.
Mills) to consider mess. from H. of Com., rem.,
1091, 1092: on M. (Mr. Mills) to recede from
amts., rem., 1149-1161, 1178, 1184, 1185.

Land Grants to Militia in N. W. T. Bill: in
Com., rem., 556.

Land Titles Act Amdt. Bill: on M. (Mr. Scott)
for 3rd R., rem., 669, 670.

Late Clerk of the Senate, The : on M. (Mr.
Mille) to give Mr. Langevin the entree to the
Senate on occasions of ceremony, 130.

Lieut.-Col. Hughes' Services : M. for cor., &c.,
109: M. adopted, 110.

Live Stock Record Assns. Bill: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 565; in com., rem. 575,
576, 581, 582.

Loan Co's. Act Amdt. Bill: on M. for 2nd R.,
rem., 465.

Mails between Kensington and Princetown:
inq. (in absence of Mr. Ferguson) 521; rem.
521, 522.

Manitoba School Question Settlement: on inq.
(Mr. Landry) rem., 210; on inq. (Mr. Perley)
and reply (Mr. Mills), rem., 388-390; on M.
(Mr. Landry) rem., 478, 660.

Merchants Bank of Halifax B. : on M. (Mr.
Allan) to concur in amts, rem., 448.

Military Church Parades, 166.
Militia Act Amt. B. : on M.'(Mr. Mills) for 2nd

R., 1091; in Com. rem. on lst cl., 1113, 1114,
1115 ; on 2nd cl. 1115, 1116.

Miscellaneous Private B. Com. : on M. (Mr.
Mills) to suspend rules, rem., 816, 817.
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BOWELL Hon. Sir Mackenzie.-Con.
Ont. Power Co. B.: on M. (Mr. McCallum) to

refer Bill to Com. on S. O. and P. B., rem. 481;
on rep. of Com. on S. O. and P. B., 513, 514.

Orcharding in P. E. 1.: on M. (Mr. Ferguson)
for return ; rem. 714-717.

Pacific Cable, The: M. for return, 113; resolu-
tion favouring State ownership read and post-
poned, 150; resolutin further postponed, 159;
M. and rem., 171-181; calls attention to cable,
719.

Paris Exposition, The: on inq. (Mr. Ferguson)
and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 244-246; on M.
(Mr. Ferguson) for return, rem., 808-811, 812,
813.

Penty. Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd
R., rem. 798 ; in Com., rem., 818.

Pilotage Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem., 947; on
3rd cl., 949, 950, 951, 972; on M. (Mr. Scott)
for 3rd R., rem., 977, 982-984, 986.

Point of Order, A.: on M. (Mr. Landry) to cor.
Mins., and point of order raised by Min. of
Justice, rem., 728, 729, 730, 732.

Postal Contracts in P. E. 1.: on inq. (Mr. Fer-
guson) and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 269.

P. O. Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott) for 2nd
R., rem., 1090; in Com., rem., 1099-1104, 1105,
1107, 1108 ; M. in Amt., 1108, rem., 1109, 1111.

Postnmastership of New Westminster, B.C.: inq.
in absence of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 579.

Preventive Officer at Montmagny, The: on inq.
(Mr. Landry) rein., 213; on M. (Mr. Landry)
and reply (Mr. Mills) rom., 427, 428.

Printing of Parliament, The: on M. (Sir John
Carling) to adopt 5th rep. of Joint Com., rem.,
1188, 1189.

Progress of Business in the H. of C. : on M. (Mr.
Mills) to adjn., rem. 1197.

Quebec Bridge, The: on Inquiry (Mr. Landry)
and reply (Mr. Scott) rems., 645-646.

Quebec Harbour Commissioners B : on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem- 1190.

Ry. Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Scott) for 2nd
R., rem. 975, 1001, 1002 ; in Coim., rem. on 4th
cL, 1044 ; on 8th cl., 1044; on 10th cl., 1045,
1046 ; on 11th cl., 1048, 1049, 1050, 1117-1118 ;
on last ci., 1129, 1130, 1131 ; on 12th cl., 1149.

Ry. Subsidies Bill: on M. (Mr. Mills) for 3rd R.,
rem., 1132-1136; in Com., rem. on 38th cl.,
1139.

Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co., Bill: on M.
(Mr. Watson) for 2nd R., and amt. (Mr. Loug-
heed) 6 m. h., rem. 510-512,513.

Redistribution Act Amt. Bill: on M. (Mr. Mills)
for 2nd R., rem. 230-240; M. in amt., 6 m. h.,
240; rem., 366.

BOWELL, Hon. Sir Mackenzie.-Con.
Re-opening of Trade on South-Eastern Ry.: on

Inquiry (Mr. Landry) rem., 495.
Representation of Yukon Dist. in Parlt,: on

Inquiry (Mr. Ferguson) rem., 214.

Resignation of Gov. MacInnes : notice of Inquiry
and rem., 659; inquiry, 667; calls attention to
paragraph in newspaper, 719 ; inquiry, 742,
750.

Royal Bank of Can. B.: on M. (Mr. Power) for
2nd R., rem., 583.

Savings Banks in the P. Q., B.: on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 832; in Com., rem., on
2nd cl., 844; on 20th cl., 847, 849.

Seed Grain Indebtedness Act Amt. Bill: on M.
(Mr. Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 542; in Com.,
rem., 572.

Senator Forget's Vote: replies to Sen. Casgrain,
deLanaudière, 1185; explains Sen. Forget's
pair, 1190, 1191, 1192: further explanation,
1218-1219.

Senators, Deceased : the late Senators Lewin and
Bellerose, 162.

Standing Committees, The: Objects to mode of
procedure, 64, 65; suggests the propriety of
introducing Govt. measures early, 64.

Supply Bill (1): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,
rem. 595.

Suppli Bill (2) : on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.
rem., 627.

Supply Bill (3): on M. (Mr. Mille) for 2nd R.,
rem., 863.

Supply Bill (4) : on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,
rem. 1215, 1216.

Supply of Oil for the I.C.R.: on inquiry (Mr.
Ferguson) rem., 926, 929, 930, 932, 933-35.

Temagami Ry. Co. Bill: on M. (Mr. Kerr) for
2nd R., rem., 742; on M. (Mr. Clemow) for 3rd
R., and amdt. (Mr. Kerr) to refer back to
Com. on R. T. & H., rem., 824-826, 828, 829 ;
on M. (Mr. Clemow) to insist on amts., rem.
877, 880-883, 885, 886, 887; reads affidavits re
alleged petition from Council of Sturgeon Falls,
and rem., 1002.

Ticket of Leave Act Amt. Bill: on (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem, re Ollie Mann case, 135.

Toronto Hotel Co Bill: 2nd R., 573, 574 ; on
rep. from Com. on B. & C. (Mr. Allen) rem.,
b93; on M. (Mr. Allan) to concur in amdts.,
rem., 610.

Trades Disputes Settlement B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 1001; in Com., rem.
on 11th cl., 1025; on 10th cI., 1090.

Usury Bill: on M. (Mr. Dandurand) for 2nd R.,
rem., 484; in Com. op 2nd cl., rem., 523, 524 ;
on 3rd cl., 528, 530 ; on 5th cl., 531; on7th cl.,
532.
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War in South Africa, The: Rejoices in success
of British armas and valour of Can. troops, 115.
Loyalty of the French Cans., 115. Calls atten-
tion to telegrains on situation in South Africa,
398; on M. (Mr. Mills) to join Commons in
address to Her Maj., rem., 599-600.

Weights aud Measures Act Amdt. Bill: on M.
(Mr. Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 704; in Com.,
rem. on 4th cl., 788; on 3rd cl., 792, 793.

BURPEE, Hon. Charles.
Introduced, 1.
Address in Reply to Speech from Throne: on

M. (Mr. Casgrain, deLanaudière) for, seconded,
6 ; congratulations on prosperity of country, 6 ;
South African War, 6; preferential trade with
Great Britain, 7; reduction of postage rates, 7;
immigration, 8.

Election Law Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on 69th
cl., L098.

General Inspection Act Amt. Bill: Rep. from
Com., 53&

Weights and Measures Act Anit. B.: in Com.,
rem. on lat cl., 721; on 3rd cl., 791.

CARLING, Hon. Sir John.
Printing of Parliament, The: M. to adopt 5th

rep. of Joint Com., 1186.

CASGRAIN, Hon. C. E., (Windsor).
Adjt., A Proposed : M. to adj. from May 16 to

June 4, postponed, 557; rem., 569.
Gas Inspection Act Amt. B.: Rep. from Com.,

533.
Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry. Co. Bill: 3rd

R.*, 480.
St. Clair and Erie Ship Canal Co. Bill: 3rd

R.*, 480.

CASGRAIN, Hon. J. P. B. (de Lanaudière)
Introduced, 3.
Accident and Guarantee Co. of Can. B.: lst R.*,

577; 2nd R.*, 582.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne: M. for

adoption of addrea in reply to Speech from
Throne, -6; loyalty of French Cana., 3; pros-
perity of the country, 4; improvement of the
St. Lawrence Canais, 4; the South African
War, 5 ; Lord Strathcona's Contingent, 5.

Charlottetown and Murray Harbour B.: rep.,
from Com., 1020.

Election Law Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on clause
23a, 1146.

Emergency Ration Investigation: on Inq. (Mr.
Perley) and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 1042.

Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co. B.: lt R., 440.
Judges of Provincial Courts B.: on objection

(Mr. Landry) to vote of Senator Paquet, rem.,
1183, 1184, 1185.

Paris Exposition, The: on M. (Mr. Ferguson)
for return, rem., 811. 812, 813.

CASGRAIN, Hon. C. E., (Windsor).- Con.
Penitentiary Act Aimt. B.: Rep. from Com., 819.
Pilotage Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott) for 2nd

R., 981-982.
Quebec Bridge Co. B.: lt R., 440.
Ry. Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on 10th clause,

1045.
Royal Marine Insurance Co. B.: lt R.*, 499,

2nd R.*, 517.
St. Lawrence Terminal and Steamship Co. B.:

lt R., 440; 2nd R.*, 463.
Senator Forget's Vote: Narrates conversation

with Senator Forget, 1184; replies to Sir M.
Bowell, 1191, 1192.

CLEMOW, Hon. F.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne: on M.

(Mr. Casgrain de Lanaudière) for adoption of
address, in reply to Speech from Throne : Pros-
perity of the country, 103; improvement of
St. Lawrence Canais, 104; the Ottawa and
Georgian Bay Canal, 104; immigration, 104;
preferential trade, 105; the colonial contin-
gents in South Africa, 105; Mr. Tarte's posi-
tion in the Cabinet, 105; loyalty of the Cana-
dian people, 106 ; the South African War, 106;
Lord Strathcona's Contingent, 106; loyalty of
the French Canadians, 107; insurance for the
volunteers in South Africa, 107.

Adjournments: on M. (Mr. Mills) remarks, 435;
on M. (Mr. Casgrain, Windsor) to adjn. from
17th May to 4th June, rem., 570.

Bank Act Amt. B.: in Com., 665.
Binder Twine: on statement of material pur.

chased, rem., 490.
Brandon and South Western Ry. Co. B.: lt

R.*, 422: 2nd R.*, 431.
British Yukon Ry. Co. B.: lt R.*, 577; 2nd

R.*, 603; 3rd R.*, 684.
Buffalo Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for

3rd R., and M. (Mr. McCallum) in amt. 6 m.
h., rem., 694.

Can. Loan and Investment Co. B.: M. for lt
R., 434 ; 2nd R. ni. 459 ; 3rd R.*, 481.

Can. National Ry. and Transportation Co. B.:
lt R. *, 590 ; 2nd R., 609.

Can. Steel Co.'s B. : lt R.*, 165 ; 2nd R.,
196; 3rd R *, 400. On bill being reported from
H. of C. moves that amts. be concurred in, 439;
Conadn. of amts. postponed, 440. M. to con-
cur in Commons amts., 445 ; agreed to, 446.

Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 835.

Civil Service Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on 6th
cl., 936 ; on 8th cl., 937.

Cox Divorce B.: on M. (Mr. Perley) for adop.
tion of second report of Divorce Com., rem.,
152; 2nd R., 196; 3rd R.* 401.
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Criminal Code Aint. Bill: in Coin., rem., 419;
again rei., 429; M. to amend withdn.,
436; on M. (Mr. Mills) to concur in H. of
C. amts. ; rem., 649, 651, 655, 657; on M.
(Mr. Mills) to recede fron 3rd and 5th amts.,
rem., 938, 967 ; on M. (Mr. Mills) to concur in
H. of C. amts., rem.. 1185.

Deposit of Filth on Wellington St., Ottawa:
calls attention of Govt. to nuisance, 444.

Featherstonhaugh Divorce B.: lt R.* 482; 2nd
R.* 582; 3rd R.* 649.

Fire at Ottawa, The Great: calls attention of
Govt. to danger to public buildings from ex-
istence of lumber piles, 452.

Gas Inspection Act Anit. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott)
for 2nd R., rem., 515; in Coin., 532.

General Inspection Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 3rd R. and M. in aint. (Mr. McCal-
lum) 6 m. h., rein., 551.

Interest Act Amt. B., on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd
R., rem., 589; in Cam., rem., 606.

Kobold Divorce B.: lt R.*, 290 ; 2nd R.*, 459;
3rd R.*, 500.

Lyons Divorce B.: lt R., 143; 2nd R., 253; 3rd
R.*, 440.

Miscellaneous Private Bills Com.: on M. (Mr.
Mills) to suspend rules, rem., 816, 817.

Montfort and Gatineau Colonization Ry. Co.'s B.:
lst R.*, 440; 2nd R.* 447; 3rd R.* 480.

North-west Mounted Police in South Africa B.:
rep. from Com., 447.

Ontario Power Co. of Niagara Falls B.: on pre-
sentation of rep. of Coin. on S. O. and P. B.,
M. to adopt rep. and rem., 513, 514 ; M. for
2nd R. and rem., 559; 3rd R.* 661.

Ottawa, Brockville and St. Lawrence Ry. Co. B.:
lt R.* 620; 2nd R., 661; 3rd R.* 770.

Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal Co. B.: lst
R.*, 164; 2nd R.* 195; 3rd R.* 400.

Ottawa and Hull Fire Relief Fund B.: lt R.*
681; 2nd R., 682 ; in Coin., 683, 684 ; 3rd R.*
701.

Parliament Grounds, The: on Inq. (Mr. Allan)
and reply (Mr. Mills), rem., 1039, 1040.

Patterson Divorce B.: lst R., 254; 2nd R. * 459;
3rd R., 500.

Pontiac Pacific Junction Ry. Co. B.: lst R.*
378 ; 2nd R.* 401; 3rd R.* 432.

Post Office Amt. B.: in Coin., rem., 1104.
Pilotage Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3ed

R., rem., 980.
Railway Act Amt. B.: in Com. on 10th cl., 1045,

1046; rep. from Coin., 1131.
Railway Subsidies B.: in Com., rem. on 38th cl.,

1137-1139.
St. Clair and Erie Ship Canal Co. B.: lst R.*

459 ; 2nd R.* 463.

Savings Banks in the P.Q. B.: Rep. from Coin.,
849.

OLEMOW, Hon. F.-Con.
Senator Forget's Vote: on explanation of Sir

Mackenzie Bowell, rem., 1192.
Supply B. (4): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,

rem., 1216.
Temagami Ry, Co. B.: 3rd R., 819; M. to insist

on amts. and rem., 872-873.
Ticket of Leave Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills)

for 2nd R. complains that too much sympathy
is extended to criminals, 131; the Ollie Mann
case, 132; the expense of maintaining con-
victs, 134.

Toronto Hotel Co. B.: on M. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) for 2nd R., rem., 574; on Rep. from
Coin. on B. and C. (Mr. Allan), rem., 591; on
on M. (Mr. Allan) for 3rd R., rem., 621.

Trade Disputes Settlement B.: in Com., rem. on
7th cl., 1023.

Usury B.: in Coin., rem. on 2nd cl., 523; on 3rd
cl., 526, 528; on 7th cl., 532.

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B., in Coin.,
rem. on 2nd cl., 723.

OOX, Hon. George A.
Diminisal of Lieut.-Governor McInnes: on con-

fidential correspondence submitted (Mr. Scott)
rem., 945.

National Sanitarium Assocn. B.: lst R.* 481.
Pilotage Act Amt. B.: Rep. froin Coin. 952.
Que. Harbour Commissioners B. : in Coin. on 2nd

cl. rem., 1193, 1194, 1196.
Trade Disputes Settlement B.: in Con., rem. on

7th el., 1024.

DOBSON, Hon. John.
Temagami Ry. Co. B.: M. to recede from Sen.

ants. 872.

DANDURAND, Hon. R.
Algoma Central Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Watson)

for 2nd R., rem., 585.
Criminal Code Amut. B. : in Com., rem., 413, 415.
Delayed Returns: on complaint of (Mr. Landry),

rem., 450.
Experimental Farm Station Act Amt. B.: Rep.

from Coin., 566.
Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co. B. : on Rep. fron Con.

on R., T. & H., rem., 638; M. to refer rep.
back to Coin. 639, rem. 641.

Manitoba SchoolQues. Setttlement : on Inq. (Mr.
Perley) and reply (Mr. Mill$), rem., 336; on
Inq. (Mr. Landry), rem., 673.

Manitoulin & North Shore Ry. Co. B.: on M.
(Mr. Watson) for 2nd R., 567.

Patterson Divorce B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R. and amt. (Mr. McMillan) 6 m. h., rem.,
507.

Quebec Southern Ry. Co. B. : lUt R.* 499 ; 2nd
R.* 577.

Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co. B.: on M.
(Mr. Watson) for 2nd R. and ait. (Mr.
Lougheed) 6 m. h., rem. 513.
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DANDURAND, Hon. R.-Con.
Redistribution Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mille),

for 2nd R. and Amt. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell),
6 m. h., rem., 299-304.

St. Lawrence Terminal and Steamship Co. B.:
3rd R., 515.

Toronto Hotel Co. B.: on rep. from Com. on
B. & C. (Mr. Allan), rem. 593.

Usury B.: let R. 461; 2nd R. and rem. 483-484,
486; in Com., rem. on 1st el., 522; on 2nd cl.,
522, 523, 524; on 3rd cl. 525, 528, 529, 530; on
5th cl., 531; on 7th cl., 531, 532; 3rd R.*, 545.

De BOUCHERVILLE, Hon. 0. E. Bou-
cher.

Buffalo Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for
3rd R., and M. (Mr. McCallum) in amt. 6 m. h.,
rem., 692.

Companies Clauses Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr.
Mille) for 3rd R., rem., 700.

Criminal Code Amt. B.: in Com., rem., 411 ; on
M. (Mr. Mille) to recede from amt., rem. 966,
969, 1006, 1015, 1016.

Customs Tariff Act, 1897, amt. B. : in Com., rem.
on let cl., 904.

Decennial Census, The: on Inq., (Mr. Landry)
and reply (Mr. Mille), remi., 1193.

Election Law Amt. B. : in Com., rem. on 41st cl.,
1055; on 89th cl., 1069; on cl. 23a, 1119, 1124,
1125, 1126, 1128, 1148.

Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Baker)
to adopt rep. of Com. on R., T. & H., and M.
(Mr. Dandurand) in amt., to refer rep. back to
Com., rem. 640, 642.

Inspection Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott) for
3rd R. and amt., (Mr. McCallum), 6 m. h.,
rem., 552.

Judges of Provincial Courts B.: on M. (Mr.
Mille) for 2nd R. rem., 961-962; on M. (Mr.
Mille) to re-consider aints., rem. 1004; on M.
(Mr. Mille) to recede from amts., rem. 1180-
1182, 1183.

N. S. Steel Co's. B. : on rep. of Com. on B. and
C., rem., 540.

Pilotage Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd
R., rem., 980.

Point of Order, A: on M. (Mr. Landry) to cor-
rect minutes, and point of order raised by Min.
of Justice, rem., 730.

P. O. Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem. 1109, 1112.
Ry. Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on 10th cl., 1045,

1118.
Supply B. (4): on M. (Mr. Mille) for 2nd R., rem.,

1217.
Tenmagami Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) to

insist on amts., rem. 878, 887.
Usury B.: on M. (Mr. Dandurand) for 2nd R.,

rem., 484, 487.
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.: in Com.,

rem. on 3rd cl., 794.

DEVER, Hon. J.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne: on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption of
Address in reply to Speech from Throne, ex-
presses friendship for Sir Charles Tupper, 78 ;
compliments mover and seconder of Address,
78 ; denies that there is disloyalty in Can., 78 ;
charges Cons. press with exciting race preju-
dice, 78 ; attributes prosperity of country largely
to Govt., 80; defends Govt. policy in sending
contingents to S. Africa, 80; defends Mr.
Tarte against charge of disloyalty, 81.

Adjmt, A Proposed: on M. (Mr. Casgrain,
(Windsor) to adj. from May 17th to June 4th,
rem., 569.

Anderson Relief B.: on Rep. from Com. on, M. P.
B. (Mr. Bolduc) rem., 843.

Fire at Ottawa, The Great, 457.
Gaspé Short Line Ry., 519
Gen'l Inspection Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem.,

534, 536.
Grain and Cattle Shipments from St. John, N.B.:

on Inq. (Mr. Perley) defends Gov't policy, 118,
122.

Manitoba School Ques. Settlement: on Inq. (Mr.
Perley) and reply (Mr. Mille) rem., 386. 388.

Post Office Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem., 1109.
Redistribution Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mille)

for 2nd R. and amt. (Sir M. Bowell) rem., 356,
359.

Savings Banks in Prov. of Que. B.: in Com., rem.,
on 20th cl., 848.

Senators Deceased : the late Senators Lewin and
Bellerose, 163.

Unloading of Cars on I. C. R.: on M. (Mr.
Wood) for return, rem., 710.

Usury B.: in Com. on cl. 3, rem., 526, 528.
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.: in Com. on

4th cl., 788.
DICKEY, Hon. R. B.

N. S. Steel Co. B.: on rep. of Com. on B. and C.
rem. 538, 3rd R., 571.

DRUMMOND. HON. G. A.
Fire et Ottawa, The Great, 454.

FORGET, Hon. L. J.
Dom. Cotton Mille Cu. B.: 2nd R.*, 517 ;3rd R.*,

567.
P. O. Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem., 1104, 1107,

1110, 1111.

FERGUSON, Hon. D.
Address in reply te speech from Throne : on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption of
Addrese; congratulates mover and seconder,
29; comments on recent %pp'ts to the Sen., 29;
prosperity of the country and the national pol-
icy, 29; earnings of the I. C. R., 30; immigra-
tion, 30; improvement of St. Lawrence canals,
31; war in S. Africa, 31; Can. contingents to
S. Africa, 32; Gov't blamed for delay in send-
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ing first contingent, 33; Imperial Federation,
35; loyalty of the Fr. Can's, 36; enlargement
of trade with the W. Indies, 36; the Census
and the proposed Redistribution B., 37; omis-
sions from Speech from the Throne, 37 ; appmnt
of Mems. of Parl't to Gov't offices,« 37; free
trade and reciprocity, 38.

Alberton and Kildare Postal Service, The: Inq.
why contract was not let by tender, postponed,
212.

Branch Rys. in P. E. I.: complains of incom-
plete returns, 620, 621, 686, 719, 818.

Canadian Steel Co. B. : Rep. from H. of C.; on
M. (Mr. Clemow) that amts. be concurred in,
rem., 439, 440.

Case of Licut.-Col. White, The: on Inq. (Sir M.
Bowell) rem., 203.

Charlottetown and Murray Harbor B.: on M.
(Mr. Mills) to consider B. in Com. of the
Whole, rem., 952, 972, 973, 1018.

Cold Starage Contracts B.: in Com., rem., 622,
623, 625, 626.

ýConstitutionality of Redistribution B.: 111.
Construction of the Steamer " Minto.": M. for

return, 462.
Criminal Code Amt. Bill: inq., 219; in Com.,

rem. 412, 413 ; on M. (Mr. Mills) to recede from
amts., rem., 966, 968, 971.

Customs Tariff Act, 1897, Amt. B. : in Com.,
rem. on lt el., 889-894, 899-902, 90, 907-908.

Delayed Returns: Inq. for papers re supply of
oi to I. C. R., 62, 85, 463, 494; earnings of
winter boats on P. E. I. service, 494 ; Gaspé
Short Line Ry., 636 ; Paris Exposition, 1092.

Dismissal of R. K. Brace: Inq., 251.
Dominion Franchise Act, The: Inq., 410.
Dredging of New London Harbor: Inq., 111;

reply (Mr. Mills) 111.
Earnings of Steamers " Stanley " and " Minto":

M. for ret. and rem., 443.
Election Law Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Mills)

for 2nd R., rem., 1003; in Com., rem., on
12th cl., 1051 ; on 20th cl., 1053 ; on 21st cI.,
1054; on 48th el., 1059; on 69th cl., 1065, 1066;
on 79th el., 1068, 1069; on 90th cl,, 1070-1072,
1073, 1074, 1075, 1076, 1077 ; on 96th cl., 1079 ;
on 108th cl., 1081 ; on 127th cl., 1083; on 140th
cl., 1084, 108f; on 68th cl., 1086; on 69th cl.,
1093; un cl. 23a, 1119, 1121, 1122, 1123, 1124,
1126; on 140th cl., 1127; on cl. 23a, 1142-1144;
on amt. to 90th cl., rem., 1203-1208 ; M. to
insist on aints., 1208, 1209, 1210, 1211, 1213,
1214.

Emergency Ration Investigation: on Inq. (Mr.
Perley) and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 1041..

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B. : in Com.,
rem. on 36th cl., 751, 753, 754 ; on cl. 37a, 774,
775.

FERGUSON, Hon. D.-Con.
Hillsboro' R. Ry. and Traffic Bridge: M. for

copy of agreement, correspondence, &c., 111;
Inq., 252; M. for Ret. 660.

Incomplete Returns: inq., 224.
Irregularities in paynent of Fisheries Bounty:

Inq., 763; rem., 763-766, 768, 769.
Judges of Provincial Cou ta Act Ait. B. : on M.

(Mr. Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 957 ; on M. (Mr.
Mills) to recede froim amts., rem., 1174.

Loss of the Steamer " Portia": M. for return,
499.

Murray Harbor Ry. Land Expropriations: M.
for return adopted, 444.

Orcharding in P. E. I.: M. for return, 710; rem.,
710-713, 717.

Oyster Beds in Shediac Bay: on Inq. (Mr.
Poirier) rem., 497.

Paris Exposition, The : Inq.. 242; rem., 243, 244,
247; on reply to inq. (Mr. Mills), rem., 286; M.
for return, 798; rem., 798-803, 813-814.

Postal Contracta in P. E. I.: Inq., 266, rem.,
268.

Post Office Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem., 1106,
1107, 1109.

P. E. I. Ry., Murray Harbor Branch of: Inq.,
160.

Printing of Parliament, The: on M. (Sir John
Carling) to adopt 5th rep. of Joint Com., rem.,
1186-1187, 1188, 1189.

Quebec Bridge, The: on Inq. (Mr. Landry) and
reply (Mr. Scott) rem., 647.

Quebec Harbor Commissioners B. : in Com., rem.
on 2nd cl., 1194.

Ry. Act Amt. B. : in Com. on 12th cl., 1051.
Ry. Subsidies B.: on M. (Mr. Mills) for 3rd R.,

rem., 1131, 1132.
Redistribution Act Amt. B.: on M. for 2nd R.

(Mr. Mille) and amt. (Sir M. Bowell) 6 m. h.,
241, 254-264, 270-278.

Repaire te North Cape Lighthouse: Inq., 433.
Repairs to Steamer " Minto ": M. for ret., 443;

request for further information, 518.
Repn. of Yukon- District in Parlt.: Inq., 213.
San José Scale Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Sott)

for 2nd R., rem., 434.
Schomberg and Aurora Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr.

Kirchhoffer) to restore B. to order paper, rein.,
769.

Size of Apple Barrels, The: Tnq., 220; rem., 221.
Supply B. (2): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,

rem., 632, 634.
Supplies of oil for I. C. R.: M. for return poet-

poned, 160; M. for•return dropped, 166; M.,
422; rem., 422-425; Inq. called and postponed,
786; inq., 814,914; rem., 914-925, 931-932, 935;
M. for return, 1192.

Tender for Tignish Breakwater: Inq., Reply
(Mr. Scott), 432; further information request
ed, 517.
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Trade Disputes Settlement B.: on M. (Mr. Scott)

for 2nd R., rem., 1000; in Com. on 3rd cl.,
rem., 1021, 1025; on 10th cl., 1088,1089.

Traffic on the I.C.R.: complains of irregularity
in the service, 451.

Usury B.: on M. (Mr. Dandurand) for 2nd R.,
rem., 487.

Weights and Measures Act Amnt. B.: on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 702-703, 705; in Com.,
rem. en lst cl., 720, 721, 722; on 3rd cl., 790,
791, 792, 794; on 4th cl., 795.

FISET, Hon. J. B. R.
Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co. B.: 2nd R.*, 450.
Quebec Bridge Co. B. : 2nd R.*, 4b0.

FULFORD, Hon. G. F.
Election Law Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on cl. 23a,

explains his pair with Sen. McLaren, 1148.
Introduced, 1.
Judges of Provincial Courts B.: on objection

(Mr. Landry) to vote of Sen. Paquet, explains
his pair with Sen. McLaren, 1184.

GILLMORE, Hon. A. H.
Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.

Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 837-839; in Com. on
6th cl., rem., 867.

Custoins Tariff Act, 1897, Amt. B.: Rep. from
Coni., 913.

Introduced, 422.
Judges of Provincial Courts Act Amt. B.: in

Com., rem., 998.
South Shore Line Ry. Co. 'B.; 2nd R.,* 888;

3rd R.,* 953:

GOWAN, Hon. J. R.
Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: in Com. on

6th cl., rei., 866.
Criminal Code Amt. B.: consdn. of H. of C.

649, 650, 653, 654, 658.
Point of Order, A : on M. (Mr. Landry) to cor-

rect minutes and point of order raised by Minis-
ter of Justice, rem., 729, 730.

War in South Africa. The: on M. (Mr. Mills) to
join H. of C. in Address to Her Majesty, rem.,
601-602.

HINGSTON, Hon. Sir William.
Redistribution Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills)

for 2nd R. and ant. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell),
6 m. h., rem., 359-361.

Savings Banks in the Province of Quebec B.: on
M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R., 831, 832; in com.
rein., on 19th cl., 845, 846; on 20th cl., 848.

KERR, Hon. William.
A ddress in reply to Speech from Throne : on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudiére) for adoption of
address in reply to Speech froin Throne, com-
pliments mover and seconder of address, 86'
replies to question of Mr. McCallumn " What
has the Govt. done for the country?" 87; the

KERR, Hon. William.-Con.
tariff, 87; reduction of postage rates, 88; Sir
Wilfred Laurier at the Queen 's Jubilee, 88 ;
the Man. School Ques., 88; better feeling
between the provinces, 88; the Alaskan boun-
dary ques., 89; prosperity of the country, 89 ;
the war in South Africa, 91; defends the
Govt. for delay in sending contingent to South
Africa, 91: eulogizes Minister of Militia for
efficient management of department, 92.

Bay of Quinté Ry. Co. B.: 2nd R.*, 450.

Can. National Transpor tation Co. B.: M. to refer
B. back to Com. on R. T., and H., 743; rem.
743-745.

Criminal Code Amt. B.: in Com. on M. (Mr.
Mills) in amt., rem., 436.

Judges of Provincial Courts B.: on M. (Mr.
Mills) to recede from amts., rem., 1175-1180.

Mutual Life Insurance Co. of Can. B.: 1st R.*,
499 ; 2nd R.*, 517; 3rd R.*, 602.

Oshawa Ry. Co. B.: lst R.*, 440 ; 2nd R.*, 450.
Parliament Grounds, The: on Inq. (Mr. Allan)

and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 1040.
Patterson Divorce B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) for

3rd R., and anit. (Mr. McMillan) 6 m. h.,
rem., 502.

Redistribution Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills)
and aint. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 6 m. h. M.
to adjn. debate, 323; rem., 328-336.

Temagaii Ry. Co. B.: lst R.*, 718; 2nd R.,
742; on M. (Mr. Clemow) for 3rd R., M. in
amt. to refer B. back to Con. on R., T. and
H., 819; rem., 819-822.

Ticket of Leave Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills)
rem., 139.

KIRCHHOFFER, Hon. John.
Binder Twine : on statement of material pur-

chased, rem.. 489.
Brandon and South Western Ry. Co. B.: 3rd R.,

487.
Can. Bankers' Association B.: lst R.*, 577.
Can. Southern Bridge Co. B.: lt R.*, 164; 2nd

R.*, 195; 3rd R.*, 401.
Cox Divorce B., The: on M. (Mr. Perley) to

adopt 2nd Rep. of Divorce Com., explains
efforts made to serve respondent with notice,
152. Fourth rep. of Divorce Com. presented,
165.

Dom. Franchise, The: on Inq. (Mr. Miller) and
reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 223.

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B.: in Com,
rem. on cl. 37a, 779-780.

Land Titles Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem., 580.
Live Stock Record Associations B.: Rem., 575,

576.
Morris and Portage Ry. Co. B.: lt R.*, 422;

2nd R.*, 431; 3rd R.*, 480.
Nickel Steel Co. of Can. B.: lt R.*, 577 ; 2nd

R.*, 582; 3rd R.*, 669.
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Ont. and Rainy River Ry. Co. B.: lt R.*, 220;

n R. *, 289.
Paris 'Exposition, The: on Inq. (Mr. Ferguson)

and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 247, 251.

Patterson Divorce B.: on M. (Mr. Clenow) for
3rd R. and amt. (Mr. McMillan) 6 m. h., rem.,
501.

Penitentiary Binder Twine : Inq., 461.

Representation of Yukon District in Parlt.: on
Inq. (Mr. Ferguson) rem., 217.

St. Clair Ry. Bridge and Tunnel Co. B.: lst
R.*, 171; 2nd R.*, 195; 3rd R.*, 401.

Schomberg and Aurora Co. B.: M. to restore
B. to order paper, 769, rem., 769, 970.

Yukon Liquor Permits : Inq., 266.

LANDRY, Hon. A. C. P.
British American Pulp and Paper Co. B.: lst

R.*, 467 ; 2nd R.*, 487; M. to concur in amts.
and rem., 568; 3rd R., 570; M. to concur in
amts. made by H. of C., 1051.

Case of Avelin Bourassa, The: Inq. and rem.,
1136.

Corrections in Minutes, 482, 522, 681, 688, 789,
725, 726, 733.

Criminal Code Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills) to
recede fron amts., rem., 966,

Delayed Returns: Expenses of Ministers going
abroad, 62; post office at Montmagny, 483,
578, 1202; Gaspé Rys., 487, 514, 519, 520, 544,
558, 578, 635, 725; Sorel and Drummond Ry.,
544, 558; Man. School Ques., 544, 558, 578,
635, 725, 743, 1200.

Death Sentences of Caze and Dubé: Inq., 1036.
1201.

Decennial Census, The: Inq., 1058, 1192, 1193.
Dismissal of Lieut. -Governor McInnes: on Inq.

(Mr. Templeman) and reply (Mr. Mills), rem.,
1036.

Dismissal of Mercier's Ministry, The : Explains
the circumstances attending the dismissal, 143;
replies to Mr. Mills, 148.

Dredging at St. Michael's Wharf : Inq., 461.
Election Irregularities: on Inq. (Mr. Perley)

rem., 158.
Election Law Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills) for

2nd R., rei., 1003; in Com., rem. on 6th cl.,
1052; on 22nd cl., 1057; on 96th cl., 1078, 1079;
on 114th cl., 1082; on 22nd cl., 1087; on cl.
23a, 1118, 1119, 1122, 1140, 1141, 1145, 1146,
1147, 1148 ; on M. (Mr. Ferguson) to insist on
amts., rem., 1211.

Emergency Ration Investigation: on Inq. (Mr.
Perley) and reply (Mr. Mills), rem., 1042.

Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Baker)
to adopt rep. of Com. on R. T. and H., and
ant. (Mr. Dandurand) to refer B. back to
Com., rem., 639.

78
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Judges of Provincial Courts B.: on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 958; in Com., 987, 989,
992, 993; on M. (Mr. Mills) to consider mess.
from H. of C., rem., 1092; on M. (Mr. Mills)
to recede froin amts., rem., 1156, 1177 ; objects
to vote of Senator Paquet, 1182; rem., 1182,
1183.

Judges of Provincial Courts Act Ant. B.: on M.
(Mr. Mills) to suspend rule, objects, 1195; on
M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R., objects, B. not
being printed in French, 1202; on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 1218, 1219.

Letters sent to Europe: Inq., 494.
Mail Service on the Intercolonial Ry., The:

Complaints of delays, 452.
Man. School Ques., The: Inq., 209; rem., 211;

on Inq. (Mr, Perley) and reply (Mr. Mills),
rem., 380; Inq. postponed at request of Mr.
Mills, 449; Inq., reply (Mr. Scott), 462; cails
attention to difficulty of getting information
and moves for return, 477; Inq., 594, 611;
rem., 616-619; M. ruled out of order, 659;
Inq., 671 ; rem., 672, 673, 674.

Militia Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on lt cl.,
1113; on 2nd cl., 1115.

Minutes of Proceedings of the Senate: Calls at-
tention to change in systen of recording pro-
ceedings, 668.

Montmagny Post Office: Inq. postponed, 160,
166, 191 ; Inq., 195; M. for ret. and rem., 264;
Inqs., 445, 482, 449; complains of delay in
submitting rets., 450; Inqs., 462, 463; com-
plains of delay in bringing down ret., 465. 467,
483; Inq., 479, 567.

Montmagny, Preventive Officer at: Inq., 212;
rem., 213 ; Inq., 253, 269, 367, 395; rem., 396;
on M. condemning Govt. for delay, rem., 428.

Montmagny, Public Buildings at: Inq., 287.
Montmagny Town Hall, Purchase of: Inq., 195.
Montmagny, Wharfinger and Harbour Master at :

Inqs., 192, 193 ; Inq., 437 ; rem., 438 ; corrects
error in English version of M., 440.

Nipissing and James Bay Ry. Co. B.: 3rd R.* 661.
Paris Exposition, The: on Inq. (Mr. Ferguson)

and reply (Mr. Mills), rem., 244.
Patterson Divorce B. : on M. (Mr. Clemow) for

3rd R. and aint. (Mr. McMillan) 6 m. h., rem.,
507.

Pilotage Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Scott) for
2nd R., rem. 979.

Political Crisis in B. C., The: in reply to Mr.
Mille explains the dismissal of Mercier's Govt.
in P. Q., 142.

Protection works on Riviere du Sud: Inq. 160,
166, 191, 195.

Quebec and Lake Huron Ry. Co. B. : 1st R.*
570; 2nd R.* 577 ; 3rd R.* 661.

Quebec and N. B. Ry. Co B.: 3rd R.* 480.
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Quebec Bridge Co. B.: calls attention to error
in minutes and suggests correction, 447; 3rd
R.* 480.

Quebec Bridge, The: lnq. 619; 643, 644, 648,
686 ;rem., 687.

Quebec Southern Ry. Co. B. : 3rd R.* 684.
Railway Act Amt. B. : in Coin., rein. on 12th c.,

1149.
Ry. Subsidies B. : on M. (Mr. Mills) for 3rd R.,

rem., 1132; in Com. on 38th cl., rein., 1136-1137.
Redistribution Act Amt. B.: On M. (Mr. Mills)

for 2nd R. and amt. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 6
in. h., rem. 304-312.

Reforim of the Sen. : Inq. 1037.
Re-opening of Trade on South Eastern Ry. : Inq.,

494, 518.
Speaker's Rulings on Inquiries, The: M. to cor-

rect minutes, and rem., 679.
Subsidies to Rys. in Gaspé : M. for return

amended and agreed to, 450. Inq. for corres-
pondence, 480.

Trade Disputes Settlement B. : in Com., rem. on
3rd eÀ., 1021, 1022; on 7tl cl., 1024: on 10th cl.,
1090.

Victim of a Judicial Error, A: Inq. re case of
Vandel, 112.

War in South Africa, The : rein. 400; on M. (Mr.
Mills) to join H. of C. in address to Her Ma-
jesty, rem., 600, 602.

LOUGHEED, Hon J. A.
Acadia Mortgage Corporation B. : lst R.*, 620;

2nd R.*, 661,
Adjt., A proposed: Inq. 556; on M. (Mr. Cas-

grain, Windsor) to adj. from May 17th to June
4th, rein., 570.

Bank Act Amt. B. : in Com. 665, 666.
Binder Twine: on statement of material pur-

chased, rem., 489.
Binder Twine, Penty. : on Inq. (Mr. Perley) and

reply (Mr. MilIs) rem., 326.
Buffalo Ry. Co. B. : M. (in absence of Mr. Kirch-

hoffer) 3rd R., 689; rem., 692-694.
Canadian Bankers Assoc'n. B. : 2nd R.*, 607; 3rd

R.*, 669.
C. P. R. Co. B. : Tst R.*, 324 ; 2nd R.*, 367 ; 3rd

R.*, 400.
Comox & Cape Scott Ry. Co. B. : Moves that

report of Coin. on R. T. and H. be referred back
for amt., 466.

Companies Clauses Act Amt. B. : in Com., 684.
on M. (Mr. Mills) for 3rd R., rem., 700.

Cox Divorce B. : lst R.*, 82; on M. (Mr. Perley)
to adopt second report of Divorce Coin., rein.,
153.

Criminal Code Aint. B. : Considn. of H. of C.
aits., 650, 654, 656.

Dominion Lands Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Milis)
for 2nd R. rem. 197.

LOUGHEED, Hon. J. A.-Con.
Expropriation Act Amt. B.: in Com., rein., 609.
Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B.: in Com.,

rem. on Sth cl., 735 ; on 14th cl., 735; on 21st cl.,
736 ; on 24th cl., 736, 737 ; on 26th cl., 739, 740;
on 31st cl,, 740, 741.

Holiness Movement Church incorporation B. : on
Brd R. being called consents to postponement,
467 ; 3rd R., 482.

James Milne Relief B. : 1st R.*, 538; 2nd R.*,
562.

Land Titles Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Scott) for
3rd R., rem., 660, 669; M. to discharge order,
684.

Live Stock Record Associations B. : on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 564, 565.

Military Church Parades: Comîplains of slight
by military authorities to Methodist body, 166.

Nova Scotia Steel Co. B. : on M. (Mr. McKay)
for 3rd R., rem., 571.

Ottawa & Hull Fire Relief Fund B.: in Com.,
rem., 683, 684.

Patterson Divorce B. : on M. (Mr. Clemow) and
amt. (Mr. McMillan) 6 m. h., rem., 504 506.

Postal Contracts in P. E. I. : on Inq. (Mr. Fer-
guson) and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 268.

Proportional Represn. of Shareholders on Boards
of Directors of Corporations B. : 1st R. * 461;
M. to postpone 2nd R., 556; M. to discharge
order, 662, rem., F63.

Red Dear Valley Ry. and Coal Co. B., on M.
(Mr. Watson) for 2nd R., rem., 507-509; M. in
amt. 6 m. h., 509 ; M. wthdn., 513.

Redistribution Act Aimt. B. : after division on
(Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 6 m. h., points out that
Mr. O'Donohoe could not change his vote, 378.

Representation of Yukon District in Parlt. : on
Inq. (Mr. Ferguson), rem., 215.

St. Mary's River Ry. and Colonization Co. B.
1st R.*, 440; 2nd R.*, 463; 3rd R.*, 480.

Schomberg and Aurora Ry. Co. B.: lst R. *, 718;
2nd R., 741; M. to discharge Order, 762.

Seed Grain Indebtedness Act Amt. B. : on M.
(Mr. Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 542.

Standing Committees, The : cites authorities to
show procedure is not irregular, 66.

Supply B. (2): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,
rem., 629.

Supreme Court of N.W.T. B. : on M. (Mr. Milis)
for 2nd R., expresses approval of B., 140.

Western Alberta Ry. Co. B.: lst R.*, 324; 2nd
R.*, 431 ; 3rd R.*, 480.

LOVITT, Hon. John.
Bay of Quinte Ry. Co. B.: 1st R.*, 440.
Yarmouth Steamship Co. B.: lst R.*, 494 ; 2nd

R.*, 517; 3rd R., 567
Yarmouth Steamship Co. Sale B.: 1st R.*, 862.
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McCALLUM, Hon. L.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne: on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption of
Address in reply to Speech from Throne. The
prosperity of the country, 41; reciprocity with
the U.S., 42; payment of the Can. contingents
to So. Africa, 42; Preferential Trade, 42; im-
provement of St. Lawrence canals, 42; the So.
African war, 43; sale of binder twine, 43 ; Mr.
Tarte's position in the Govt., 44.

Buffalo Ry. Co. B. : lst R.*, 577; 2nd R., 602;
a ques. of privilege, 681; on M. (Mr. Lougheed)
for 3rd R., rem., 689-690 ; M. in amt. 6 m. h.,
690; rein., 695, 696..

Canada and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Co. B.:
lst R. *, 164 ; 2nd R., 195 ; 3rd R. *, 401.

Canadian National Transportation Co. B.: on M.
(Mr. Kerr) to refer B. back to Coin. on R., T.
and H., rem., 745-747.

Case of Lieut.-Col. White, The : on Inq. (Sir
Mackenzie Bowell), rein., 208.

General Inspection Act Amt. B. : in Coin., rem.,
534, 538; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., rem.
and amt., 6 m. h., 546, 552, 554.

Manitoba School Question Settlement: on Inq.
(Mr. Perley) and reply (Mr. Mills), rem., 386.

Ontario Power Co. of Niagara Falls B.: lst R.*,
464; on 2nd R., rem. and M. to refer B. back
to Com. on S. O. and P. B., 481 ; on M. (Mr.
Clemow) for 2nd R., rem., 560-562; on rep.
(Mr. Baker) f rom Com. on R., T. and H. and
M. to adopt rep., rem., 643.

Pacific Cable, The: on M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell)
to adopt resolution, rem., 186.

Patterson Divorce B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R. and amt. (Mr. McMillan), 6 m. h., rein.,
504.

Redistribution Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills)
for 2nd R. and ant. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell),
rem., 340-347.

Schomberg and Aurora Ry. Co. B. : 2nd R., 741;
on M. (Mr. Kirchhoffer) to restore B. to Order
Paper, rein., 769, 770; on M. (Mr. Perley) for
2nd R., rein., 796, 797.

Size of Apple Barrels, The: on Inq. (Mr. Fçrgu.
son), rem., 221-222.

Toronto Hotel Co. B.: on M. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) for 2nd R., rem., 573; on rep. fromn
Coin. on B. and C., rem., b92; on M. (Mr.
Allen) to concur in anits., rem., 600, 609, 610.

MoDONALD, Hon. Willlam, (C.B.)

Buffalo Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for
3rd R., and M. (Mr. McCallum) in amt., 6 m.
h., rem., 691.

Canadian Loan and Investment Co. B.: on M.
(Mr. Clemow) for 2nd R., rem., 459.

Gaspé Short Line Ry.: on statement (Mr. Mills)
re return, rem., 519.

Traffic on the 1.C.R.: Complaints of delays on
Eastern Extension, 451.

78j

MACDONALD, Hon. W. J., (B.C.)
Address in reply to Speech from Throne: on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudiére) for adoption of
Address in reply to Speech from Throne. De-
precates charges of disloyalty, 57; the South
African War, 57; the Teslin and Stikine Ry.
project, 58; prosperity of the country, 58;
dispatch of the Canadian Contingents to South
Africa, 58 ; commends Minister of Militia, 58 ;
Lord Strathcona's contingent, 59 ; administra-
tion of Yukon Territory, 59.

British Columbia's Contributions to the Revenue:
M. dropped, 763.

Bubonic Plague, The: Calls attention to neces-
sity for excluding Japanese and Chinese pro-
ducts, 20; again calls attention to necessity of
preventive measures, 170.

Canadian Trade at Cape Nome: Inquiries, 196,
222, 410.

Case of Lieut.-Col. White: on Inquiry (Sir M.
Bowell) rem., 205.

Colonial Loan and Investment Co. Bill ; on
Rep. from Com. on B. & C. (Mr. Allan) rem.,
466.

Comox and Cape Scott Ry. Co. B.: 3rd R.*,
567.

Cowichan Valley Ry. Co. Bill: lst R.*, 410,
2nd R.*, 440; 3rd R.*, 480.

Criminal Code Ait. Bill : in Coin., rem., 411.
Crown Life Insurance Co. Bill: 1st R.*, 433;

2nd R.*, 440.
Holiness Movement (Church) in Canada Bill:

2nd R. m., 431; rem., 432.
Japanese Immigratioù to Canada: Inquiry if

Govt. propose to tax Japanese immigrants,
127-129.

Kaslo and Lardo-Duncan Ry. Co. Bill: 1st
R.*, 171; 2nd R., 196; 3rd R.*, 288.

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co. Bill: lst
R. *, 410 ; 2nd R.*, 440 ; 3rd R. *, 480.

Ont. Power Co. of Niagara Falls Co. Bill: Re-
port of Coin. on, S. O. and P. B., 513; rem.,
514.

Political Crisis in B. C. : calls attention to the
dead-lock in the Provincial Legislature, 141.

Quebec Southern Ry. Co. B.: rep. from Coin. on
S. O. & P. B., 570.

Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co. Bill: on M.
(Mr. Watson) for 2nd R., and amt. (Mr.
Lougheed) 6 ni. h., rem., 509.

Distribution Act Amt. Bill: on M. (Mr. Mills)
and amt. (Sir M. Bowell)6 mn. h., rem., 321-323.

Royal Trust Co., B.: lat R.*, 117; 2nd R., 155.
Taking of Decennial Census: Inquiry, 195.
Travelling Allowances of Judges in B.C. : In-

quiry, 479.
Usury B.: In Com., on cl. 3, rem., 525, 529.
War in South Africa, The: congiatulates Speaker

on his son's bravery and escape with a slight
wound, 116; rejoices in British successes, 116.
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INDEX.

MACDONALD (P.E.I.), Hon. A. A.
Buffalo Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for 3rd

R., and M. in amt. (Mr. McCallum) 6 m. h.,
rem., 692.

Charlottetown and Murray Harbour B.: in Coin.,
1019.

Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 840; in Coin., rem. on
6th cl., 866, 868.

Civil Service Act Amt. B.: in Coin., rem. on 2nd
cl., 936; on 8th cl., 938.

Criminal Code Amt. B.: Considn. of H. of C.
aints., 651, 657 ; on M. (Mr. Mills) to recede
from amts., rem., 969, 1012. 1013.

Election Law Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on 21st
cl., 1054.

Gas Inspection Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott)
for 2nd R., rem., 516.

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B.: in Coin.,
rem. on cl. 37a, 784.

Militia Act Amt. B.: in Coin., rem. on 1st cl.,
1114.

Ottawa and Hull, Fire Relief Fund B.: in Coin.,
rem., 683.

Pilotage Act Amt. B.: in Coin., rem. on 3rd cl.,
950, 952; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., rem.,
977.

P. O. Act Amt. B.: In Coin., rem., 1103.
Subsidies in aid of Rys.: on M. (Mr. Scott) for

2nd R., rem., 1117; in Com., 1139-1140.
Trade Disputes Settlement B.: in Coin., rem. on

3rd cl., 1020 ; on 7th cl., 1022.
Weights and Measures Act Arnt. B.: on M.

(Mr. Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 705; in Coin.
on lst cl., 721 ; on 4th cl., 724; on 3rd cl. 794.

McKAY. Hon. Thos.
Anderson Relief B.: 3rd R.*, 938.
Central Vermont Ry. Co. B.: rep. from Coin., on

S. O. & P. B., 1026.
Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: rep. from

Coin., 871, 888.
Criminal Code Amt. B.: Considn. of H. of C.

amts., 658.
Judges of Provincial Courts Act Amt. B.: rep.

from Com., 1000.
Nova Scotia Steel Co's. B.: lst R.*, 366 ; 2nd R.,

464 ; 3rd R., postponed, 558 ; 3rd R., 570.
Ottawa and Hull Fire Relief Fund B.: in Coin.,

rein., 683.
Que. and N. B. Ry. Co'. Incorporation B.: lst

R.*, 422; 2nd R.*, 436.
Restigouche & Western Ry. Co. B.: 3rd R.*, 567.
Servis Railroad Tie Plate Co. Relief B.: 1st R.*,

863; 2nd R.*, 888; 3rd R.*, 936.
South Shore Line Ry. Co. B.: lst R.*, 863.
Traffic on the I. C. R.: calls attention to exces-

sive Sunday traffic, 451.
Usury B.: Rep. from Coni., 533.
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.: Rep. from

Coin., 724, 796.

McKAY, Hon. Thos.-Con.
Yarmouth Steamship Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Lovitt)

for 2nd R., rem. 862.

MoKEEN, Hon. D.
A Question of Privilege: Mileage of Senators,

194.

MacINNES, Hon. Donald.
B. C. Southern Ry. Co. B.: 1st R.*, 171; 2nd R.«,

195 ; 3rd R.*, 288.
Montreal and Ottawa Ry. Co. B.: lst R.,* 171

2nd R.*, 195; 3rd R.*, 288.
Niagara Grand Island Bridge Co. B.: lst R.*,

164; 2nd R.*, 195; 3rd R.*, 401.

McMILLAN, Hon. Donald.
Banque Jacques Cartier B.: lst R.*, 428; 2nd

R *, 436; 3rd R.*, 448.
Bay of Quinte Ry. Co. B.: 3rd R.*, 480.
Binder Twine: on statement of quantity of

material purchased, rein., 491.
Can. Mining and Metalurgical Co.: lt R.*, 786.
Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.

Scott) for 2nd R., rem. 834, 835.
Cox Divorce B.: on M. (Mr. Perley) to adopt

2nd Report of Divorce. Coin., objects to M. on
the ground that evidence of service on respond-
ent is insufficient, 151.

Criminal Code Amt. B.: in Coin., rem., 430.
Election Law Amt. B. : in Com., rem. on 6th cl.,

1051; on 48th cl., 1060, 1061; on 89th cl., 1070.
Emergency Ration Investigation: on inq. (Mr.

Perley) and reply (Mr. Mills), rem., 1042.
General Inspection Act Amt. B.: in Coin., rem.,

534; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and M. in
amt. (Mr. McCallum) 6 m. h., rem., 547.

Live Stock Record Association's B. : on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 565.

Nipissing and James' Bay Ry. Co. B.: lt R.*,
567 ; 2nd R.,* 577.

Ont. Power Co. of Niagara Falls B. : on M. (Mr.
Clemow) to adopt report of Coin. on S. O. and
P. B., rem., 514; on M. (Mr. Clemow) for 2nd
R., rem., 560.

Oshawa Ry. Co. B.: 3rd R. *, 480.
Ottawa and Hull Fire Relief Fund B.: Rep. from

Com., 684.
Patterson Divorce B. : on M. (Mr. Clemow) for

3rd R., rem, 500; M. 6 m. h., 501, 506.
P. O. Act Amt. B.: rep. from Coni., 1107, 1112,

1113.
Quebec Harbour Commissioners B. ; rep. from

Com., 1195.
Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co. B.: on M.

(Mr. Watson) for 2nd R., and amt. (Mr.
Lougheed) 6 m. h., rem., 510.

Temagami Ry. Co. B.; on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R., and amt. (Mr. Kerr) to refer B. back to
Coin. on R. T. and H., rem., 830; on M. (Mr.
Clemow) to insist on amts., rem., 874, 875, 880.

Thousand Islands Ry. Co. B.; lst R.*, 440; 2nd
R.*, 450; 3rd R.*, 480.
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MoMILLAN, Hon. Donald-Con.
Toronto Hotel Co. B.; on M. (Mr. Allan) for

3rd R., rem., 621.
Usury B.: on M. (Mr. Dandurand) for 2nd R.,

rem., 486; in Com. on cl. 3, rem., 525, 527, 528.

McSWEENEY, Hon. P.
Manitoba School Ques. Settlement: on inq. (Mr.

Perley) and reply (Mr. Mills), rein., 379.
Restigouche and Western Ry. Co. B.; lst R.*,

440; 2nd R.*, 450.

McKINDSEY, Hon. G. C.
Election Law Ant. B.: in Coin., rem. on 41st

cl., 1055, 1056, 1058.

MERNER, Hon. S.
Port Dover, Brantford, Berlin and Goderich Ry.

Co. Incorp. B.: 1st R.*, 378; 2nd R.*, 401;
3rd R.*, 432.

MILLER, Hon. W.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne: on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption of
Address in reply to Speech from Throne. De-
fends Sir Chas. Tupper from attack, 73, 75;
the war in South Africa, 73; loyalty of the
Colonies, 73; censures the Govt. for delay in
sending contingent to South Africa, 74;
attitude of the Minister of Public Works, 74;
eulogises Sir Chas. Tupper for liberality to-
wards Roman Catholics, 76; prosperity of the
country, 77; inconsistency of the Govt., 78.

Adjournment, An: on M. (Mr. Mills), rem., 434.
Atlantic and Lake Superior Ry. Co. B. : on M.

(Mr. Owens) for 3rd R., rem., 445.
Canada Loan and Investment Co. B. ; on M.

(Mr. Clemow) for lst R., rem, 434;

Correction in the Minutes, A: 688, 689.
Dominiom Franchise, The: inq., 223.
Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Baker)

to adopt rep. of Coin. on R,. T. and H., and
M. in amt. (Mr. Dandurand) to refer back to
Com., rem., 641, 642.

Joint High Commission, The: calls attention to
dispatch from Washington, 287, 290.

Postal Contracts in P.E.I.: on inq. (Mr. Fergu-
son) and reply (Mr. Mills), rein., 267.

Quebec Bridge Co. B. : on suggestion of Mr.
Landry that error in minutes be corrected,
rein., 447.

Redistribution Act Amt. B.: on M. for 2nd R.,
(Mr. Mills) rem., 240; on amt. (Sir M. Bowell)
6 m. h., rem., 313-321.

Standing Committees, The: Objects to mode of
procedure in connection with striking of Coin-
mittees, 63; explains proper procedure, 66.

Toronto Hotel Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Allan) to
concur in amts., rem., 610.

MILLS, Hon. David.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne: on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption of
Address, compliments to mover, 20; and se-
conder, 20; explains practice as to transacting
business before adoption of Address, 21 ; pros-
perity of the country, 22; sale of binder twine,
22; immigration and settlement in the N.W.,
23; possibilities of development of Northern
Ont. and Que., 24; the South African war, 25;
the colonial contingents to South Africa, 25;
Can.'s position in the Empire, 27; the griev-
ances of the Uitlanders in South Africa, 28.

Adjournments: M. to adjourn from 9th to 27th
Feb'y postponed 82 ; M. to adjourn from Feb'y
9th to March lst, 108 ; the Criminal Code, 108;
Ticket-of-leave B., promised, 109; M. to ad-
journ from March 8th to March 13th, 159; M.
to adjourn from April 4th to April 18th, 434 ; M.
amended to adjourn to the 24th April, and
agreed to, 435.

Administration of Justice in N.W.T.: explains
that Govt. recognize necessity for increased ac-
commodation, 84.

Admiralty Act Amt. B. : lst R., rei. 409; 2nd
R. 436; 3rd R.*, 437,.

Alberton and Kildare Postal Service: reply to
inq. (Mr. Ferguson) postponed, 212.

Anderson Relief B. : on rep. from Coin. on M. P.
B. (Mr. Bolduc), rem., 842.

Appointment of Warehouse Commissioners in
Man. : reply to inq, (Mr. Perley) 844.

Bank Act Amt. B.: lst R., 946; 2nd R., 1000;
3rd R.*, 1000.

Banking Act Amt. B. : 1st R., 591; 2nd R., 633;
in Coin., 664; 3rd R.*, 666.

Binder Twine: statement of quantity of material
purchased, 487 ; rein., 488, 491.

Binder Twine and Barbed Wire Combine: reply
to inq. (Mr. Perley), 191.

Biuder Twine and Barbed Wire Factories: inq.
(Mr. Perley), 212, 222.

Borden, The Death of Lieutenant: rem., 1200.
Bubonic Plague, The: reply to inq. (Mr. Mac-

donald, B.C.), 20; rep. of Dr. Montizambert,
170.

Buffalo Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for
3rd R. and M. (Mr. McCallum) in amt. 6 n.. h.,
rem., 690.

Canadian Steel Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) that
amts. be concurred in, rem., 439.

Canadian Trade at Cape Nome: reply to inq.
(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.), 196; inq. (Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.), postponed, 222.

Case of Avelin Bourassa, The: reply to inq. (Mr.
Landry) and rem., 1136.

Case of Lieut.-Col. White, The: reply to inq. (Sir
Mackenzie Bowell), 201; on M. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell), rem., 472-475.
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MILLS, Hon. David-Con.

Charlottetown and Murray Harbour B. :1st R.*,
888; 2nd R.*, 938; in Com., 952, 973, 1018,
1019; 3rd R.*, 1020.

Charlottetown P.O. : reply to inq. (Sir Macken-
zie Bowell, in absence of Mr. Ferguson,) 541.

Chinese Immigration Restriction B. : in Com.,
rem. on 12th cl., 869.

Claims of Mackenzie & Mann: reply to inq.
(Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 579.

Colonel Hughes, The Discharge of : reply to
Inq. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 1200.

Com. on Banking and Commerce: M. to appoint
Senator Power, 482.

Com. of Selection, 61.
Co.'s Clauses Act Amt. Bill: 1st R., 611; 2nd

R., 670; 3rd R., 699; rem. 7C1.
Constitutionality of Redistribution Bill: rem.

on M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) for copies of
statement of case submnitted to English counsel
and opinion on, etc., 110; replies to complaint
of Sir Mackenzie Bowell, and defends action of
Solicitor General, 124.

Controverted Elections Act Amt. B: lst R.*,
1220; 2nd R., 1220; 3rd R., 1220.

Cost of Public Buildings at Montmagny: reply
to inq. (Mr. Landry) 287.

Cox Divorce Bill, The: on M. (Mr. Perley) to
adopt 2nd report of Divorce Committee, rem.,
154.

Criminal Code Am't Bill: replying to Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell, promises tobringdown Billearly,
64 ; replying to Sir Mackenzie Bowell, explains
why introduction of Bill has been delayed, 108;
reply to inq. (Mr. Ferguson) 220; Bill in-
troduced and 1st R.*, 220; 2nd R., 269; in
Committee, rem., 411, 412, 416, 417, 418, 419,
421; again in Committee, rem., 429: in Com-
mittee proposes to amend, 435 ; after discussion
clause adopted, 436; 3rd R.*, 436; consd'n. of
Commons andts., 603; M. to adopt H. of C.,
amdts., 649 ; rem., 649, 650, 651, 652, 653, 654,
655, 656, 657, 658 ; M. to send message to H.
of C., 685; M. to consider message f rom H. of
C., 871, 872; M, to recede from 3rd and 5th
amts., 938, 963-966, 970, 971, 972, 1006, 1007,
1009, 1010-1011, 1013, 1014, 1016, 1017, 1087,
1124; M. to concur in Commons amts., 1185.

Customs Tariff Act (1897) Amt. Bill: lst R.*,
815; 2nd R., 854; in Com. 889; rein. on lst
cl., 889, 902-907; 3rd R.*, 913.

Death Sentences of Cazes and Dube: reply to
inq. (Mr. Landry) 1037, 1201 ; rem., 1202.

Decennial Census, The: reply to Inqy. (Mr.
Landry) 1058, 1192.

Delayed Returns : Supply of oi for the I.C.R.,
62, 86; expenses of Ministers going abroad,
62; disallowance of Provincial Acts, 366; pro-
mises to make inq. for returns re sale of
school lands in Man. and N.W.T.'s and dis.

MILLS, Hon. David-Con.
missals from depts., 86, 165. Case of Col.
Hughes, 165: P.O. at Montmagny, 450. Gaspé
Short Line Ry., 515, 558, 578, 635, 636.

Demurrage on I.C.R. Cars: reply to inq., (Mr.
Wood) 706.

Deposit of Filth on Wellington St., Ottawa, 444.
Disallowance of Provincial Acts: on notice of

M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) for return, pro-
mises to produce papers, 67; on M. (Sir. Mac-
kenzie Bowell) for return, promises to produce
papers, 112; replies to inq. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) for correspondence, 480.

Dismissal of R. K. Brace, The: reply to inq.
(Mr. Ferguson) 252.

Dismissal of Mr. Cornduff: reply to inq.,
(Mr. Perley) 814.

Dism'ssal of Lieut.-Gov. Mclnnes: on M. (Sir
Mackenzie Bowell) for return, rem., 860-861,
862 ; on confidential correspondence submitted
(Mr. Scott) rem., 945, 946 ; on inq. (Mr.
Templeman) rem., 1026-1033, 1034.

Dismissal of Mercier's Ministry, The: in reply
to Mr. Landry, explains facts connected with
dismissal, 146; the Patron organization, 147;
urges adherence to constitutional usages, 148.

Dominion Franchise Act: reply to inq. (Mr.
Ferguson) 410.

Dominion Franchise, The: reply to inq.,
(Mr. Miller) 223.

Dominion Lands Act Amt. Bill: lst R.*, 193;
2nd R., 197; in Comnittee, rein. 288; 3rd
R.*, 328.

Dredging of New London Harbour: reply to
inq. (Mr. Ferguson) 111.

Elections Act Amt. B.: lst R., 975; rein., 976;
2nd R., 1003; in Coin., 1051: rem., on 6th cl.,
1052 ; on 8th cl., 1053, on 20th cl., 1053, 1054,
1057; M. to add sub cl. to 41st cl., 1058; on
45th cl., 1(58 ; on 48th cl., 1059, 1061 on 49th ;
cl., 1062 ; on 64th cl., 1063 ; on 69th cl., 1066,
1067 ; on 73rd cl., 1068 ; on 79th cl., 1069 ; on
89th cl., 1070 ; on 90th cl., 1072, 1073, 1075, 1077;
on 92nd cl., 1079, 1080; on 114th cl., 1081 ; on
127th cl., 1083, on 68th cl., 1093, on 69th cl.,
1093, 1096, 1098 ; on cl., 23a. 1118, 1119, 1120,
1121, 1124, 1125, 1126 ; on 140th cl., 1127, 1129 ;
on cl., 23a 1140, 1141, 1142, 1145 ; 3rd R., 1149;
M. to recede front amts., 1198; rem. 1198,
1199 ; on amt. to 90th cl., and M. in amt. (Mr.
Ferguson) rem., 1208-1210, 1214 ; explains posi-
tion of B. in H. of C., 1220.

Election irregularities: on inq. (Mr. Perley)
rem. 157.

Emergency Ration Investigation: reply to inq.
(Mr. Perley) and rem., 1041, 1042.

Experimental Farm Station Act Amt. B. : lst R.,
542, 543; 2nd R.*, 565; 3rd R., 566.

Fast Atlantic Service and Pacific Cable: reply to
inq. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell), 666.
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Freight on the I.C.R. on M. (Mr. Wood) for
ret., rem., 480.

Frost & Wood Relief B. on M. (Mr. Power) for
2nd R., rem., 563, 564.

Gaspé Short Line Ry.: information furnished,
518.

Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co. B. : on rep. from Coin.
on R., T. and H., rem., 638, 641.

General Inspection Act Aint. B. : on (Mr. Scott)
for 3rd R. and M. in amt. 6 in. h., rem., 549,
551; in Com., rem., 535, 537.

Grain and Cattle Shipiments at St. John, N.B.
on inq. (Mr. Perley) states that information
should be sought in the H. of C., 119; replies
to inq., 120.

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B.: in Com.,
rein. on cl. 37a, 775-776.

Grant in aid of Agriculture in N.W.T. : reply to
inq. (Mr. Perley), 193.

Grants of Land to Militia in N.W. B. : 1st R.,
499 ; 2nd R., 517.

Great N.W. Central Ry. Land Grant: reply to
inq. (Mr. Perley), 397.

Hillsboro River Bridge: reply to inq. (Mr. Fer-
guson), 252.

Holiness Movement (Church) ir. Canada B.: on
M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 2nd R., rem.,
431; on M. for 3rd R. being called, points out
objectionable clauses, 466.

Inscribed Stocks of Can. in United Kingdon
B. : on M. (Mr. Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 584.

Interest Acts Amt. B.: lst R. *, 577; 2nd R., 588;
in Com., 605, 606 ; 3rd R. *, 609.

Irregularities in Payment of Fisheries Bounty:
on inq. (Mr. Ferguson), rem., 766, 768, 769.

Japanese Immigration to Canada: on inq. (Mr.
Macdonald, B.C.) defends policy of Govt. in
adumitting Japanese immigrants, 128; trade
with Japan increasing, 129.

Joint High Commission, The: reply to Senator
Miller, 288, 290.

Judges of Provincial Courts Act Amt. B.: 1st R.,
1195, 1196; 2nd R. called and objected to (Mr.
Landry), 1202; M. renewed ana objected to,
1218; M. renewed, 1219; B. lost, 1220.

JIudges of Provincial Courts B.: lst R., 936; 2nd
R., 953 ; rem., 953-954, 959-961 ; in Coin., 987,
990-992, 993, 997 ; M. to reconsider amts., 1004,
1005; M. to consider H. of C. amts., 1091;
rem., 1092; M. to recede froi amts., 1149;
reni., 1155, 1159, 1161-1166, 1170; on objection
(Mr. Landry) to vote of Sen. Paquet, iem.,
1183.

Land Grants to Militia in N.W. B. : in Com.,
rem., 556; 3rd R.*, 556.

Land Titles Act, 1894, Amt. B. : lst R., 499.
Late Clerk of the Senate, The: M. to give Mr.

Langevin entry to the Senate on occasions of
ceremony, 129.

MILLS, Hon. David-Con.
Live Stock Record Associations B.: on M. (Mr.

Scott) for 2nd R-, rem., 565.
Loan Coinpanies Act Amt. B. : Tst R., 440; 3rd

R.*, 481.
Mails between Kensington and Princetown, P.E.

I. : reply to inq. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell in ab-
sence of Mr. Ferguson) and rem., 521.

Manitoba School Question: reply to inq. (Mr.
Landry), 209 ; rem., 210 ; on inq. (Mr. Landry)
requests postponement, 449; reply to inq. (Mr.
Perley), 379; rem., 390-393; on inq. (Mr.
Landry), rem., 594, 614-616; on M. (Mr. Lan-
dry), remi., 659; on inq. (Mr. Landry), rem.,
671, 672.

Manufacture of Binder Twine: on inq. (Mr.
Kirchhoffer), rem., 476, 477.

Manufacturers of Binder Twine: reply to inq.
(Mr. Perley), 287.

Military Church Parades, 169.
Militia Act Amt. B. : 1st R.*, 1058; 2nd R.,

1090; in Coin., reni. on lst cl., 1113, 1114; on
2nd cl., 1115.

Miscellaneous Private Bills: M. to suspend rules
for balance of the session, 815 ; rem., 817.

N.W. Mounted Police in iSouth Africa B.: lst
R. *, 440 ; 2nd R., 446, 447; 3rd R.*, 448.

N.S. Steel Co. B. : on rep. of Coin. on B. and C.,
rem., 540; on M. for 3rd R. requests postpone-
ment, 558; 3rd R., 571.

Ocean SS. Subsidies Act Amt. B.: 1st R.*, 570;
2nd R., 577; in Coin., 582; 3rd R.*, 602.

Orcharding in P.E.I. : on M. (Mr. Ferguson) for
ret., rem., 713-714, 716.

Oyster Beds in Shediac Bay: on inq. (Mr.
Poirier), rei., 498.

Pacific Cable, The: on M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell)
to adopt resolution favouring State ownership,
requests a postponement, 150.

Paris Exposition, The: reply to inq. (Mr.
Ferguson) 242; rem., 243, 245, 250; reply to
inq. (Mr. Ferguson) 286; on M. (Mr. Fer-
guson), for return, rem., 803-806.

Parliament Grounds, The: reply to inq. (Mr.
Allan) and rem., 1039.

Patterson Divorce Bill: on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R. and amt. (Mr. McMillan) 6 in. h., rem.,
503.

Penty. Act Amt. B. : 1st R.*, 786, 2nd R., 797;
in Coin., 818; 3rd R.*, 819.

Penitentiary Binder Twine: roply to inq. (Mr.
Perley), 191, 287, 324 ; rem., 325.

Pilotage Act Amt. B.: in Coin., rem. on Srd cl.,
948, 951 ; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., rem.,
979, 986.

Point of Order, A. : on M. (Mr. Landry) to cor
rect minutes, objects to M. as being out of
order, 726; rem., 728, 729.
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MILLS, Hon. David-Con.
Political Crisis in B. C., The: in reply to Mr.

Macdonald, B.C., explains the constitutional
aspect of ques. and cites precedents, 141;
reply to inq. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell), 667 ; on
reference to paragraph in Free Press (Sir
Mackenzie Bowell), rem., 720; reply to inq. (Sir
Mackenzie Bowell), 742, 750; presents state-
ment of cause of dismissal, 815.

Postal Contracts in P. E. I.: reply to inq. (Mr.
Ferguson), 266.

Postmastership of New Westminster, B.C.:
reply to inq. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell), 579.

Post Office Act Amt. B.: in Coi., rem., 1105-
1106, 1108, 1109, 1110, 1111.

Post Office at Montmagny, Cost of : on inq. (Mr.
Landry) 160, 166, 191, 195 ; on M. (Mr. Landry)
rem., 265.

Post Office at Montmagny, The: on inq. (Mr.
Landry) requests postponement, 449 ; reply to
inq. (Mr. Landry 567.

Preventive Officer at Montmagny: replies to
inq. (Mr. Landry) 212, 252, 269, 367, 396; on
M. (Mr. Landry) rem., 427.

Prince .Edward Island Ry., Murray Harbour
Branch of : reply to inq. (Mr. Ferguson) 160.

Printing of Parliament, The: on M. (Sir John
Carling) to adopt 5th rep. of Joint Com., rein.,
1187-1188, 1189.

Progres of Business in the H. of C. : on inq.
(Mr. de Boucherville) re prorogation, rein.,
1196, 1197.

Proposed Adjt., A.: 5.'6, 557, 558, 559.
Protection Works on Rivière du Sud: inq. (Mr.

Landry) 160, 166, 191, 195.
Purchase of Town Hall at Montmagny: reply to

inq. (Mr. Landry) 195.
Quebec Bridge, The: on inq. (Mr. Landry) 620,

646, 648.
Quebec Harbour Commissioners B.: 1st R.*, 1136;

2nd R., 1190.
Railway Act Ant. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott) for

2nd R., rem., 1002; in Coin., rem. on 10th cl.,
1047, on 11th cl., 1050, 1051.

'Railway Subsidies: reply to inq. (Mr. Perley)
193.

Red Deer Valley Ry., and Coal Co. B. : on M.
(Mr. Watson) for 2nd R., and amt. (Mr.
Lougheed) 6 m. h., rem., 512.

Redistribution Act Amt. B.: 1st R.*, 164; 2nd
R. m. 224-230; winds up debate, 367-377.

Reform of the Senate: Reply to inq. (Mr.
Landry) 1037.

Re-opening of Trade on Southeastern Ry.: Reply
to inq. (Mr. Landry) 518.

Reprcsentation of Yukon District in Parlt.:
Reply to Inq. (Mr. Ferguson) 214-216.

Royal Commission on the Grain Trade : Reply to
inq. (Mr. Perley) 194.

MILLS, Hon. David-Con.
Royal Trust Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Macdonald)

for 2nd R., rein., 155.
Safety of Ships Act Amt. B.: lst R.*, 620 ; 2nd

R., 671; in Coin., 685; 3rd R.*, 701.
Salary of Harbour Master at Montmagny : Reply

to inq. (Mr. Landry) 192.
Salary of Wharfinger at Montmagny: Reply to

inq. (Mr. Landry) 193.
Savings Banks in P.Q. B.: lst R., 798; 2nd R.,

831; in Coin., 814; rem. on 2nd cl., 844; on
20th cl., 847, 848.

Seed Grain Indebtedness Act Amt. B.: on M.
(Mr. Scott) for 2nd R., rei., 542.

Senators Deceased: The late Senators Lewin
and Bellerose, 163.

Senator Forget's Vote: on explanation (Sir
Mackenzie Bowell) of Senator Forget's absence
from Vote on Judges of Provincial Courts B.,
rei., 1191.

Senators Gowan and Sullivan: Congratulations
on their restoration to health, 579.

Senate Reforin: Reply to inq. (Mr. Poirier) 41.
Size of Apple Barrels, The: Reply to inq. (Mr.

Ferguson) 221.
South African Contingents Paynent B.: lst R.,

218; at request of Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 2nd
R. postponed, 289; 2nd R. n. 401; rein., 401-
407; 3rd R., 409.

Speaker's Rulings on Inquiries, The : on M.
(Mr. Landry) rem., 679.

Standing Cominittees, The: Rep. of Coin. on
Selection presented, 63 ; defends the regularity
of procedure, 64; promises to bring down
Criminal Code Aint. B. in Senate, 65.

Subsidies in Aid of Ry. B.: lst R.*, 1107; 2nd
R., 1116; 3rd R., 1131, rem., 1131; in Coin. on
38th cl., remi., 1137.

Subsidies to Rys. in Gaspé: on M. (Mr. Landry)
rein., 450.

Supply B. (1): lst, 2nd and 3rd Rs., 595.
Supply B. (2), lst R.*, 627 ; 2nd R., 627; rei.

627-629.
Supply B. (3): lst, 2nd and 3rd Rs., 863.
Supply B. (4); 1st R.*, 1215; 2nd R., 1215; 3rd
R.*, 1218.

Supply of Oil for the I.C.R.: on M. (Mr. Fergu-
son) for return, rems., 161, 425. Reply to inq.
(Mr. Ferguson) 814. On inq. (Mr. Ferguson)
rem., 925-929.

Supreme Court of N.W.T's. Act Amt. B.: lst
R., 112; 2nd R.*, 139; rep. froin Com., 151;
3rd R.*. 155.

Taking of Decennial Census: Reply to inq.
(Mr Macdonald, B.C.) 195.

Temagami Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R. and aint. (Mr. Kerr) to refer B. back to
Coin. on R. T. and H., rem., 822, 827; on M.
(Mr. Clenow) to insist on amts., rein., 874,
877, 879-880, 885.
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MILLS, Hon. David-Con.

Ticket-of-Leave Act Amt. B.: 1st R.*, 111; 2nd
R., 130; explains Ollie Mann case, 136; depre-
cates discussion of pardoning power, 136;
reported from Coin., 151; 3rd R.*, 155.

Toronto Hotel Co. Bill: on M. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) for 2nd R., rein., 573.

Trade Disputes Settlement B.: in Com., rem. on
7th cl., 1024; on 11th cl., 1025.

Unloading of Cars on I.C.R.: on M. (Mr. Wood)
for return, rem., 708.

Usury B.: on M. (Mr. Dandurand) for 2nd R.,
rem., 485; in Com., on 2nd cl., rem., 525; on
3rd cl., 529.

Victim of a Judicial Error, A:.on Inq. (Mr.
Landry) re liberation of Vandal, 112; depre-
cates discussion of exercise of power of pardon,
113; explains Vandal case, 113.

Vote of Residents of N.W.T.: reply to Mr. Per
ley, 544.

War in South Africa, The: calls attention to
condition of affairs in South Africa, 114; relief
of Ladysmith and surrender of Cronje's army,
114; the grievances of the Uitlanders, 114;
Canada's services to the Empire, 114; on his
attention being called to telegrams re situation
in South Africa, rem., 399, 400; M. to join in
resolution of H. of C. to Her Majesty and
rein., 595, 599.

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.: lst R.*,
681; 2nd R., 701; rem., 703; in Com., 720;
rem. on lst cl., 720; on sub-section (3), 721,
722; on 2nd ci., 723; on 4th cl., 788, 790; on
3rd ci., 790, 791, 793, 794 ; on 4th cl., 796 ; 3rd
R.*, 818.

Wharfinger and Harbour Master at Montmagny:
reply to Inq. (Mr. Landry), 438, 439.

Yukon Liquor Permits: replies to Inqs. (Mr.
Kirchhoffer), 266.

Yukon Territory Game Preservation B.: 1st R.*,
975; 2nd R., 1003; 3rd R.*, 1087.

O'BRIEN. Hon. James.
Dominion Cotton Mills Co. B.: lst R.*, 499.

O'DONOHOE, Hon. John.
Buffalo Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for

3rd R. and M. in amt. (Mr. McCallum) 6 m. h.,
rem., 698.

Criminal Code Ait. B.: in Com., rem., 431.
Levels of the Great Lakes: M. for return, 155.
Ry. Bridge cver Lachine Canal: M. for return,

477.
Redistribution Act Amt. B.: after division on

M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 6 m. h., asks to
have his vote changed, 378.

OWENS, Hon. Wm.
Atlantic and Lake Superior Co. B.: lst R.*, 196;

2nd R.*, 289; 3rd R., 445; M. to remit fees, 889.
Great Eastern Ry Co. B.: 1st R.*, 196; 2nd R.*,

289 ; 3rd R.*, 567 ; M. to remit fees, 889.

OWENS, Hon. Wm.-Con.
Montreal Bridge Co. B.: lst R.*, 196; 2nd R.,

287; 3rd R.*, 567; M. to remit fees, 889.
Ry. Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on 11th cl., 1048,

1050.
PAQUET, Hon. J. A.

Judges of Provincial Courts B.: Explains pair
with Sen. Armand, 1182, 1183.

PELLETIER, Sir C.A.P., K.C.M.G.
(The Speaker.)

Election Law Amt. B.: in Com., rem. on cl. 23a,
1122, 1123, 1146.

Gaspe Short Line Ry Co. B.: On M. (Mr. Baker)
to adopt rep. of Com. on R. T. & H., and M.
(Mr. Dandurand) in amt. to refer rep. back to
Com., rein., 642.

Judges of Provincial Courts Act Amt. B.: in
Com., rem., 989.

Man. School Question, The : On M. (Mr. Landry)
and objection (Mr. Mills) rules M. out of order,
659, 660.

Minutes of Proceedings of Senate : reply to rem.
of Mr. Landry, 668; correction in Minutes,
681, 688.

Pint of Order: On M. (Mr. Landry) to correct
minutes, and point of order raised by Min. of
Justice, decision, 730-732.

Petitions for Private Bills: Notifies House the
time for presenting petitions for private bills is
expired, 264.

P. O. Act Amt. B.: in Com. on M. (Sir M.
Bowell) to amend, and objection (Mr. Mills)
that B. is a revenue B. and cannot be amended
in Sen., objection sustained, 1112.

Supply of Oil for the I. C. R : on inq. (Mr. Fer-
guson) the Min. of Justice refusing to accept a
statement of Mr. Ferguson's, rules that state-
ment must be accepted, 932.

Teinagami Ry Co. B.: on objection (Mr. Baker)
to Senator Power reading a petition which had
not been laid on table, ruled that it can be
made part of speech but should be laid on table,
878; on objection to M. of Sen. Clemow, ruled
that M. is in order, 887.

PERLEY, Hon. W. D.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne: on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption of

Address in reply to Speech from Throne ; im-
migration into the N. W. Ts., 38; the finances

of the Territorial Govt. 39; mainteinance of

schools, roads and bridgesin theN. W. Te., 39;
demands aid for the N. W. Govt. 40.

An Adjournment: on M. (Mr. Mills) rem., 434.

Administration of Justice in the N. W. Ts.: calls
attention to necessity for larger accommoda-
tion, 83.

Appointment of Warehouse Commissioners in
Man.: inq., 844.

Binder Twine and Barbed Wire Combine: inq.
191.
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Binder Twine and Barbed Wire Factories: inq.,
212, 222.

Branch Rys in Man. and N. W. Ts.: M. for re-
turn, 844.

Civil Service Act Amt. B.: rep from Com., 938.
Cox Divorce Bill, The: M. to adopt 2nd rep. of

Divorce Coin., 151.
Dismissal of Mr. Cornduff : inq. and rem., 814.
Duty on Petroleum, The: Petition presented and

read, 241.
Election irregularities: inq., 156.
Emergency Ration Investigation: inq., 1041.
Gen'l Inspection Act Amt. B.: In Coin. rem., 536;

on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R. and M. in amt.
(Mr. McCallum) 6 m. h., rem. 555.

Grain and Cattle Shipinents from St. John, N.B.:
inq. for statement, 117 ; complains of wasteful
expenditure on buildings, &c., in St. John, 117.

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B.: in Coin.
rem. on 5th cl., 734 ; on 26th cl., 737-738 ; on
31st cl., 740; on 34th cl. 750; on 36th cl., 753,
756 ; on el. 37a, 758, 774, 776-777, 780, 783; on
40th cl., 784, 785.

Grant in aid of Agriculture in N. W. Ts.: inq.,
193.

Great N. W. Central Ry Land Grant: inq., 396;
rem. 397.

Hereford's Ry. Co. B.: lst R.*, 164; 2nd R.*,
254; 3rd R.*, 401.

Interest Acts Amt. B.: On M. (Mr. Mills) for
2nd R., rem. 590.

Judgres of Provincial Courts Act Amt. B.: in
Com.: rein. 990.

Manitoba School Ques., Settlement: inq., 379;
rem., 393.

Manufacturers of Binder Twine: inq., 287.
Pacific Cable, The: on M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell)

to adopt resolution, rem., 187.
Penitentiary Binder Twine: inquiries, 191, 287,

324 ; rem., 326.
Railway Subsidies: inq., 193.
Royal Commission on the Grain Trade: inq., 193.
Schomberg and Aurora Ry. Co. B.: 2nd R., 796;

rein, 796; 3rd R.*, 863.
Seed Grain Indebtednesa Act Amt. B. ; on M.

(Mr. Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 542; 2nd R., 572.
Supply B. (2): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,

rem., 631.
Temagami Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Clemow) to

insist on amts., rem., 883.
Vote of Residents in N.W.T. : rem., 543, 544.
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr.

Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 706.

POIRIER, Hon. P.
Canadian Contingents Payment B.: on M. (Mr.

Mills) for 2nd R., rem. 408.
Chinese Immigration Restriction B. : in Coin.,

rem. on 18th cl., 870.

POIRIER, Hon. P.-Con.
General Inspection Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr.

Scott) for 3rd R., and M. in amt. (Mr. IcCal-
lun), rem., 555.

Land Grants.to Militia in the N. W. B. : rep.
from Com., 556.

Manitoba School Ques., The: on inq. (Mr. Lan-
dry) rem., 212.

Oyster Beds in Shediac Bay: inq., 495; rem.,
497, 498.

Patterson Divorce B.; on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R., and amt. (Mr. McMillan) 6 m. h.,
rem., 507.

Redistribution Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Milla>
for 2nd R., and amt. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell),
rem., 361-366.

Senate Reforn : inq., 40 ; reply to Min. of
Justice, 41.

Senators Deceased: the late Senators Lewin and
Bellerose, 163.

Usury B. : in Com. on cl. 3, rem., 527.

POWER, Hon. L. G.
Acadia Loan Corporation B.: 3rd R.*, 762.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne: on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption of
Address in reply to Speech from Throne, con-
gratulates mover and seconder of Address, 45;
prosperitytf the Dominion, 45; increase in the
volume of trade, 45; the tariff, 46 ; the South
African war, 47; the despatch of the Can. con-
tingents, 48; claims credit for Minister of
militia, 51; the press on the South African
war, 51; loyalty of French Canadians, 52; dis-
patch of second contingent to South Africa,
53; Lord Strathcona's contingent, 53; payment
of the Colonial contingents, 54 ; cold storage,
54 ; exports of Can. products, 56; exports of
cattle to the U. S., 51j; amts. to the Banking
laws, 57; rises to a ques. of privilege to make a
personal explanation re charge against Sir
Chas. Tupper, 82.

Atlantic and Lake Superior Ry. Co. B. : on M.
for 2rd R., (Mr. Owens) rem., 445.

British American Pulp and Paper Co. B. : on M.
(Mr. Landry) to concur in amts., rem., 568;
on 3rd R., rem., 570.

Buffalo Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. McCallum) for
2nd R., rem., 603.

Can. Loan and Investment Co. B. : on M. (Mr.
Clemow) for 2nd R., rem., 459.

Can. Steel Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Clemow) for con-
currence in Comnons amts., rem., 445.

Case of Lieut.-Col. White, The: on inq., (Sir
Mackenzie Bowell), rem., 205.

Chinese Immigration Restriction B. : on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 835; in Coin., rem. on
3rd cl., 865 ; on 6th cl., 866 ; on 12th cl., 865,
869 ; on 15th ch, 870 ; on 18th cl., 870 ; on 22nd
cl., 870; on 4th cl., 871.
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Constitutionality of Redistribution B.: defends
action of Solicitor General in obtaining opinion
of English counsel, 127.

Cox Divorce B., The: on M. (Mr. Perley) to
adopt 2nd Report of Divorce Coin., rem., 152-
154.

Criminal Code Aimt. B.: in Coin., rem., 412, 413,
415, 416, 419, 429, 430: on M. (Mr. Mills) to
amend rein., 435, 436; consdni. of H. of C.
amts., 651, 652, 654, 655, 656, 657, 658; on M.
(Mr. Mills) to recede f rom aints., 965, 968, 969,
972, 1009, 1011, 1014, 1016, 1017.

Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co. B.: lst R., 578; 2nd
R., 590; 3rd R.*, 684.

Dominion of Can. Rifle Association B.: in Coin.
rem., 683.

Election Law Aint. B.: th Coin., rem. on 41st
cl. 1056, 1058. On 48th cl., 1061, 1062: on 49th
cl., 1062: on 89th c., 1069: on 92nd cl., 1078;
on 96th cl., 1079: on 114th cl., 1081: on 140th
cl., 1086: on cl. 2 3a., 1122, 1144: on amt. to
90th cl., 1204: on M. (Mr. Ferguson) to insist
on ants., rem., 1211-1212, 1215.

Fire at Ottawa, The great. 456.
Frost & Wood Co., Relief B.: lst R.*, 538; M

for 2nîd R., and rem., 562, 563 ; 3rd R.*, 669.
Gas Inspection Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott)

for 2nd R., rem., 516.
Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Baker)

to adopt rep. fron Coin. on R., T. and H. and
M. in aint. (Mr. Dandurand) to refer rep. back
to Com., 611.

General Inspection Act Aint. B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 3rd R., remn., 545; on M. in amt.
(Mr. McCallum) 6 n. h. 553.

Gold Fields of the Klondike, The: Explanation,
252.

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B.: in Coin.,
rein. on 5th cl., 734; on 36th cl. 752; on cl.
37a., 774, 787.

Holiness Movement (or Chur ch) in Canada Incor-
poration B.: lst R.*, 422; on 2nd R., rein.,
431; on M. for 3rd R., rem., 467.

Inspection of Foreign Grain B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 517.

Interest Acts Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills) for
2nd R., rem., 589; in Coin., rem., 605, 606.

Irregularities in Payment of Fisheries Bounty:
on Inq. (Mr. Ferguson) rem., 767.

Judges of Provincial Courts Act Amt. B.: on M.
(Mr. Mills) to fix day for 2nd R., rem., 1196.

Judges of Provincial Courts B.: in Coin., rei.,
993, 999 : on M. (Mr. Mills) to recede from
amts., rem., 1158, 1172-1174.

Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry. Co. B.: lst
R.*, 459 ; 2nd R.*, 463.

Lake Superior and Hudson's Bay Ry. Co. B.: 2nd
R., 762.

POWER, Hon. L. G.--Con.
Land Grants to Militia in N.W. B.: in Coin.,

rem., 556.
Land Titles Act Amt. B.: in Comn., rem., 580;

on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., rem., 670.
Live Stock Record Associations B.: in Coin.,

rem., 582.
Man. School Ques.: on Inq. (Mr. Perley) and

reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 382-386; on inq. (Mr.
Landry) rem., 677-679.

Merchants' Bank of Halifax B.: lst R.*, 428;
2nd R., 436; 3rd R.*, 459.

Merchants' Bank of Halifax B.: lst R.*, 577;
2nd R., 582, 583 ; 3rd R.*, 661.

Militia Act Amt. B. : in Coin., rem. on 1st cl.,
1113.

Miscellaneous Private B. Coin. : on M. (Mr.
Mills) to suspend rules, rem., 817.

Montreal Bridge Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Owens) for
2nd R., rem., 289.

Morris and Portage Ry. Co. Incorporation B.:
1st R. *, 422 ; 2nd R.', 431.

N. S. Steel Co. B.: on Rep. of Coin. on B. and
C. ; Rem., 539 ; 3rd R.*, 558.

N. W. Mounted Police in South Africa B. : on
M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R., rem., 446, 447.

Ont. Power Co. of Niagara Falls B.: on M. (Mr.
Clenow) for 2nd R., rem., 562.

Pacific Cable, The: on M. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) to adopt resolution, rem., 181-186.

Paris Exposition, The: on Inq. (Mr. Ferguson)
and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 249.

Patterson Divorce B.: on M. (Mr. Cleiow) for
3rd R., and amt. (Mr. McMillan) 6 m. h., rem.,
504.

Pilotage Act Amt. B.: in Coin., rem. on 3rd cl.,
948, 949, 951, 972; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd
R., rem., 983, 984-986.

Point of Order, A: on M. (M. Landry) to correct
minutes, and point of order raised by Min.
Just., rem., 727, 730.

Political Criais in B. C., The: 142.
P. O. Act Amt. B. : in Com., rem., 1110.
Proportionate Reprein. of Shareholders B.: on

M. (Mr. Lougheed) to discharge order, rein.,
662.

Quebec Bridge Co. B.: on suggestion of (Mr.
Landry) to correct error in minutes of proceed-
ings, rem., 447.

Ry. Act Amt. B. : in Coin., rem. on 3rd cl.,
1043; on 2nd cl., 1044: on 1Oth cl., 1046; on
11th cl., 1047, 1048, 1049, 1118 ; on last cl., 1130.

Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co. B. : on M.
(Mr. Watson) for 3rd R., rem. 786.

Represn. of Yukon Dist. in Parl. : on Inq. (Mr.
Ferguson) rem., 218.

Royal Marine Insurance Co. B. : M. (in ahbence
of Mr. Dandurand) for 3rd R. 559,

Royal Trust Co. B. : on M. (Mr Macdonald, B.
C.) for 2nd R., rem., 155.
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POWER. Hon. L. G.-Con.

Salisbury and Harvey Ry. Co. B.: 3rd R.*, 770.
Savings Banks in the P. Q. B. : on M. (Mr. Mills)

for 2nd R., rem., 831, 832; in Coin. on 2nd cl.,
844; on 19th cl., 845; on 20th cl., 846, 848, 849.

Schomberg and Aurora Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr.
Kirchhoffer) to restore B. to Order Paper, 770.

Speaker's Rulings on Inquiries, The: on M. (Mr.
Landry) rem., 680.

Supply of Oil for the I. C. R. : on Inq. (Mr. Fer-
guson) rein., 930.

Temagami Ry. Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R., and amt. (Mr. Kerr) to refer B. back to
Com. on R., T. & H., rem., 822; on M. (Mr.
Clemow) to insist on amts., rem., 873, 874-877,
879, 887.

Ticket of Leave Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Mills)
for 2nd R. rem., The Ollie Mann case, 137;
convicts too well treated, 138.

Toronto Hotel Co. B.: on M. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) for 2nd R., rem., 574 ; on rep. from
Coin. on B. & C., (Mr. Allan) rem., 591.

Trade Disputes Settlement B. : in Coin., rem.,
on 7th cl., 1023, 1088 ; on 10th cl., 1089, 1090.

Usury B. : in Coin., rem. on 1st cl., 522; on 2nd
cl., 523, 524 ; on 3rd cl., 526, 527 ; on 5th cl.,
530; on 7th cl., 532.

Weights & Measures Act Amt. B. : in Coi., rem.
on 4th cl., 788, 790; on 3rd cl., 791, 792, 793.

Yarmouth Steamship Co. B. : on M. (Mr. Lovitt)
for 2nd R., rein., 862.

PRIMROSE, Hon. Clarence.
Address in reply to Speech from Throne : on M.

(Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption of
address in reply to speech from Throne, rem.:
prosperity of the country, 67 ; Canada's part in
the South African War, 68; censures Govt. for
delay in sending Can. contingents, 68; defends
Sir Chas. Tupper from attack, 63 ; commends
Sir Chas. Tupper for combating relgious and
race bigotry, 70; eulogizes Lord Strathcona for
his patriotism, 71 ; Preferential Tariff, 71 ; pay-
ment of Can. contingents, 71; cold stcrage,
71; reduction of postal rates, 71; trade with
West Indies, 71; immigration, 72; improve-
ment of the Canal systein, 72 ; decennial cen-
sus, 72; war in South Africa, 72.

Adjournment, An: on M. (Mr. Milis) rem., 435.
Dismissal of Lieut.-Gov. MeInnes: on M. (Sir

MaQkenzie Bowell) for return, rem. 862.
Election Law Amt. B.: in Coin., rem. on 41st

cl., 1056, 1057.
Judges of Provincial Courts Act Amt. B.: in

Coin., rem., 998. .
N. S. Steel Co. B. : on rep. of Coin. on B. and

C., rem., 540.
Pilotage Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd

R., rem., 978, 981, 986.
Ry. Act Amt. B. : in Coin., rei. on 11th cl.,

1048.

PRIMROSE, Hon. Clarence-Con.
Schomberg and Aurora Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr.

Kirchhoffer) to restore B. to order paper, rem.,
769 ; 2nd R., 797.

Supply B. (3): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,
rem., 863.

Temagami Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R., and aint. (Mr. Kerr) to refer B. back
to Coin. on R. T. and H., rei., 827.

Unloading of Cars on I. C. R. : on M. (Mr.
Wood) for return, rem., 708, 710.

PROWSE, Hon. S.
Adjournment, A proposed : objects to adjourn-

ment of Senate until address in reply to speech
from the Throne is disposed of, 82.

Anderson Relief B.: on rep. from Coni. on M. P.
B., rem., 842.

Appointnent of Comittee of Selection, 62.
Chines.e Immigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.

Scott) for 2nd R., rein., 836; in Coin., rem. on
24th cl., 870; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R.,
rem., 914.

Claims for Refund of Duty on Fish: inq., 161.
Congregation of the Most Holy Redeemer incor-

poration Bill: on M. for 2nd R. (Mr. Bernier)
rem., 401.

Cox Divorce Bill: on M. (Mr. Perley) for adop-
tion of 2nd report of Divorce Committe, rem.,
152.

Criminal Code Amt. B.: in Coi., rem., 430; in
Coin. on M. (Mr. Mills) to amend, rem., 435;
Con. of H. of C., amts., 658.

Disnissal of Lieut.-Governor McInnes: on con-
fidential correspondence submitted (Mr. Scott)
915.

Election Irregularities: on Inq. (Mr. Perley)
rem., 158.

Expropriation Act Anit. B.: on M. (Mr. Scott)
for 2nd R., rem., 558.

Fire at Ottawa, The Great, 456.
Irregularities in Payment of Fisheries Bounty:

on Inq. (Mr. Ferguson) rem., 767.
Man. School Ques., The: on inq. (Mr. Landry)

rem., 677.
Paris Exposition, The: on Inq. (Mr. Ferguson)

and reply (Mr. Mills) rem., 249; on M. (Mr.
Ferguson) for return, rem., 806.

Point of Order, A: on M. (Mr. Landry) to cor-
rect minutes, and point of order raised by Min.
of Justice, rem., 727.

Redistribution Aint. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills) for
2nd R. and amt. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell), rem.,
352-356.

Standing Committees, The: objects that the
report of the Coin. of Selection has not been
read in full, 66.

Supply B. (2): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,
rem., 630.

Timagami Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) to
insist on amts., rem., 873.
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PROWSE, Hon. S.-Con.
War in South Africa, The: rem., 400.
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.: in Coin.,

rem. on lst cl., 722; on 2nd cl., 723.

REID, Hon. James.
Comox and Cape Scott Ry. Co. B.: lst R.*, 440.

SCOTT, Hon. R. W. (Secretary of State).
Address in Reply to Speech from Throne: on

M. (Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption
of address in reply to speech from Throne:
Explanation of delay in bringing down
papers re South African war, 19 ; explains
course of Govt. in sending contingent to South
Af., 94; compares attitude and cond uct of other
colonies with course followed by Canada, 96;
claims that Canada acted more promptly than
any other part of the Empire, 100; coasting
trade on the lakes, 101; improvement of the
St. Lawrence canais, 102.

Adjoumnment: on M. to adjn. froin April 27 to
May 2, 460.

Buffalo Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for
3rd R. and M. (Mr. McCallum) in amt. 6 m. h.,
rem., 695.

Canadian Steel Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) that
amts. be concurred in, rem., 439; on M. (Mr.
Clemow) to concur in H. of C. amts., rem., 446.

Case of Lieut.-Col. White, The: replies to inq.
(Sir Mackenzie Bowell), 191, 199, 207, 218; on
M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) for return, rein.,
442; on M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) being
called, reads letter froin Min. of Militia, 461;
replies to inq. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell), 464.

Castings for P.E.I. Ry.: reply to inq. (Sir Mac.
kenzie Bowell in absence of Mr. Ferguson) 520.

Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: lst R., 815;
2nd R. and rem., 832; in Coin., 863; on 3rd
cl., 864; on 24th cl., 871; on 4th cl., 888; on
6th cl., 888; 3rd R., 913.

Civil Service Act Amt. B.: 1st R.*, 787 ; 2nd R.,
854; in Coin., 936; rein. on 2nd cl., 936; on
8th cl., 937; 3rd R.*, 938.

Claims for Refund of Duty on Fish: reply to
Inq. (Mr. Prowse), 162.

Claim of E. J. Walsh, C.E., The: on M. Sir
Mackenzie Bowell), rem., 443.

Cold Storage Contracts B.: lt R., 577; 2nd R.,
585, 586, 587; in Coin., 604, 622, 625, 626; 3rd
R., 668.

Companies Clauses Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 3rd R., rem., 700.

Copyright Act Amt. B.: 1st R.*, 913; 2nd R.*,
938; in Coin., 974; rem., 974, 975; 3rd R.*,
975.

Criminal Code Amt. B.: in Coin., rem., 419;
consdn. of H. of C. aints., 649, 651; on M.
(Mr. Mills) to recede from aints., rem., 965,
971, 10(6, 1010, 1015.

Customs Tariff Act, 1897, Amt. B.: in Coin.,
rem. on lt el., 894-899.

SCOTT, R. W. (Secretary of State)-con.
Delayed Returns: Branch Rys. in P.E.I., 620,

686, 719, 818; Gaspe Short Line Ry., 519, 520,
544, 635, 636, 725, Man. School Ques., 545, 558,
578,635, 725, 743, 1201 ; Montmagny P.O., 578,
1202; Paris Exposition, 1092 ; Sorel and Drum-
mond Ry., 544, 558; sales of school lands in
Man., 725; dismissals of Govt. officiais, 500 ;
cor. between Col. Hughes and Gen. Hutton,
411.

Dismissal of Lieut.-Governor McInnes: on M.
(Sir Mackenzie Bowell) for ret., rem, 858-860 ;
submits confidential cor., 938; rein., 938-914.

Dismissal of Mercier's Ministry, The, 148.
Dom. of Can. Rifle Association B. : lst R.*, 649:

2nd R., 671; in Coin., 685; 3rd R.*, 701.
Dredging at St. Michael's Wharf: replies to inq.

(Mr. Landry), 461.

Eleetion Irregularities: on inq. (Mr. Perley), 156.
Election Law Amt. B. : in Coin., rem. on 22nd

cl., 1054, 1087 ; on 41st cl., 1055, 1058 ; on 48th
cl., 1060; on 64th cl., 1065; on 69th el, 1093,
1094, 1095, 1097, 1098; on M. (Mr. Ferguson)
to insist on aints., rem., 1210, 1212, 1213.

Expropriation Act Aint. B.: lst R., 578: 2nd R.,
587, 588; in Coin., 604, 608; 3rd R.*, 661.

Fire at Ottawa, The great, 454, 459.
Frost & Wood Co. Relief B.: on M. (Mr. Power)

for 2nd R., rem., -564.
Gas Inspection Act Amt. B. : lst R.*, 494; 2nd

R., 515; rem., 516; in Coin., 533, 536; M. for
3rd R., 545 ; rem., 545, 546.

General Inspection Act Ant. B.: lst R.*, 491;
2nd R., 516; in Coni., 533.

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B : 1st R., 590;
2nd R., 607; in Coin., 684, 733, 740, 750; rem.,
on cl. 34, 751-; on cl. 36, 751, 752, 754; on cl.
37a, 756, 758, 760, 770-771, 773, 775 ; on 40th
cl., 784, 785; M. Co refer B. back to Coin., 787;
in Coin., rem., 787 ; 3rd R.*, 818.

Grand Trunk Ry. Indebtedness: reply to Inq.
(Mr. Perley), 819.

Inscribed Stock of Can. in United Kingdom B:
lst R.*, 577; 2nd R., 583; 3rd R.. 602.

Inspection of Foreign Grain B.: lt R.*, 499;
2nd R., 517 ; in Coin., rem., 556; 3rd R.*, 556.

Judges of Provincial Courts Act Amt. B. : in
Coin., rem., 997 ; on M. (Mr. Milla) to reconsi-
der amts., rem., 1004.

Judges of Provincial Courts Act Aint B. (2): on
M. (M. Mills) to fix day for 2nd R.. rem., 1196.
On M. (M. Mills) for 2nd R. and objection (Mr.
Landry), rem., 1202.

Land Titles Act, 1894, Amt, B.: lt R.*, 567;
2nd R., 574; in Com., rem., 580, 581; 3rd R.,
660, 669, 670, 684.

Letters sent to Europe: reply to inq. (Mr. Lan.
dry), 494.
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SCOTT, R. W. (Secretary of State)-Con.

Live Stock Record Associations B.: lst R.*,541;
2nd R., 564 ; rei., 565; in Coin., rem., 574, 575,
576, 581, 582; 3rd R.*, C02.

Loan Co.'s Act Amt B. ; 2nd R., 465.
Mail Service on the Intercolonial, The: reply to

complaint of Mr. Landry, 452.
Manitoba School Question. : reply to Inq. (Mr.

Landry), 462; on. M. (Mr. Landry), rem., 478.
Miscellaneous Private Bills Com. : on M. (Mr.

Mills) to suspend rules, rem., 816.
National Sanitarium Association B.: lst R.*, 459;

2nd R., 463.
N.S. Steel Co. B.: on rep. of Coin. on B. and C.,

rem., 540; on M. (Mr. McKay) for 2nd R.,
rem., 465.

Ottawa-Hull Fire Relief B.: lst R.*, 464;
2nd R., 464; 3rd R.*, 464.

Ottawa and Hull Fire Relief Fund B. ; in Coin.,
rem., 683.

Oyster Beds in Shediac Bay: reply to Inq. (Mr.
Poirier), 496; rem., 497.

Pacific Cable, The: reply to Inq. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) for ret., 156; on M. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) to adopt resolution, 158-190. On refer-
ence to despatch in London Times (Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell), rem., 719.

Paris Exposition, The: on Inq. (Mr.'Ferguson)
and reply (Mr. Mills), rem., 246; on M. (Mr.
Ferguson) for ret., rem., 807, 808.

Penitentiary Binder Twine: reply to Inq. (Mr.
Kirchhoffer), 462.

Pilotage Act Amt. B. : 1st R.*, 888 ; 2nd R.*,
938; in Coin., 947; rem. on 3rd cl., 949, 950,
972; 3rd R., 976, 987.

P. O. Act Ant. Bill: lst R.*, 1037; 2nd R.,
1090 ; in Coin., rem. 1099, 1104, 1113.

Post Office at Montmagny: re-plies to Inqs.
(Mr. Landry) 462, 465, 467; on tnq. (Mr.
Landry) requests postponement, 479; reply,
482; explains delay in bringing down return,
483.

Que. Bridge, The: reply to Inq. (Mr. Landry)
620, 641, 648, 687.

Que. Harbour C,>mmission B.: on M. (Mr. Milis)
for 2nd R., rem., 1190, 1193; in Com. on 2nd
cl., rem., 1193, 1194, 1195; 3rd R., 1195.

Ry. Act Amt. B.: lst R., 975; 2nd R., 1001;
in Coin., 1043 ; rem., on cl. 37a, 1043, 1044, on
2nd cl., 1043, on 4th cl., 1044, un 8th cl., 1044,
on 10th cl., 1045, on llth cl., 1047, on 12th cl.,
1048, 1049, 1051, 1117, on last cl., 1129, 1131,
on 12th cl., 1149.

Redistribution Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills)
for 2nd R.. and amt. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell)
6 m. h. rem., 278-286; after division calls
attention to the fact that Mr. O'Donohoe's
vote was improperly recorded, 377, 378.

Re-opening of Trade on South-Eastern Ry.: re-
quests postponement of Inq. (Mr. Landry) 495,

SCOTT, R. W. (Secretary of State)--Con.
Repairs to North Cape Lighthouse: reply to

Inq. (Mr. Ferguson) 433.
Returns, Incompiete: on Inqs. (Sir Mackenzie

Bowell and Mr. Ferguson) 224, 253.
San José Scale Act Amt. B.: M. for lst, 2nd

and 3rd Rs., 433.
Savings Banks in the P.Q., B.: on M. (Mr.

Mills) for lst R., rem., 798.
Seed Grain Indebtedness Act Amt. Bill: lst R.,

542; 2nd R., 572; in Coin., 573; 3rd R.*, 573.
Senators Lewin and Bellerose, The Late: rem.,

162.
Size of Apple Barrels, The: on Inq. (Mr.

Ferguson) 221.
Supply of oil for the I. C. R.: reply to Inq.

(Mr. Ferguson) 463; on Inq. (Mr. Ferguson)
rem., 786.

Temagami Ry. Co. Bill: on M. (Mr. Clemow)
for 3rd R., and amt. (Mr. Kerr) to refer bill
back to Coin. on Rys. T's and H's., rem., 828;
on affidavits re alleged petition of Council of
Sturgeon Falls, rem., 1003.

Tenders for Tignish Breakwater: reply to Inq.
(Mr. Ferguson) 433, 518.

Ticket-of-Leave Act Amt. B.: on M. (Mr.
Mills) for 2nd R.. rem.: The Ollie Mann case,
134; the B. applies to very limited numbers
134; in Coin., 151.

Trade Disputes Settlement B.: lt R.*, 975; 2nd
R., 1000; in Coin., 1020; rem., on 3rd cl., 1020,
1021, 1022; on 7th cl., 1022, 1024, 1025, 1088;
on 10th cl., 1088 ; 3rd R.*, 1090.

Traffic on the I. C. R. : Replies to complaints of
irregularities, 452.

Travelling Allowances to Judges in B.C.: re-
ply to Inq. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) 479.

Usury Bill: in Coin., Renarks on lst cl., 522.

SHEHYN, Hon. Joseph.
Introduced, 40.

SNOWBALL, Hon. Jabez B.
Accident and Quarantee Co. of Can. B.: 2nd

R.*, 582.
Bank Act Amt. B. : Rep. from Coin., 666.
Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B.: rep. from

Coin., 741, 762, 786, 787.
Oyster Beds in Shediac Bay: on Inq. (Mr.

Poirier) rem., 498.
Safety of Ships Act Aint. B.: Rep. from Coin.,

685.
Unloading of Cars on I.C.R.: on M. (Mr. Wood)

for return, rein., 709.
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.: in Coin.,

rem. on 4th cl., 724.

TEMPLEMAN, Hon. William.
Bank Act Amt. B.: Rep. from Coin., 1000.
Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.

Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 840-842, 849, 852; on
M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., rem., 913, 914.
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TEMPLEMAN, Hon. William-Con.

Comox and Cape Scott Ry. Co. B.: 2nd R., 463.
Dismissal of Lieut.-Governor McInnes: on con-

fidential correspondence submitted, rem., 945;
inq., 1026.

Live Stock Record Associations B.: Rep. from
Coin., 577, 582,

THIBAUDEAU, Hon. J. R. (Rigaud).
Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co.: on M. (Mr. Baker) to

adopt rep. of Coin. on R., T. and H. and
amit. (Mr. Dandurand) to refer rep. back to
Coin., rem., 639.

Judges of Provincial Courts B.: on objection
(Mr. Landry) to vote of Senate Paquet, rem.,
1183.

Ry. Act Amt. B.: in Coin., rein. on 12th cl.,
1149.

VIDAL, Hon. A.
Can. National Transporation Co. B.: on M. (Mr.

Kerr) to refer B. back to Coin. on R., T. and
H., rem., 747.

Chinese Immigration Restriction B.: on M. (Mr.
Scott) for 2nd R., rem., 836.

Criminal Code Amt. B.: Rep. from Con., 436.
Election Law Amt. B.: in Coin., rein. on 48th

cl., 1060.
Post Office Act Amt. B.: in Coin., rei., 1111.
Redistribution Act Ait. B.: on M. (Mr. Mills)

for 2nd R. and ant. (Sir Mackenzie Bowe.ll)
rem., 336-340.

Temagami Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) for
3rd R. and amt. (Mr. Kerr) t- refer B. back to
Coin. on R., T. and H., rem., 822; on M. (Mr.
Clemow) to insist on amts., rem., 878.

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.: in Coin.,
rein. on 4th cl., 724.

WATSON, Hon. R.
Algoma Central Ry. Co. B.: lst R.*, 577; 2nd

R., 585; 3rd R.*, 684.
Assiniboine Water Power Utilization B.: 1st R.,

577; 2nd R.*, 582; 3rd R.*, 684.
Can. National Transportation Co. B.: on M. (Mr.

Kerr) to refer B. back to Coni. on R. T. and H.,
rem., 747-750.

Election Law Amt. B.: in Coin., rem. on 41t cl.,
1057, 1058; on 114th cl., 1082.

Genl. Inspection Act Amt. B.: in Com., rem.,
534; on M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R. and M. in
ant. (Mr. McCalluin) 6 in. h., rein., 547.

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B.: in Coin.,
rem. on 21st cl., 736; on 31st cl., 747; on 36th
cl., 756; on cl. 37a, 771-773, 781-783.

Introduced, 8.
Judges of Provincial Courts B.: on objection

(Mr. Landry) to vote of Senator Paquet, rem.,
1[83.

Lake Superior and Hudson Bay Ry. Co. B.: lst
R.*, 742; Srd R.*, 863.

Man. School Ques., The: on inq. (Mr. Landry)
rem., 675, 676.

WATSON, Hon. R.-Con.
Manitoulin and North Shore Ry. Co. B.: lst

R.*, 541 ; 2nd R., 566 ; 3rd R.*, 684.
Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co. B.: lst R.,

482; 2nd R., 507, 509; 3rd R., 786.
Supply B. (2): on M. (Mr. Mills) for 2nd R.,

rem., 632, 633.
Temagami Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Clemow) for

3rd R. and amt. (Mr. Kerr) to refer B. back to
Coin. on R. T. and H., rem., 829-830; on M.
(Mr. Clemow) to insist on amts, rem., 884-885
886.

WOOD, Hon. J.
Buffalo Ry. Co. B.: on M. (Mr. Lougheed) for

2nd R., and M. (Mr. McCallum) in amt. 6 m.
h., rem., 691.

Cold Storage Contracts B. : on M. (Mr. Scott)
for 2nd R., rem., 586, 587.

Cox Divorce Bill, The: on M. (Mr. Perley) to
adopt 2nd; Report of Divorce Coin., rem., 154.

Demurrage on I. C. R. cars: Inq., 706.
Freight on the Intercolonial Ry. : M. for return

479.
Grain and Cattle Shipments from St. John N. B.:

on inq. (Mr. Perley) for statement of grain and
cattle shipments from St. John N. B., denies
that accommodation at St. John is sufficient
for export trade, 118.

Grain Trade Inspection in Man. B. : in Coin.,
rem. on cl., 37a, 783.

Interest Act Amt. B.: in Coin., 605, 606.
Live Stock Record Assocns. B. : In Coin., rem.,

575, 576.
Oyster Beds in Shediac Bay: on Inq. (Mr.

Poirier) rem., 497, 498.
Redistribution Act Amt. B. : on M. (Mr. Mills)

for 2nd R. and amt. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 6
m. h., M. to adjourn debate, 286; rem., 290-
299.

Savings Banks in the P. Q. B. : in Coin., rem.
on 19th cl., 845; on 20th cl., 847, 848.

Unloading of Cars on I. C. R. : M. 706, rem.
706-708.

Weights and Measures Act Ait. B.: in Coin.,
rem. on 4th cl. 789, 795.

YEO, Hon. John.
Inspection of Foreign Grain B. : Rep. froin Coin.,

556.
Trade Disputes Settlement B.: in Coin., rem. on

11th cl., 1025; rep. froin Coin. 1090.

YOUNG, Hon. F.
Election Law Amnt. B.: Rep. froin Coin., 1058,

1087, 1098, 1123, 1129, 1149.
Grain Trade inspection in Man. B. : in Coin.,

rem. on 24th cl., 736; on 26th cl., 737, 739; on
34th cl., 850; on 36th cl., 753, 755; on cl.
37a, 773, 777-779, 780 ; on 39th cl., 784; on 44th
cl., 785; on 53rd cl., 785, 786.

Introduced, 8.
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PART II-SUBJECTS.

Acadia Loan Corporation B. (116)-Mr.
Lougheed. 1st R., 620; 2nd R.*, 661; 3rd R.*,
762. (63,-64 V., c. 86.

Accident and Guarantee Co. B. (81)-Mr.
Casgrain, de Lanaudière. let R., 577; 2nd R.*,
582; SrI R.*, 720. (63-64 V., c. 87.)

ADDRESS IN REPLY TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE:

Speech reported in extenso, 1.
M. (Mr. Mille) for consdn. of Address on Mon-

day, February 5th, agreed to, 3.
M. (Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière) for adoption

of Address, 6; M. seconded (Mr. Burpee), 6.
Debated, Mr. Casgrain, 3-6; Mr. Burpee, 6-8;
Sir M. Bowell, 8-19; Mr. Scott, 19; M. (Mr.
Mille) to adjn. Debate agreed to, 19. Debate
resumed, Mr. Mille, 20-28; Mr. Ferguson,
29-38; Mr. Perley, 38-40; M. (Mr. McCallum)
to adjn. Debate agreed to, 40. Debate resumed,
Mr. McCallum, 41-45; Mr. Power, 45--57; Mr.
Macdonald (B.C.), 57-59; Mr. Almon, 59; Mr.
Bernier, 59-61; M. (Mr. Primrose) to adjn.
Debate agreed to, 61. Debate resumed, Mr.
Prinrose, 67-73; Mr. Miller, 73-78; Mr. Dever,
78-82; M. (Mr. Kerr) to adjn. Debate agreed
to, 82. Debate resumed, Mr. Kerr, 86-94;
Mr. Scott, 94-103; Mr. Clemow, 103-108; M.
to adopt Address agreed to, 108.

Subjects referred to in Debate:
Loyalty of the Can. people: Mr. Casgrain (de

Lanaudière), 3; Sir M. Bowell, 9; Mr. Fer.
guson, 36; Mr. McCallum, 43; Mr. Power,
53; Mr. Almon,'59; Mr. Dever, 79; Mr.
Clemow, 107.

Prosperty of the country: Mr. Casgrain ide
Lanaudière), 4; Mr. Burpee, 6; Sir M.
Bowell, 19: Mr. Mille, 22; Mr. Ferguson,
29; Mr. McCallum, 49; Mr. Power, 45; Mr.
Bernier, 60; Mr. Primrose, 67; Mr. Miller,
77; Mr. Dever, 80; Mr. Kerr, 89; Mr.
Clemow, 103.

The St. Lawrence Canals and the Shipping
Trade: Mr. Casgrain (de Lanaudière), 4; Sir
M. Bowell, 17; Mr. McCallum, 42; Mr.
Primrose, 72; Mr. Scott, 101; Mr. Clemow,
104.

The war in South Africa; Mr. Casgrain (de
Lanaudière), 5: Mr. Burpee, 6; Sir M.
Bowell, 8, il; Mr. Mille, 20, 25; Mr. Fer-
gason, 31; Mr. McCallum, 42, 44; Mr.
Power, 47; Mr. Mc-Donald (B.C.), 57; Mr.
Bernier, 59; Mr. Primrose, 68, 72; Mr.
Miller, 73; Mr. Dever, 80; Mr. Kerr, 91;
Mr. Scott, 94; Mr. Clemow, 105.
79 1

ADDRESS IN REPLY TO SPEECH FROM THE THRoNE-Cor.

Sobjects referred to in Debate.-Con.

The Preferential Tariff : Mr. Burpee, 7; Sir
M. Bowell, 9; Mr. Kerr, 87.

Immigration: Mr. Burpee, 8; Sir M. Bowell,
18; Mr. Mille, 23; Mr. Fergusen, 30; Mr.
Perley, 39; Mr. Primrose, 72.

Binder Twine: Sir M. Bowell, 10; Mr. Mille,
23; Mr. McCallum, 43.

The Census: Sir M. Bowell, 19; Mr. Fergu-
son, 37.

The Independence of Parlt. : Mr. Ferguson, 37.
Cold Storage ; Sir M. Bowell, 9 ; Mr. Fergu-

son, 30; Mr. Power, 54.
The Man. School Ques. : Mr. Bernier, 60; Mr.

Kerr, 88.
The record of Sir Chas. Tupper: Mr. Power,

48; Mr. Priumrose, 69; Mr. Miller, 75; Mr.
Dever, 78.

The Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal: Mr.
Clemow, 104.

ADJOURNMENTS: M. (Mr. Mille) to adjn. from Feb.
9th to Feb. 27th, postponed, 82.

- M. (Mr. Mille) to adjn. from Feb. 9th to
March let, 108. M. adopted, 109.

- M. (Mr. Mille) to adjn. from Marth 8th to
March 13th. 159.

- M. (Mr. Mille), 434. Remarks: Mr. Miller,
434; Mr. Clemow, 435. M. amended and adopt-
ed, 435.

- M. (Mr. Scott), 460. Remarks: Sir M. Bowell,
Mr. Kerr, 461. M. amended and adopted, 461.

- Inq. Mr. Lougheed), 556; Reply (Mr. Mille).
Remarks: Mr. Almon, Sir M. Bowell and Mr.
Mille, 557.

-- M. (Mr. Casgrain) to adin. froni May 17th to
June 4th, 557. After discussion, allowed to stand,
558.

- M. (Mr. Casgrain) to adjn. from May 17th to
June 4th, 569. Remarks: Mr. Mille and Sir M.
Bowell, 569; Mesrs. Bolduc, Baker, Clemow and
Lougheed, 570. M. amended to adjn. to June
6th and adopted, 570.

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN N.W.T.'s: Mr. Per.
ley calle attention to necessity of increased
accommodation, 83.

Admiralty Act Amt. B. (P)-Mr. Mille. lt
R., 409; 2nd R., 436; 3rd R.*, 437. (63-64 V.
c. 45.)

AGRICULTURE IN N.W.T.'s, GRANT IN AID OF. s
N.W.T.'e, grant in aid of agriculture in, 193.

ALBERTON AND KILDARE POSTAL SERVICE: Inq. (Mr.
Ferguson) poetponed, 212.
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Algoma Central Ry. Co. B. (125)-Mr.

Watson. Ist R., 577; 2nd R., 585; 3rd R*, 684.
(63-64 V., c. 49.)

Anderson, J. W., Relief B. (108)-Mr. Perley.
lst R., 620; 2nd R.*, 661; 3rd R., 938. (63-64
V., c. 88.)

APPLE BARRELS, SIZE OF: Inq. (Mr. Ferguson), 220.
Reply (Mr. Mills), 221. Remarks: Messrs. Scott,
Ferguson and McCallum, 221.

APPOINTMENT OF WAREHOUSE COMMISSIONERS IN
Mix. Sec Warehouse Commissioners in Man.,
appointment of, 844.

Assiniboine Water Power Utilization B.
(146)-Mr. Watson. lst R., 577 ; 2nd R.*, 582;
3rd R.*, 684. (63-64 V., c. 123.)

Atlantic and Lake Superior Ry. Co. B. (J)
- Mr. Owens. lst R., 196; 2nd R *, 289; 3rd
R., 445.

Bank Act Amt. B. (163)-Mr. Mills. 1st R.,
590 ; 2nd R., 664; 3rd R., 666. (63-64 V., c. 26.)

Bank Act, 1900, Amt. B. (Y)-Mr. Mills. lst
R., 946; 2nd R., 1000; 3rd R., 1000. (63-64 V.,
c. 27.)

BANKING AND COMMERCE, the Coni. on: M. (Mr.
Mill)s to appoint Sen. Power in place of Sen.
Lewin, deceased, 482.

Banque Jacques Cartier B. (67)-Mr. Mc-
Millan. lst R., 428; 2nd R.*, 436; 3rd R.*,
448. (63-64 V., c. 102.)

Bay of Quinté Ry. Co. B. (84)-Mr. Lovitt.
1st R., 440; 2nd R.*, 450; 3rd R.*, 480. (63-64
V., c. 50.)

BELLEROSE, HON. MR. Sec Senators deceased (162).
BILLS ASSENTED> TO, 437, 469, 661, 946, 1220.
BILLS-Seriatin:

(A) For the relief of Edwin James Cox (Mr. Long-
heed). Introduced, 82; second report of Com.
adopted, 151 ; fourth report of Con. presented
(Mr. Kirchhoffer), 165; 2nd R., 196; 3rd R.*,
401. R. A., 662. (c. 125).

(B) To amend the Act to provide for the con-
ditional liberation of penty. convicts(Mr. Mills).
Introduced, 111; 2nd R., 130; reported from
Com. 151; 3rd R.*, 155. R. A., 469. (c. 48).

(C) Respecting the Supreme Court of the N. W.
T's. (Mr. Mills). Introduced, 112; 2nd R.,
139; reported from Com. 151; 3rd R. *, 155.
R. A., 469. (c. 44.)

(D) Respecting the Royal Trust Co. (Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.) Introduced, 117; 2nd R., 155;
reported f rom Com., on B. & C. (Mr. Allen)
and B. withdrawn, 579.

(E) For the relief of Catherine, Cecilia Lyons (Mr.
Clemow). Introduced, 143; 2nd R.*, 253; 3rd
R.*, 440. R. A., 662. (c. 128.)

BILLS-Seriatim-Continued.

(F) Respecting the Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian
Bay Canal Co. (Mr. Clemow). Introduced,
164 ; 2nd R.*, 195 ; 3rd R.*, 400. R. A., 469.
(c. 106.)

(G) To incorporate the Can., Steel Co. (Mr.
Clemow). Introduced, 165; 2nd R., 196; 3rd
R.*, 400; returned fron H. of C. with amts.
and M. to concur in aints., 439; Remarks,
Messrs. Ferguson, Scott and Mills, 439; consi-
deration of amts., posponed, 440; amts., con-
curred in, 445. R. A., 469. (c. 94).

(H) Respecting the Gyreat Eastern Ry. Co. (Mr.
Owens). Introduced, 196; 2nd R.*, 289; 3rd
R. *, 567 ; M. to refund fees agreed to, 888.

(I) Respecting the Montreal Bridge Co. (Mr.
Owens). Introduced, 196; 2nd R., 289; 3rd
R.*, 567; to refund fees agreed to, 888.

(J) Respecting the Atlantic and Lake Superior
Ry. Co. (Mr. Owens). Introduced, 196; 2nd
R.*, 289 ; 3rd R., 445.

(K) Further to amend the Criminal Code, 1892
(Mr. Mills). Introduced, 220; 2nd R., 289; in
Com., 411; After discussion- progress reported,
421; Consideration resumed in Com., 429;
After discussion progress reported, 431; Con-
sideration resumed in Coin., 435; B. reported
and 3rd R., 436 ; Consideration of C. amts.,
after discussion, postponed, 603 ; C. amts.,
considered, 649 ; M. (Mr. Mills) to amend lst
amt., after discussion agreed to, 649; M. (Mr.
Mills) to adopt 2nd amt., 649 ; M. (Mr. Power)
in ant., that C. amt., be not concurred in,
651 ; Amt., to M. agreed to, 652 : M. (Mr. Mills)
to adopt 3rd amt., 652; M. (Mr. Power) that
amt., be not concurred in, after discussion, ad-
opted, c. 13, n.c., 9,,655 ; After discussion, re-
mainng H. of C. amts., concurred in, 659; M.
(Mr. Mills) to return B. to H. of C. agreed to,
685 ; B. returned from H. of C., 871; M. to con-
sider Mess., agreed to, 872; M. to recede from
Sen. ants., postponed, 938; M. to recede from
Sen. amts., 962; Debate, Mr. Mills, 963, Sir M.
Bowell, 961; Messrs. Bolduc and Power, 965;
Messrs. Ferguson, Landry, Deboucherville and
Allen, 966; Messrs. Mills, Clemow, and Sir M.
Bowell, 967 ; M. adopted, c., 13 ; n.c., 14, 967 ;
M. to recede from 3rd ait., 968: Remarks,
Messrs. Power and Mills, 968 ; Sir M. Bowell,
and Messrs. Ferguson, Macdonald, (P.E.I.),
Allan and Mills, 969; Sir M. Bowell and Mr.
Mills, 970; Messrs. Scott, Allen, Mills, and
Ferguson and Sir M. Bowell, 971; Messrs.
Power, Allan, Mills, and Sir M. Bowell, 972;
Debate Adjd., 972; M. to insist on 3rd amt.,
1006; After discussion, M. agreed to, 1007 ; M.
to recede from 5th amt., 1007; Debate, Sir M.
Bowell, 1007-1008; M. (Sir M. Bowell) in amt.,
1008; Mr. Power, 1009; Messrs. Scott and Mills,
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1010; Sir M. Bowell, 1011; Messrs. Macdonald
(P.E.L), Allan and Mills, 1013; ant., to main
M. agreed to, c. 20, n.c.. 17, 1(115; After discus-
sion, further consideration postponed, 1018;
order called and further postponed, 1087: Re-
marks, Sir M. Bowell and Mr. Mille, 1087;
Order for consideration of Mess., from H. of C.,
called 1123; Remarks, Sir M. Bowell and Mr.
Mills, 1124; Order postponed, 1124; Consider-
ation of G. amts., resumed, 1185; Amts., agreed
to, 1185. R. A., 1220. (c. 46).

(L) Respecting the Ont. and Rainy R. Ry. Co.
(Mr. Kirchhoffer). Introduced, 220; 2nd R.*,
289; 3rd R.*, 432; R. A., 419. (c. 69.)

<M) For the relief of Gertude Bessie Patterson (Mr.
Clemow). Introduced, 254; 2nd R.*, 459; 3rd
R. mt., 500; m. 6 m. h. (Mr. McMillan), 501 ;
debate, Mr. Kirchhoffer, 501; Messrs. Kerr,
Bernier and Almon, 502; Mr. Mille, 503;
Messrs. McCalluin, Power and Lougheed, 504;
amt. rejected, 914; n. c., 29; 3rd R., 507;
R. A., 662. (c. 129.)

(N) For the relief of Gustavus Adolphus Kobold
(Mr. Clemow). Introduced, 290; 2nd R.*, 459;
3rd R.*, 500; R. A., 662. (c. 127.)

(O) Respecting the Western Alberta Ry..Co. (Mr.
Lougheed). Introduced, 324 ; 2nd R.*, 431; 3rd
R.*, 480; R. A., 662. (c. 85.)

(P.) To amend the Adniralty Act (Mr. Mille). In-
troduced, 409; rem. Sir. M. Bowell, 409; Mr.
Miller, 410 ; 2nd R., 436 ; 3rd R.*, 437 ; R. A.,
662. (c. 45.)

(Q) To amend the Loan Co's. Act, Can., 1899 (Mr.
Mille). Introduced. 440; 2nd R., 465; 3rd R.*,
481; R. A., 662. (c. 43.)

(R) To incorporate the St. Lawrence Terminal and
Steamship Co. (Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière).
Introduced, 440; 2nd R.*, 463; 3rd R.*, 515; R.
A., 662. (c. 120.)

(S) To secure proportional rep'n. to Shareholders on
Boards of Directors of Corporations (Mr.
Lougheed). Introduced, 461; 2nd R. called and
postponed, 556; 2nd R. called and B. dropped,
662.

(T) Respecting Usury (Mr. Dandurand). Intro-
duced, 461; 2nd R. n., 483; rem. Mr. De-
Boucherville and Sir M. Bowell, 484; Mr.
Mille, 485; Mesrs. MOMillan, Ferguson and
Dandurand, 486; Mr. Wood, 487 ; 2nd R., 487;
in Com., 522; M. (Mr. Power) to amend title
adopted, 522; M. (Mr. McMillan) to amend cl.
2, rejected, 522; M. (Mr. McMillan) to amend
cl. 3, after discussion, adopted, c. 12, n. c., 11,
530; M. (Mr. Dandurand) to amend clause 7,
adopted, 532; B. reported from Com. (Mr.
McKay) and amts concurred in, 533; 3rd R.4 ,
545.
79à

BILLS-Scriatim-Continued.
(U) To Incorporate the Brit. Am. Pulp, Paper and

Ry. Co. (Mr. Landry). Introduced, 467; 2nd.
R.*, 487; reported from Com. on M. P. B. (Mr.
Bolduc) with amts., 568; M. to adopt report
agreed to, 568; M. to suspend rules, 568; rem.
Messrs. Power, Landry, Sir. M. Bowell, 568;
M. withdn, 569; 3rd R.*, 570; Commons amts.
concurred in, 1051; R. A., 1220. (c. 89.)

(V) For the relief of Wm. Henry Featherstonhaugh
(Mr. Clemow). Introduced, 482; 2nd R.*, 582;
3rd R.*, 649; R. A., 947. (c. 126.)

(W) Respecting the Red Deer Valley Ry. Co. of
Can. (Mr. Watson). Introduced, 482; 2nd R.
m. 507; debate, Mr. Lougheed m. 6. m. h., 509;
debate, Mr. Macdonald, B. C., and Mr. Watson,
509; Mr. McMillan and Sir M. Bowell, 510;
Mr. Mills, 512; Mr. Dandurand, 513; amt.
withdn and B. read a second time, 513; 3rd R.,
786; R. A., 1220. (c. 77.)

(X) To amend the Companies Clauses Act (Mr.
Mille.) Introduced, 611; 2nd R., 670; in Com.
684 ; reported (Mr. Primrose) without amt., 685;
3rd R. in., 699; rem., Mr. Lougheed, Sir M.
Bowell and Mr. Mille, 699; Messrs. Scott and
DeBoucherville, 700; B. amended and read 3rd
time, 701; R. A., 947. (c. 42.)

(Y) To amend the Bank Act Amt. Act, 1900 (Mr.
Mills). Introduced, 946 ; 2nd R., 1000; reprt'd
from Com. (Mr. Templeman) and 3rd R., 1000;
R. A., 1220. (c. 27.)

(11) To Amend the Pilotage Act (Mr. Scott). In-
troduced, 888; 2nd R.*, 938; in Com., 947;
rem., Mr. Scott and Sir M. Bowell, 947; on el.
3, Messrs. Power, Mille and Allen, 918; Sir M.
Bowell and Messrs. Scott, Allan and Power,
949; Messrs. Macdonald, P.E.L, Scott and Sir
M. Bowell, 950; on cl. 3, Sir. M. Bowell and
Messrs. Power and Mills, 951; Mesurs. Mills
and Macdonald, P.E.I., 952; progress reported
(Mr. Cox), 952; consideration of B. resumed in
Com., 972; rem., Mr. Power and Sir M. Bowell,
972; B. rep. without amt. (Mr. Bolduc), 972;
3rd R. m., 976; debate (Mr. Scott), 976; Sir M.
Bowell and Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I., 977; Mr.
Primrose, 978; Mr. Mille, 979; Mr. Clemow,
980; Messrs. Primrose and Casgrain, de Lan.
audiëre, 981; Sir M. Bowell, 982-984; Mr.
Power, 984-986; M. agreed to on a div., 987;
R. A., 1220. (c. 36.)

(12) Respecting the Safety of Ships (Mr. Mille).
Introduced, 620; 2nd R., 671; in Comn and rep.
(Mr. Snowball) without amt., 685;3rd R.*, 701;
R. A., 946. (o. 35.)

(13) Respecting Rep'n. in the H. of C. (Mr. Mille).
Introduced, 164; 2nd R. m., 224; debate, Mr.
Mille, 224-230; Sir M. Bowell, 23-240; M.
(Sir M. Bovell)6 m. h., 240; Mr.Miller, rem. on
constitutional power of Sen., 240; M. (Mr.
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Ferguson) to adjn. debate, agreed to, 241;
debate resumed, Mr. Ferguson, 254-264; de-
bate adj., 264; Mr. Ferguson resumes debate,
270--278; Mr. Scott, 278-286; M. (Mr. Wood)
to adj. debate, agreed to, 286; debate resumed
Mr. Wood, 290-299; Mr. Dandurand, 299
304; Mr. Landry, 304-312; Mr. Miller, 312-
321; Mr. Macdonald, B.C., 321-323; M. (Mr.
Kerr) to adjn debate, 323 ; debate resumed, Mr.
Kerr, 328 -336; Mr. Vidal, 336-340; Mr. le-
Callum, 340-347; Mr. Bernier, 347-352; Mr.
Prowse, 352-356; Mr. Dever, 356-359; Sir
Wm. Hingston, 359-361; Mr. Poirier, 361-366;
M. (Mr. Mille) to adjn. debate agreed to, 366;
debate resumed, Mr. Mills, 367-377; amt. ad-
opted, c. 41, n. c.,.19, 377; Mr. Scott calls att'n
to fact that vote of Sen. O'Donohoe has been
improperly recorded, 377 ; rem., Messrs. O'Don-
ohoe, Lougheed, Prowse, Poirier, Scott, Baker
and Sir M. Bowell, 378.

(18) To amend the Dom. Lands Act (Mr. Mills).
Introduced, 193; 2nd R., 197 ; in Com., 288:
3rd R.*, 328. R. A., 469; (c. 20.)

(20) Respecting the British Yukon Mining Trading
and Transportation Co., and to change its
name to the Britisli Yukon Ry. Co. (Mr.
Clemow). Introduced, 577. 2nd R.*, 603; 3rd
R.*, 684 ; R. A., 946. (c. 53).

(21) Respecting the Hereford Ry. Co. (Mr. Perley).
Introduced, 164; 2nd R.*, 254; 3rd R.*, 401;
R. A., 469. (c. 60.)

(22) Respecting the Niagara Grand Island Bridge
Co. (Mr. MacInnes). Introduced, 164; 2nd R.*,
195 ; 3rd R.*, 401; R. A., 469. (c. 108.)

(24) Respecting the N. S. Steel Co., Ltd. (Mr.
McKay). Introduced, 366; 2nd R., 464; Re-
ported from Com. on B. and C. (Mr. Allen)
538. Remarks, Mr. Dickey, 538; Messrs. Allan
and Power, 539; Mesrs. Primrose, Scott, Mills
and Deboucherville, 540; 3rd R. called and
postponed, 558; 3rd R. moved, 570; remarks,
Messrs. Dickey, Mills and Lougheed, 571; M.
agreed to, 571; R. A.. 662. (c. 111.)

(25) Respecting the Brandon and S. Western Ry.
Co. (Mr. Clemow). Introduced, 422; 2nd R.*,
431; 3rd R.*, 487; R. A., 662. (c. 51.)

(26) Respecting the Kaslo and Lardo-Duncan Ry.
Co. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) Introduced, 171;
2nd R., 196. 3rd R.*, 288. R. A., 469. (c. 61.)

(31) To amend the Land Titles Act, 1894 (Mr.
Lougheed). Introduced, 499; withdrawn, 684.

(33) Respecting the 13. C. Southern Ry. Co. (Mr.
Maclnnes). Introduced, 171; 2nd R.*, 195;
Srd R.*, 288: R. A., 469. (c. 52.)

(34) Respecting the C. P. R. Co. (Mr. Lougheed).
Introduoed, 324. 2nd R.*, 367; 3rd R.*, 400;
R. A., 469. (c. 55.)

BILLS-Scriatim-Continued.

(35) To incorporate the Comox and Cape Scott Ry.
Co. (Mr. Reid). Introduced, 440; 2nd R., 463;
referred back to Com. on R. T. and H., 466
3rd R.*, 567 ; R. A., 662. (c. 57.)

(41) Respecting the R. St. Clair Ry. Bridge
and Tunnel Co. (Mr Kirchhoffer). Intro-
duced, 171 ; 2nd R.*, 195 ; 3rd R.*, 401 ; R. A.,
469. (c. 117.)

(43) To incorporate the Port Dover, Brantford,
Berlin and Goderich Ry. Co. (Mr. Merner).
Introduced, 378; 2nd R.*. 401 ; 3rd R.*, 432;
R. A., 469. (c. 73.)

(44) Respecting the Can. Southern Bridge Co. (Mr.
Kirchhoffer). Introduced, 164; 2nd R.*, 195;
3rd R.*, 400; R. A., 469. (c. 91.)

(45) Respecting the Pontiac Pac. June. Ry. Co.
(Mr. Clemow). Introduced, 378; 2nd R., 401;
3rd R.*, 432; R. A., 469. (c. 72.)

(46) Respecting the Can. and Michigan Bridge and
Tunnel Co. (Mr McCallum). Introduced, 164 ;
2nd R.*, 195; 3rd R.*, 401; R. A., 469. (c. 90.)

(48) Respecting the Montreal and Ottawa Ry. Co.
(Mr. MacInnes). Introduced, 171; 2nd R.*,
195 ; 3rd R.*, 288 ; R. A., 469. (c. 66.)

(51) To incorporate the Holiness Movement (or
Church) in Canada (Mr. Power). Introduced,
422; 2nd R. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) 431 ; 3rd
R. postponed, 466 ; 3rd R.* (Mr. Lougheed) 482;
R. A. 662. (c. 101.)

(52) To incorporate the Morris and Portage Ry.
Co. (Mr. Power). Introduced, 422; 2nd R.*,
431 ; 3rd R.*, 480; R. A., 661. (c. 67.)

(54) Respecting the Ont. Mutual Life Assurance
Co., and to change its Naine to the Mutuai
Life Assurance Co. of Can. (Mr. Kerr). Intro-
duced, 499; 2nd R.1, 517 ; 3rd R.*, 602; R. A.
662. (c. 112.)

(55) To Incorporate the Can. Bankers' Ass'n. (Mr.
Kirchhoffer). Introduced, 577; 2nd R.*, 607;
3rd R.*, 669 ; R. A., 947. (c. 93).

(59) To provide for the Expenses of the Canadian
Volunteers Serving Her Majesty in South
Africa (Mr. Mills). Introduced, 218 ; 2nd R.
postponed, 288; 2ud R. moved, 401; remarks,
Mr. Mills, 401-407; Mr. Ailen, 407; Mr.
Poirier, 408; M. agreed to, 408; in Com., 409;
3rd R., 409; R. A., 437. (c. 6.)

(65) To incorporate the Que. and N. B. Ry. Co.
(Mr. McKay). Introduced. 422; 2nd R.*, 436;
3rd R.*, 480; R. A., 661. (c. 75.)

(66) Respecting the Cowichan Valley Ry. Co. (Mr.
Macdonald, B.C.) Introduced, 410; 2nd R.*,
440;3rdR.*,-480;R.A.,661. (c.58).

(67) Respecting the Banque Jacques Cartier, and
to change its name to the La Banque Provin-
ciale du Canada(Mr. McMillan). Introduced,
428; 2nd R.*, 436; 3rd R.*, 448; R. A., 469.
(c. 102.)
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(68) Respecting the Nickel Steel Co. of Can. (Mr,
Kirchhoffer). Introduced, 577; 2nd R.*, 582;
3rd R.*, 669 ; R. A., 946. (c. 109.)

(70) To incorporate the Gaspé Short Line Ry. Co.
(Mr. Fiset). Introduced, 440; 2nd R.*, 450;
Reported from Coin. on R., T. & H., (Mr.
Baker), preamble not proven and M. to adopt
report, 638 ; remarks, Messrs. Mille, Baker and
Dandurand, 638; m. (Mr. Dandurand) te refer
back to Com. for reconsid'n., 639; debate
Messrs. Thibaudeau and Landry, 639; Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 640; Messrs. Miller, Power,
Dandurand and Mills, 641 ; Messrs. Almon,
Baker, and DeBoucherville and The Speaker,
642: M. rejected and report adopted, 643.

(71) Respecting the Dom. Cotton Mills Co., Ltd.,
(Mr. O'Brien). Introduced, 499; 2nd R.*, 517;
3rd R.*, 567; R. A., 662. (c. 98).

(72) Respecting the Merchants' Bank of Halifax
and to change its name to the Royal Bank of
Can. (Mr. Power). Introduced, 428; 2nd R.,
437; reported from Com. on B. & C. with amts.,
amts. explained (Mr. Allan) and m. to concur
in amts., 448; remarks, Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
448; M. adopted, 449; 3rd R.*, 459; R. A., 662.
(c. 104).

(73) Respecting the Restigouche & Western Ry.
Co. (Mr. McSweeney). Introduced, 440; 2nd
R.*, 450; 3rd R.*, 467; R. A., 662. (c. 78).

(74) Respecting the Nortliern Commercial Tele-
graph Co., Litd., (Mr. McDonald, B. C.) In-
troduced, 410; 2nd R.*, 440; 3rd R.*, 480; R.
A., 661. (c. 110).

(75) To incorporate the Que. Southern Ry. Co. (Mr.
Dandurand). Introduced, 499; reported from
Com. on S. O. & P. B. (Mr. Macdonald, B. C.)
report adopted, 570; 2nd R.*, 577; 3rd R.*,
684 ; R. A., 946. (c 76).

<76) To incorporate the Can. Loan and Investnent
Co. (Mr. Clenow). Introduced, 434; 2nd R. m.,
459; rem., Messrs. McDonald, C.B., and Power,
459 ; Mr. Allen and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 460 ;
M. agreed to, 460; reported from Com. on B.
& C., 466; 3rd R.*, 481; R. A., 662. (c. 95).

(77) To incorporate The Congregation of the Most
Holy Redeemer (Mr. Bernier). Introduced,
378; 2nd R. n. 401; rem., Mesprs. Prowse
and Bernier. 4 1; M. agreed to 401; 3rd R.*,
467 ; R. A., 661. (c. 96).

(78) To Amd. the Gas Insrection Act (Mr. Scott).
Introduced, 494 ; 2nd R. moved, 515 ; remarks,
Mr. Clemow, 515; Mesrs. Power, Macdonald,
(P. E. I.) and Scott, 516; M. agreed to, 516;
3rd R., 533; R. A., 662. (c. 41).

(79) To Amd. the General Inspection Act so as to
provide a Grade for Fiax-Seed (Mr. Scott).
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Introduced, 494; 2nd R. moved, 516; rem.,
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 516; M. agreed to, 517;
in Coin., 533; debate, Mr. Scott and Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 533; Messrs. McMillan,
McCallum, Scott, Dever, Watson, and Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 534; Mr. Mills, 535 ; Messrs.
Almon, Dever, Perley, Scott, Mills, and Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 536 ; M. (Mr. MeCallum)in
aint., to strike "Man." from the Bill, 536;
remarks, Mr. Mills, and Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
537; Mr. Landry and Mr. McCallum, 538;
amt. rejected, c. 12; n. c., 14; reported (Mr.
Burpee) without amt., 538; 3rd R. moved, 545;
debate, Mr. Scott, 545; M. (Mr. McCallum) to
strike out "Man." and insert "Can.", 546;
Sir M. Bowell, 546; Messrs. McMillan and
Watson, 547; Messrs. Bernier and Mills, 549;
Mr. Clemow, 551; Messrs. Deboucherville and
McCallum, 552; Mr. Power, 553; Mr. Almon,
554 ; Mes rs. Poirier and Perley, 555; ant. re-
jected, c. 17, n. c., 19, and Bill read third -time,
555; R. A. 662. (c. 38).

(80) Respecting the members of the N. W. Mounted
Police Force on Active Service in South Africa
(Mr. Mills). Introduced, 440 ; 2nd R. ni. 446 ;
rem., Mr. Power and Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
446; Mr. Mills, 447 ; roported from Com., 447;
3rd R.*, 448 ; R. A. 469. (c. 19).

(81) To incorporate the Accident Guarantee Co. of
Can. (Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudiere). Intro-
duced, 577 ; 2nd R.*, 582; 3rd R.*, 720; R.A.,
947. (c. 80).

(82) To incorporate the Crown Life Insurance Co.,
(Mr. Macdonald, B. C.) Introduced, 433; 2nd
R.*, 440; amts. coneurred in, 449; 3rd R.*,
459; R. A., 662. (c. 97).

(83) Respecting the Dom. Atlantic Ry. Co. (Mr.
Power). Introduced, 578 ; 2nd R., 590 ; 3rd
R.*, 684; R. A., 947. (c. 59).

(84) Respecting the Bay of Quinte Ry. Co., (Mr.
Lovitt). Introduced, 440; 2nd R.*, 450 ; 3rd
R.', 480; R. A., 662. (c. 50).

(86) Respecting the Thousand Is. Ry. Co., (Mr. Mc-
Millan). Introduced, 440; 2nd R.*, 450; 3rd
R.*, 480; R. A., 662. (c. 83).

(88) To incorporate the St. Mary's River Ry. and
Colonization Co. (Mr. Lougheed). Introduced,
440; 2nd R., 463; 3rd R.*, 480.; R. A., 662.
(c. 79).

(91) Respecting The Oshawa Ry. Co. (Mr. Kerr).
Introduced, 440; 2nd R.*, 450; 3rd R.*, 480;
R. A., 662. (c. 70).

(92) To Incorporate the Royal Marine Insurance
Co. (Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudiere). Intro.
duced, 499; 2nd R.*, 517 ; reported from Com.
on B. & C. (Mr. Allen), 541; 3rd R.*, 559; R,
A., 662. (c. 118).
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(93) To confer on the Comn'r. of Patents certain

Powers for the Relief of the Servis Railroad
Tieplate Co. of Can., Ltd. (Mr. Mckay). In-
trodt'ced, 863 ; 2nd R.*, 888 ; 3rd R.*, 936 ; R.
A., 947. (c. 121).

(94) Respecting the Schomberg and Aurora Ry. Co.
(Mr. Lougheed). Introduced, 718 ; 2nd R., m.,
741.; postponed, 742 ; order discharged, 762 ; M.
(Mr. Kirchhoffer) to restore B. to Order Paper,
769; after discussio., M. withdrawn, 770; 2nd
R., in. (Mr. Perley) 796; rein., Messrs. Perley,
McCallum and Primrose, 797; M. agreed to,
797; 3rd R,.*, 863; R. A., 947. (c. 81).

(96) Respecting the Quebec Brigde Co. (Mr. Fiset).
Introduced, 440; Mr. Landry calls att'n. to
error in Minutes, 447; 2nd R.*, 450; 3rd R.*,
580; R. A., 662. (c. 115U.

(98) Respecting the Yarmouth SS. Co., Ltd. (Mr.
Lov itt). Introduced, 494 ; 2nd R.*, 517 ; 3rd
R.*, 567 ; R. A. 662. (c. 124).

(100) Respecting the Buffalo Ry. Co. (Foreign) (Mr.
McCalluin). Introduced, 577; 2ud R., 602;
Mr. McCallum wthds. his support from B.
681; 3rd R., m. (Mr. Lougheed) 689; Mr.
McCallum moves 6 ni. h., 690; debate, MIr.
McCallum, 689-696; Mr. Mills, 690; Messrs.
DeBoucherville and Lougheed, 692; Mr.
Clenow, 694; Mr. Scott, 695; Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 696; Mr. O'Donohoe, 698; ant. re-
jected, c. 11, n.c., 33; 3rd R., 699; R.A., 946.
(c. 54.)

(101) Respecting the Nipissing and James Bay Ry.
Co. (Mr. McMillan). Introduced, 537; 2nd
R.*, 577: 3rd R.*, 661; R. A., 946. (c. 68.)

(102) To confer on the Commissioner of Patents
certain powers for the Relief of James Milne
(Mr. Lougheed). Introduced, 538 ; 2nd R.*,
562; 3rd R.*, (Mr. Watson)844; R. A., 947.
(c. 105).

104) Respecting the Montfort and Gatineau Coloni-
zation Ry. Co. (Mr. Clemow). Introduced,
440; 2nd R.*, 447; 3rd R.*, 4S0; R. A., 662.
(c. 65.)

(107) To make further provision respecting
Grants of Land to Members of the Militia
Force on Active Service in the N.W. (Mr.
Mills). Introduced, 499; 2nd R., 51, ; in
Coin., 556; reported (Mr. Poirier) without
aint. and 3rd R., 556; R. A., 662. (c. 17.)

(108) To confer on the Comrmissioner of Patents
Certain Powers for the Relief of J. W. Ander-
son (Mr. Perley). Introduced, 620; 2nd R.*,
661; reported from Com. on M. P. B. (Mr.
Bolduc) 842; rem., Messrs. Mills and Prowse,
842; Mr. Dever, 843; report adopted, 844; 3rd
R., 938; R. A., 1220. (c. 88.)
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(109) To incorporate the Manitoulin and North
Shore Ry. Co. (Mr. Watson). Introduced,
541; 2nd R., m., 566; r am., Mr. Watson, 566;
Mr. Dandurand, 567 ; M. adopted, 567; 3rd
R.*, 684; R. A., 946. (c. 64.)

(110) To amend the Weights and Measures Act
(Mr. Mills). Introduced, 681; 2nd R., m.,
701; debate, Mr. Ferguson, 702; Mr. Milis,
703; Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 704; Messrs. Fer-
guson and Macdonald, P.E.I., 705; Mr.
Perley, 706; M. agreed to, 706; in Com., 720;
rem. on el. 1, Mr. Ferguson and Mr. Mills,
720; Messrs. Ferguson, Burpee, Mills and
Macdonald, P. E. I., 721; Messrs. Mills,
Clemow, Ferguson and Prowse, 722; on cl. 4,
Messrs. Macdonald, P.E.I., Snowball aud
Vidal, 724; progress reported (Mr. McKay)
724; consdn. of B. resumed in Com., 788; on
cl. 4, Messrs. Mills, Power and Dever, 788;
Mr. Wood, 789; Messrs. Power, Mills and
Ferguson, 790; on el. 3, Messrs. Mills and
Ferguson, 790; Messrs. Ferguson, Burpee,
Prowse and Power, 791; Sir Mackenzie Bowell
and Messrs. Power, DeBoucherville, and Fer-
guson, 792; Messrs. Mills and Power and Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 793; Messis. DeBoucher-
ville, Milis, Macdonald (P.E.I.) and Ferguson,
794; Mr. Mills, 795; on cl. 4, Messrs. Wood,
Power and Ferguson, 795; Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 796; reported (Mr. McKay) with amts.
and amts. concurred in, 796; 3rd R.*, 818; R.
A., 947. (c. 37).

(111) Respecting the St. Clair and Erie Ship Canal
Co. (Mr. Clemow). Introduced, 459; 2nd R.*,
463; 3rd R.*, 480; R. A., 662. (c. 119.)

(112) To incorporate the Quebec and Lake Huron
Ry. Co. (Mr. Landry). Introduced, 570; 2nd
R.*, 577 ; 3rd R.*, 661 ; R. A., 946. (c. 74.)

(113) To confer on the Commissioner of Patents
certain Powers for the Relief of the Frost &
Wood Co., Ltd. (Mr. Power). Introduced,
538; 2nd R., "&., 562; rem., Mr. Power, 562;
Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. Mills, 563; M.
agreed to, 563; 3rd R.*, 669; R. A., 946. (c.
100.)

(114) Respecting the Toronto Hotel Co. (Mr. Allan).
Introduced, 567; 2nd R. m. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) 573; rem., Sir Mackenzie Bowell and
Mr. McCallum, 573; Mr. Clemow, 574; M.
agreed to, 574; rep. from Com. on B. and C.
(Mr. Allan) and M. to concur in ants., 591;
rem., Messis. Power, Allan and Clemow, 591;
Mr. McCa luin, 592; Messrs. Dandurand and
Almon and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 593; M.
postponed, 594; M. to concur renewed, 609;
rem., Mr. McCallum, 60J; Sir Mackenzie
Bowell and Messrs. Allan and Miller, 610; M.
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to concur in 1st amt. rejected, 610; M. to con-
cur in 2nd anit. agreed to, 611; 3rd R., n.,
621; rem., Messrs. Clemow, McMillan and
MeCallum, 621; M. agreed to, 622; R. A.,
946. (c. 122.)

(115) To incorporate the Can. National Ry. and
Transport Co. (Mr. Clemow). Introduced,
590; 2n1d R., 609; rep. friom Com. on R. T.
and H. (Mr. Baker) preamble not proven, 743;
M. (Mr. Baker) to adopt repoit, 743; M. in
ant. (Mr. Kerr) to refer report baek to Coi.,
743; debate, Mr. Kerr, 743-745; Mr. McCallum,
745-747; Mr. Vidal, 747; Mr. Watson, 747-
750; ait. rejected, c. 18, n. c. 24, and M. to
adopt report agreed to, 750.

(116) To incorporate the Acadia Loan Corporation
(Mr. Lougheed). Introduced, 620; 2nd R.*.
661 ; rep. from Coin. on B. and C. (Mr. Allan)
with amts., 686; amts. concurred in, 742; 3rd
R.*, 762; R. A., 947. (c. 86.)

(117) Respecting the National Sanitariun Associa-
tion (Mr. Mills). Introduced, 459; 2nd R.,
463; 3rd R.*, 481 ; R. A.. 662. (c. 107.)

(118) Respecting the Temagami Ry. Co. (Mr. Kerr).
Introduced, 718; 2nd R., ?n., 742; rein., Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 742; M. agreed to, 742;
Report of Com. on R. T. and H. (Mr. Baker)
adopted, 819; M. (Mr. Clemow) for 3rd R. of
B., 819 ; M. (Mr. K'err) to refer B. back to
Coin. for further consdn., 819; debate, Mr. Kerr
819-822; Mr. Vidal, 822; Mr. Mills, 822-823;
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 824-826; Mr. Allan,
826; Mr. Primiose, 827; Mr. Scott, 828; Mr.
Watson, 829; Mr. McMillan, 830; amt. re-
jected, c. 18, n. c. 21; 3rd R., 830; M. (Mr.
Dobson) to recede froni anits., 872; M. (Mr.
Clemow) in amt., to insist on amts.. 873;
debate, Mr. Clenow, à72; Mesers. Power and
Prowse, 873; Messrs. McMillan and Power,
874 ; Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. Mills, 877;
Mr. Vidal, 878; Mi. Mills, 879; Sir Macken-
zie Bowell, 880-883; Mr. Perley, 883; Messrs.
Allan and Watson, 884; M. (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) in anmt. to, amt., to refer .B. back to
Com. on R., T. and H., 886; amt. to ant. re-
jected, c. 16, n. c. 18, 887 ; Mr. Power objects
to amt. as being a direct negative to M. 887;
Speaker rules anît. in order, amt. rejected, c.
17, n. c., 18, 887; M. adoptel, c. 18, n. c. 16;
affidavits re alleged petition of Sturgeon Falls
Council presented (Sir Mackenzie Bowell)
1002; R. A., 947. (c. 84.)

(120) To incorporate the Ottawa, Brockville and
St. Lawrence Ry. Co. (Mr. Clenow). Intro-
duced, 620; 2nd R., 661; 3rd R.*, 770; R. A.,
947. (c. 71.)

(121) Respecting the Ont. Power Co. of Niagara
Falls (Mr. McCalluim.) Introduced, 464; 2nd
R. called and postponed, 481; rep. from Coin.
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on P. B. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) and suspen-
sion of rules n., 513; rem., Sir Mackenzie
Bowell and Mr. Clemow, 513; Mesars.
McMillan and Macdonald, B.C., 514; M.
agreed to, 514; 2nd R. m., Mr. Clemow, 559;
rem., Mr. McMillan, 560; Mr. McCallum, 560,
561; Mr. Power, 562; M. adopted, 562; re-
ported from Com. on R. T. and H. (Mr. Baker)
and M. to adopt report, 643; rem., Mr.
McCallun, 643; M. agreed to, 643: 3rd R.*,
661 ; R. A., 946. (c. 113.)

(122) Respecting the Lake Erie and Detroit River
Ry. Co. (Mr. Power). Introduced, 459; 2nd
-R.*, 463; 3rd R.*, 480; R. A., 662. (c. 62.)

(124) To incorporate the Lake Superior and Hudson
Bay Ry. Co. (Mr. Watson). Introduced, 742:
2nd R. (Mr. Power) 762; 3rd R.*, 863; R. A.,
947. (c. 63.)

(125) Respecting the Algoma Central Ry. Co. (Mr.
Watson). Introduced, 577; 2nd R., 585; 3rd
R.*, 684; R. A., 946. (c. 49.)

(126) To amend the San José Scale Act (Mr. Scott).
Introduced, 433; 2nd R. m., 433; rem., Messrs.
Scott and Ferguson, 434; M. agreed to, 434;
3rd R.. 434; R. A., 1220. (c. 31.)

(132) To amend the Railway Act (Mr. Scott) Intro.
duced, 975; 2nd R. moved, 1001; rem., Mr.
Scott and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1001; M.
agreed to, 1001 ; in Com., 1043 ; rei. on 3rd cl.,
Messrs. Scott and Power, 1043; on ci. 2, Mr.
Scott, 1043; on el. 4, Mr. Scott and Sir Macken-
zie Bowell, 1044; on el. 8, Sir Mackenzie Bowell
and Mr. Scott, 1044; on cl. 10, Sir Mackenzie
Bowell and Messrs. Scott, Casgrain (de Lanau-
diêre), Allan, De Boucherville and Clemow,
1045; Mr. Power, Sir Mackenzie Bowell, and
Mr. Clemow, 1046; Mr. Mille, 1047; on cl. 11,
Messrs. Scott and Power, 1047; Messrs. Power,
Primroee and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 148; on
cl. 12, Messrs. Scott and Owens, and Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell, 1048; Messrs. Power and Scott,
1049; Messrs. Owens, Mills and Landry, and
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1050; Mesurs. Landry,
Mills, Ferguson and Scott, 1051; progress rep.
(Mr. Baird), 1051; Order called and postponed ;
rem., Mr. Scott and Sir Mac«enzie Bowell,
1117; Messrs. DeBoucherville and Power, 1118;
consdn. of B. resumed in Coin., 1129; on last
cl., Messrs. Landry, Allan and Scott, and Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 1129; Sir Mackenziè Bowell
and Mr. Power, 1130; Mr. Scott, 1131; pro-
gress rep. (Mr. Clemow), 1131; consdn. of B,
resumed in Com.; rem. on cI. 12, Messrs. Scott,
Thibaudeau (Rigaud), Landry and Sir Macken-
zie Bowell, 1149; M. to amend cl. (Mr. Scott)
rejected, c. 13, n. c. 15; B. rep. (Mr. Baird)
with an amt., and amt. concurred in, 1149 ; 3rd
R., 1149; R. A., 1220. (c. 23.)
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(133) To consolidate and amend the Laws relating to
the Election of Members of the H. of C. (Mr.
Mille). Introduced, 975 ; 2nd R., 1003: in Com.,
1051; rem., on cl. 6, Mr. MeMillan, 1051; Sir
Mackenzie Bowell and Messrs. Mille and Lan-
dry, 1052; on el. 12, Sir Mackenzie Bowell and
Messrs. Mille and Scott, 1053; on el. 20, Messrs.
Ferguson and Mills,1053; oncl. 21, Messrs. Lan-
dry and Mille, 1054; Messrs. Ferguson, Mille
and Macdonald, P.E.L, 1054; sub-cl. 2amended
and adopted, 1054; on c'. 22, Mr. Scott, 1054;
Messrs. McKindsey, DeBoucherville,and Scott,
1055; Mesrs. McKindsey, Mille and Power,
and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1056; Messrs. Prim-
roee, Landry, Mille and Watson, 1057; Sir
Mackenzie Bowell and Meeers. Watson, Mc-
Kindsey, Scott, Power and Mille, 1058; cl. 41
amended and adopted ; on cl. 40, M. (Mr. Milh)
to amend agreed to, and cl. adopted; 1 rogress
rep. (Mr. Young), 1058; consdn. of B. resumed
in Com., 1092; ren. on cl. 68, Messrs. Ferguson
and Mille; cl. ameuded and adopted; on cl. 69,
Messrs. Mille, Ferguson and Scott, 1093; Sir
Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. Scott, 1094. 1095;
Mr. Mille, 1096; bir Mackenzie Bowell and
Mr. Scott, 1097; Messrs. Scott, Burpee and
Mille, and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1098: B. rep.
(Mr. Young) with amts., and amts. concurred
in, 1098; M. (Mr. Mille) to refer B. back to
Com. of the Whole agreed to, 1118: M. (Mr.
Mills) to add see. 23a, 1118; debate, Mesrs.
Landry, DeBoucherville, Fergusin and Mille,
1119; Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1120; Messrs.
Ferguson and Mille, 1121; the Speaker, Sir
Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. Power, 1122; Sir
Mackenzie Bawell, Mr. Ferguson and Mr.Mille,
1123; progress rep. (Mr. Young), 1123; consdn.
of B. resumed in Com. ; debate, Mesrs. De-
Boucherville, Ferguson and Mille, 1124; Messrs.
DeBoucherville and Mille, 1125; amt. adopted,
112a; on cl. 23a, rein., Mesrs. Mille, Landry
and DeBoucherville, 1125; Messrs. Landry,
Mille, Ferguson and DeBoucherville, 1126; cl.
allowed to stand, 1126; on cl. 140, rem., Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 1126, 1127; Messrs. Fergu-
son and Mille, 1127; Mesurs. Macdonald (P.E.'
I.) and DeBoucherville, and Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 1128; Mr. Mille, 1129; progress rep.
(Mr. Young), 1129; consdn. of B. resumed in
Coin., rem. on cl. 23a, Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
1140 ; Mesurs. Mille and Landry, 1141; Messrs.
Mille and Ferguson, 1142; Mr. Power, 1144;
Mesers. Mille, Landry and Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 1145; the Speakerand Messrs. Landry,
Casgrain (de Lanaudière), 1146; Mr. Landry,
1147; Mr. DeBoucherville, 1148; amt. rejected,
C. 13, N.C. 17; Mr. Landry calls attention to
Mr. Fulford'e vote, 1148; rem., Messrs. Lan-
dry and Fulford, and Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
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1148; on cl. 41, Mr. Baker, 1148; rep. iMr.
Young) with amts. and amte. concurred in, 1149;
3rd R., 1149; action of H. of C. on B. discussed,
1196; rem., Messrs. DeBoucherville and Mille,
1196; Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1197; B. ret. with
meee. that H. of C. does not agree to certain
amts., 1198; M. (Mr. Mills) that the Senate
recede from its ants., 1198: rem., Messrs. De-
Boucherville and Mille, 1198; Sir Mackenzie
Bowell and Messrs. Mille and Baker, 1199; M.
agreed to, 1200 ; consda. of sec. 90 resuned ;
debate: Mr. Ferguson, 1203-1208; M. (Mr. Fer-
guson) to insist on amts., 1208; Mr. Mille,
1208-1210; Messrs. Landry and Power, 1211;
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1212; Messrs. Scott and
Ferguson, 1213; M. agreed to, C. 12, N.C. 7,
1214: M. (Mr. Ferguson) tu recede from 50th
and b1st amits., 1214; rem., Sir Mackenzie
Bowell and Messrs. Mills and Ferguson, 1214;
M. agreed to, 1214; Mr. Mills reps. decision of
H. of C. on B., 1220; R. A., 1220. (c. 12.)

(134) Respecting the Incorporatinn of Live Stock
Record Associations (Mr. Scott). Introduced,
541; 2nd R. m., 564; rem., Mr. Scott, 564;
Mr. McMillan, Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr.
Lougheed, 565; M. agreed to, 565; in Com.,
574; rem., Mr. Scott, 574; Sir Mackenzie
Bowell and Messrs. Kirchhoffer, Scott and
Wood, 575: Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Messrs.
Scott and Wood, 576; progress rep. (Mr. Tem-
pleman), 577; conedn. of B. resumed in Com.,
581: rem. on cl. 4, Messrs. Scott and Wood,
and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 581; Messra. Power
and Scott, 582; B. rep. (Mr. Templeman) with
amt. and ait. concurred in, 581; 3rd R.*, 602;
R. A., 662. (c. 33.)

(135) To amend the Experimental Farm Station Act
(Mr. Mille). Introduced, 542; 2nd R.*, 565; in
Com., 566; rem., Mr. Mille and Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 566; rep. from Com. (Mr. Dandurand)
and 3rd R., 566; R. A., 662. (c. 30.)

(139) To amend the Land Titles Act, 1894 (Mr.
Scott). Introduced, 567 ; 2nd R., 574 ; in Com.,
579; rem., on 1st and 2nd cl., Mr. Scott, 580;
M. (Mr. Scott) to add cl., 580; rem., Messrs.
Power, Scott and Kirchhoffer, 580 ; cl. adopted,
581; M. (Mr..Scott) to add el. 6, cl. adopted,
581; B. rep. (Mr. Baird) with amts., and amts.
concurred in, 581; 3rd R. called and postponed,
660; B. referred back to Com., 669; M. (Mr.
Scott) to strike out cl. 4; rem., Messrs. Scott
and Lougheed, 669; M. agreed to, 669; B. rep.
(Mr. Bernier) with amnt., and amt. concurred in;
M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., 669; objected to
(Mr. Landry); rem., Mesers. Allan and Power,
and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 670; 3rd R.*, 684;
R. A., 947. (c. 21.)
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(141) Reepecting the Grain Trade in the Inspection
District of Man. (Mr. Scott). Intr'd, 590; 2nd
R., 607 ; M. to consider B. in Com. postponed,
684 ; in Comi., 733; remarks, on 4th cl., Sir M.
Bowell and Mr. Scott, 733; cl. amended and
adopted. On cl. 5,Messrs.Perley and Power, 734;
on cl. 6, Meurs. Perley, Scott, Young, Long-
heed, Ferguson, and Sir M. Bowell, 735 ; on cl.
10, Mesurs Lougheed, Power and Perley and
Sir M. Bowell, 735; on cl. 14, Mr. Lougheed,
735; Messrs. Scott, Lougheed and Mille, 736;
on cl. 31, Meurs. Lougheed, Young and
Watson, 736; on cl. 24, Messrs. Lougheed and
Young, 736; Mr. Scott and Sir M. Bowell,
737; on cl. 26, Messrs. Scott, Young and
Perley, 737; Messrs. Clemow, Young, Scott,
and Lougheed, 739; Messrs. Lougheed and
Scott and Sir M. Bowell, 740; cl. amended and
adopted, 740; on cl. 31, Mesurs. Perley, Scott
and Lougheed, 740; Sir M. Bowell and Messrs.
Scott, Watson and Lougheed, 741; progress
reported (Mr. Snowball) 741; consideration of
Bill resumed in Com., 750; remarks on cl. 34,
Messrs. Perley and Young, 750; on cl. 36,
Messrs. Scott, Fergueon and McCallum, 751 ;
Mr. Power and Sir M. Bowell, 752; Mesurs.
Ferguson, Young and Perley, 753; Messrs.
Perley, Young and Sir M. Bowell, 755 ;
Messrs. Watson and Perley, 756; cl. amended
and adopted, 756; M. (Mr. Scott) to add cl. 37a,
756; debate, Mr. Scott, 756-758; Sir M. B<,well,
758-760; Mr. Scott and Sir M. Bowell, 761; pro-
gress '·eported (Mr. Snowball) 762; considera-
tion of Bill resumed in Com., 770; Mr. Scott,
770; Mr. Watson, 771-773; Mr. Perley and
Mr. Ferguson, 774; Mesure. Scott, Ferguson
and Mille, 775; Mr. Perley, 776; Mr. Young,
777-779; Mr. Kirchhoffer, 779; Messrs. Young
and Perley, 780; Messrs. Watson and Perley,
781; Mr. Wood, 783; Messrs. Macdonald (P.
E. I.) and PerlAy, 784; cl. adopted, 784; on cl.
39, Messrs. Young and Scott, 784; on cl. 40,
Mesurs. Perley, Scott and Mille, 784 ; on cl. 44,
Mesurs. Young and Scott, 785; on cl. 53,
Messrs. Scott, Power and Young, 785; Bill
reported (Mr. Snowball) with amend'ts., 786;
Bill referred back to Coin., 787; rem.,
Mesurs. Scott and Power and Sir M. Bowell,
787; Bill reported (Mr. Snowball) with amdts.,
and amdts. concurred in, 787; 3rd R.*, 818; R.
A., 947. (c. 39.)

(142) Respecting the inspection of Foreign Grain
(Mr. Scott). Introduced, 499; 2nd R., 517; in
Com., 556; reported (Mr. Yeo) and 3rd R.,
556; R. A., 662. (c. 40.)

<143) To amend the Act Respecting Securities for
Seed Grain Indebtedness (Mr. Scott). Itro-
duced, 541; rem., Sir M. Bowell, and Messrs.
Scott, Perley, Mills and Lougheed, 542; 2nd

BILLS-Seriati-Continued.

R., su., 572; rem., Sir M. Bowell and Messrs.
Scott, Perley and McCallum, 572; M. agreed
to, 572; in Com., 572; rep. (Mr. Bernier) and
3rd R. 573 R. A., 662. (c. 16.)

(146) To enable the City of Winnipeg to utilize the
Amsiniboine River Water Power (Mr. Watson).
Introduced, 577; 2nd R.*, 582; 3rd R., 684;
R. A., 946. (c. 123.)

(147) For granting to H. M. certain sums of money
required for defraying certain expenses of the
Public Service for the Financial Year ending
the 30th June, 1900 (Mr. Scott). Introduced,
and 2nd and 3rd R.. 464; R. A., 470. (c. 1.)

(149) Respecting the Inscribed Stock of Can. in the
United Kingdom (Mr. Scott). Introduced,
577; 2nd R. wi., 583; rem., Mr. Scott, Sir M.
Bowell and Mr. Mille, 584; M. agreed to, 585;
3rd R.*, 602; R. A., 662. (o. 11.)

(150) Respecting the Salisbury and Harvey Ry. Co.
(Mr. Baird). Introduced, 577; 2nd R.*, 661;
3rd R.*, 770; R. A., 947. (c. 80.)

(151) To A mend the Act relating to Ocean SS. Sub-
sidies (Mr. Mille). Introduced, 570; 2nd R.,
577: in Com., 582; remarks on cl. 2, Sir M.
Bowell and Mesers. Mille and Power; reported
(Mr. Landry) with andts., and amdts. con-
curred in, 582; 3rd R.*, 602 ; R. A., 662. (c. 9.)

(152) To Authorize contracte with Certain SS.
Cos. for Cold Storage Accommodation (Mr.
Scott). Introduced, 577; 2nd R. m., 585;
rein., Mr. Scott, and Sir M. Bowell, 585; Mr.
Wood, 586 ; M. agreed to, 587 ; order for refer-
to Com. called, 604 ; rem., Messrs. Scott
and Wood and Sir M. Bowell, 604 ; order post-
poned, 604; in Com., 622; rem., Messrs. Fer-
guson and Scott, 622; Mr. Ferguson, 622-625;
Mr. Scott and Sir M. Bowell, 625; B. reported
(Mr. Perley) 627; 3rd R., 668; R. A., 946.
(c. 10.)

(155) To Amd. the Militia Act (Mr. Mille). Intro-
duced, 1058; 2nd R., 1090; in Com., 4113;
rem. on cl. 1, Sir M. Bowell and Meeers. Mille,
Landry and Power. 1113; Sir M. Bowell and
Mr. Macdonald (P.E.I.), 1114; Sir M. Bowell,
1116 ; reported (Mr. Bernier) and 3rd R., 1116;
R. A. 1220. (c. 18.)

(156) To Amend the Civil Service Act (Mr. Scott).
Introduced, 786; 2nd R., 854; in Com., 936;
rem. on cl. 2, Meesrs. Scott, Clenow, Mac-
donald (P. E. I.) and Power and Sir M.
Bowell, 936; on cl. 6, Mesure. Clemow, Power
and Sir M. Bowell, 937 ; on cl. 8, Mesurs. Scott
and Clemow and Sir M. Bowell, 937 ; on cl. 13,
Mr. Scott, 938; B. reported (Mr. Perley) with
amdts., and amdts. concurrd in, 938; 3rd R.,
938; R. A., 1220. (c. 14.)

(160) To And. the Expropriation Act (Mr. Scott).
Introduced, 578 : 2nd R. moved, 587 ; rem.,
Mr. ScGtt, 587; Messrs. Prowse and Almon,
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588 ; M. agreed to, 588 ; M. to refer to Coin.
postponed, 604 ; in Con. 608 ; rem., Mr. Scott,
608; Messrs. Lougheed, Scott and Mille, 609 ;
reported (Mr. Bolduc) with amdts., 609; 3rd
R.*, 661; R. A., 947. (c. 22.)

(161) To amend the Acte respecting Interest (Mr.
Mille). Introduced, 577. 2nd R. n., 588. Re-
marks: Mr. Mills, 588; Messrs. Wood and
Power, 589; Mr. Perley, 590. M. agreed to,
590. In Com., 604. Remarks : Messrs. Mills,
Power and Wood and Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
605; Messrs. Power, Wood, Clemow and Mille,
606. B. reported (Mr. Bernier), 606. Amts.
concurred in and 3rd R., 609; R. A., 946.
(c. 29.)

(163) To amend the Bank Act (Mr. Mille). Intro-
duced, 590. 2nd R., 663. Rem., Mr. Mille,
663; Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 664 ;M. agreed to,
664; In Coin., 664; rem. on cl. 3, Messrs.
Clenow, Mille and Lougheed and Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell, 665; on cl. 15, Mr. Mille, 665;
on c. 16, Mr. Scott, 665; on cl. 21, Mr. Mille,
665 ; on cl. 24, Messrs. Power and Scott. Re-
ported (Mr. Snowball) with ants. and amts.
concurred in, 666; 3rd R., 666. R. A., 946.
(c. 26.)

(167) To amend the Copyright Act (Mr. Scott). In-
troduced. 913. 2nd R.*, 938. In Coin., 973.
Reported (Mr. Watson) and 3rd R , 975 ; R.
A., 1220. (c. 25.)

(169) To incorporate the Dominion of Canada Rifle
Association (Mr. Scott). Introduced, 649. 2nd
R., 671. In Com. and reported (Mr. McKay),
685. 3rd R.*, 701 ; R. A., 946. (c. 99.)

(170) To amend the Act respecting the Merchants
Bank of Halifax and to change its naine to the
Royal Bank of Canada (Mr. Power). Intro-
duced, 577. 2nd R. m., 582. Rei. : Sir
Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. Power, 583. Re-
ferred to Coin. on S. O. and P. B., 53. 2nd
R.*, 661. 3rd R.*, 720 ; R. A., 946. (c. 103.)

(171) Respecting the Central Vermont Ry. Co.
(foreign) (Sir Mackenzie Bowell). Introduced,
1025. Reported from Coin. on S. O. and P. B.
(Mr. McKay), 1026. 2nd R., 1026. 3rd R.*,
1087 ; R. A., 1220. (c. 56.)

(172) Respecting the Can. Mining and Metallurgical
Co., Ltd. (Mr. McMillan). Introduced, 786.
2nd R.*, 818. 3rd R.*, 844 ; R. A., 947. (c. 92.)

(173) Respecting the Quîebec Harbour Comnissioners
(Mr. Scott). Introduced, 1136. 2nd R. called,
1189. Rei. : Sir Mackenzie Bowell and
Messrs. Mille and Scott, 1190. 2nd R. post-
poned, 1190. 2nd R., 1193. In Coni., 1193.
Rei., en cl. 2: Messrs. Cox and Scott,
1193, 1194; Mr. Fergueon, 1194. B. reported
(Mr. McMillan) and 3rd R., 1195 ; R. A., 1220.
(c. 116.)

BILLS--Seriatin- Continued.

(174) To amend the Penitentiary Act (Mr. Mille).
Introduced, 786. 2nd H., 797. In Coin., 818.
Reported (Mr. Casgrain de Lanaudière) with
amt., and amt. concurred in, 819. 3rd R.*,
819 ; R. A., 947. (c. 47.)

(175) Respecting the Ottawa and Hull Fire Relief
Fund (Mr. Clemow). Introduced, 681. 2nd
R. i., 681. Rem., Mr. Clenow, 681. M.
agreed to, 682. In Com., 683. B. reported
(Mr. McMillan), 684. 3rd R.*, 701 ; R. A.,
946. (c. 114.)

(176) To incorporate the South Shore Line Ry. Co.
of Canada, Ltd. (Mr. McKay). Introduced,
863. 2nd R.*, 888. 3rd R.*, 953 ; R.A., 1220.
(c. 82.)

(177) To amend the Acte respecting certain Savinga
Banks in P. Q. (Mr. Mille). Introduced, 798.
M. for 2nd R., 831. Rem. : Messrs. Mille
and Power and Sir William Hingston, 831; Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 832. M. agreed to, 832.
In Coin., 844. Remarks: on cl. 2, Messrs.
Mille and Power and Sir Mackenzie Bowell ;
on cl. 19, Mr. Power, Sir William Hingston
and Mr. Wood, 845; Mr. Allan, 846; on cl. 20,
Mr. Power, 846; Sir William Hingston, Mr.
Mille, Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. Wood,
847; Messrs. Wood, Mille, Power, Dever and
Sir William Hingston, 848; Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 849. B. reported (Mr. Clenow) and
3rd R., 849; R. A., 947. (c. 28.)

(178) For granting to Her Majesty certain %unis of
money required for defraying the expenses of
the public service for the financial year ending
June 30, 1900 (Mr. Mills). Introduced and 2nd
and 3rd Re., 595; R. A.. 662. (c. 2.)

(179) For granting to Her Majesty certain sums of
money reqnired for defraying certain expenses
of the public service for th, financial year end-
ing June 30, 1900 (Mr. Mille). Introduced, 627.
2nd R. m., 627. Remarks : Sir Mackenzie
Bowell and Mr. Mille, 627; Messrs. Allan,
Almon and Lougheed, 629; Mr. Prowse, 630:
Mr. Perley, 631; Mr. Watson, 632; Mr. Fer-
guson, 6.3. M. agreed to, 635. 3rd R.*, 635;
R. A., 947. (c. 3.)

(180) Respecting and Restricting Chinese Immigra-
tion (Mr. Scott). Introduced, 815. M. for 2nd
R., 832. Deb.: Mr. Scott, 832; Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 833-835: Messrs. Power and Clemow,
835; Messrs. Prowee and Vidal, 836; Mr.
Gillmor, 837-839; Mr. Almon, 839; Mr. Mac-
donald, P.E.I., 840; Mr. Templeujan, 840-842;
M. (Mr. Templeman) to adjn. deb. agreed to,
842. Deb. resumed: Mr. Tenpleman, 849-852;
Mr. Allan, 852. 2nd R., 853. M. to refer to
Coin., 853. Remarks, Mr. Almon, 854. M.
agreed to, 854. In Coin., 863. Rem. : on
cl. 3, Messrs. Power and Scott and Sir Mac-
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kenzie Bowell, 864; Messrs. Power and Prim-
rose, 865; Sir Mackenzie Bowell, S66; on cl. 6,
Messrs. Power, Macdonald,P. E.I., and Gowan,
866; Mr. Gillmor, 867; Sir Mackenzie Bowell
and Messrs. Mills and Macdonald, P.E.I., 868;
on cl. 7, Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 869 ; on cl. 12,
Messrs. Power and Mills and Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 869; on cl. 15, Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
869; Mr. Power, 870; on cl. 18, Mesers. Power
and Poirier and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 870;
on cl. 22, Mr. Power, 870; on cl. 24, Mr.
Prowse, 870; Messrs. Scott, Power and Mills
and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 871. Progress re-
ported (Mr. McKay), 871. Consideration of B.
resumed in Com., 888; on cl. 4, Mr. Scott, 888.
B. reported (Mr. McKay) w ith anite. and amts.
concurred in 888. 3rd R. n., 913. Remarks:
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 913; Messrs. Temple-
mai and Prowse, 914. M. agreed to, 914 ; R.
A., 1220. (c. 32.)

(182) Respecting the construction of a branch rail-
way from Charlottetown to Murray Ilarbour
(Mr. Mills). Introduced, 888; 2nd R. 938;
consideration in Corn. postponed, 952; called
and further postponed, 972; in Coin. 1018;
renarks, Messrs. Mills and Ferguson, 1018;
Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I., 1019; reported (Mr.
Casgrain de Lanaudiere) and 3rd R., 1020;
R. A., 1220 (c. 7.)

(184) To amend the Customs Tariff, 1897 (Mr.
Mills). lntroduced, 815; 2nd R., 854; in
Coin., 888; Debate, Mr. Mills, 889; Mr.
Ferguson, 889-894; Mr. Scott, 894-899 ; Mr.
Ferguson, 899-902; Mr. Mills, 902-907 ; Mr.
Ferguson, 907-908 ; Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 908-
913; reported (Mr. Gillmor) and 3rd R., 913;
R. A., 947; (c. 15.)

(185) To authorize the sale of the Yarmouth SS.
Co.'s property to the Dom. Atlantic Ry. Co.
(Mr. Lovitt). Introduced, 862.

(187) To aid in the prevention and settlement of
Trade Disputes and to provide for the publica-
tion of Statistical Industrial Information (Mr.
Scott). Introduced, 975; 2nd R. m., 1000;
remarks, Messrs. Scott and Ferguson, 1000;
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1001; M. agreed to,
1001; in Com., 1020; remarks, Mr. Scott,
1020; Messrs. Landry, Clenow and Ferguson,
1021; Messrs. Scott, Landry and Allan, 1022;
on cl. 7, Messrs. Scott and Macdonald, P.E.I.,
1022; Messrs. Power and Clemow, 1023;
Messrs. Macdonald, Mills, Landry and Cox,
1024; on cl. 11, Messrs. Scott and Ferguson
and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1025; progress re-
ported (Mr. Yeo) 1025; consdn. resumed in
Coin., 1088; rem. on ci. 7, Messrs. Scott and
Power, 1088 ; on el. 10, Messrs. Scott and Fer-

BILLS-Sriatimn--Continued.

guson, 1088; Mr. Power, 1089; Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 1090; Bill reported (Mr. Yeo) and 3rd
R., 1090; R.A., 1220. (c. 24.)

(188) An Act granting to H. M. certain sums of
mnoney required for defraying certain expenses
of the Public Service for the financial year
ending the 30th June, 1900 (Mr. Mills). In-
troduced and 2nd and 3rd R's., 863; R. A.,
1220. (c. 4.)

(189) To amend the Act respecting the Judges of
Provincial Courts (Mr. Mills). Introduced,
936. 2nd R. rn., 953. Debate: Mr. Mills,
953-954; Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 954-958; Mr.
Landry, 958; Mr. Mills, 959-962; Mr. De-
Boucherville, 962. M. agreed to, 962; in
Com., 987. Debate: Messrs. Landry and
Mills, 987; Mr. Baker, 988; The Speaker,
989; Mr. Baker and Mr. Perley, 990; Mr.
Mills, 990-992; Mr. Landry, 992; Mr. Power,
993; Mr. Baker, 994; Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
995-997 ; Messrs. Scott and Mills, 997; Messrs.
Gillmor and Primrose, 998 ; Mr. Power, 999 ;
reported without aint. (Mr. McKay) 1000.
M. to refer Bill back to Coin., 1004; rejected,
c. 19, n. c. 24, 1005; amts. concurred in and
3rd R., 1005; returned fron H. of C., 1091.
Remarks, Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Messrs.
Mills and Deboucherville, 1091; Messrs. Mills
and Landry and Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1092;
consdn. of H. of C. message poetponed, 1092.
M. (Mr. Mills) to recede from amts., 1149.
Remarks, Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1149-1161;
Mr. Mills, 1161-1166; Mr. Baker, 1166-1172;
Mr. Power, 1172-1171; Mr. Ferguson, 1174;
Mr. Kerr, 1175-1180; Mr. DeBoucherville,
1180-1182. M. rejected, c. 16, n. c. 17; Mr.
Landry calls attention to vote of -Senator
Paquet, claiming it to be violation of pair
with Senator Armand, 1182. Remarks: Mr.
Landry, 1182; Mr. DeBoucherville, 1182, 1183;
Messrs. Thibaudeau (Rigaud), Casgrain (de
Lanaudiere), Mills, Landry and Watson, 1183;
Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. Casgrain, 1184.

(190) Respecting the Preservation of Game in the
Yukon Territory (Mr. Mills). Introduced,
975. 2nd R., 1003. 3rd R.*, 1087. R. A.,
1220. (c. 34.) .

(191) To anid. the P. O. Act (Mr. Scott). Intro-
duced, 1u37. 2nd R., 1090. In Coin., 1099.
Debate : Mr. Scott and Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
1099; Messrs. Macdonald (P.E.I.), Forget and
Clemow, 1104; Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr.
Mille, 1105; Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Messrs.
Ferguson and Forget, 1107. Progress report-
ed (Mr. MoMillan), 1107. Consdn. resumed
in Com., 1107; rem., Sir Mackenzie Bowell
and Mr. Mille, 1108, 110*; Messrs. Ferguson,
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DeBoucherville and Dever, 1109; Messrs.
Mills, Forget, Scott and Power, 1110; Mesers.
Mills, Forget and Vidal and Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 1111; Messrs. Vidal, McMillan, Lan-
dry, DeBoucherville and the Speaker, 1112; cl.
1, rejected, c. 10, n. c. 17; Mr. McMillan re-
ported Bill rejected, 1113.

(193) To authorize the granting of subsidies in aid
of the construction of lines of rys. therein men-
tioned (Mr. Mills). Introduced, 1107;T2nd
R., 1116; 3rd R. n., 1131; remarks, Messrs.
Mills and Ferguson, 1131; Mr. Landry and
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1132; consdn. of B.
resumed in Com., 1136; remarks on cels. 38 anci
39, Mr. Landry, 1136, 1137; Mr. Clenow,
1137-1139; Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr.
Macdonald (P.E.I.), 1139; 3rd R., 1140; R.
A., 1220. (c. 8.)

(195) Further to amd. the Act respecting Judges of
Provincial Courts (Mr. Mills). Introduced,
1195; iemarks, Messrs. Mills and Baker and
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1195; Messrs. Scott
and Power, 1196; 2nd R. m., 1202; objected
to (Mr. Landry) and postponed, 1202; m. re-
newed, 1218; objected to (Mr. Landry) and
postponed, 1218; ni. renewed, 1219; remarks,
Mr. Mills, Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. Lan-
dry, 1219; m. lost on a division, 1219.

196) For granting to Her Majesty certain sums of
money required for defraying certain expenses
of the public service for the financial years end-
ing respectively the 30th June, 1900, and the
30th .lune, 1901, and for other purposes relat-
ing to the public service (Mr. Mills). Intro-
duced, 1215; M. for 2nd R., 1215; remarks, Sir
M. Bowell, 1215, 1216; Mr. Clemow, 1216,
1217; Mr. Deboucherville, 1217, 1218; -n.
agreed to and 3rd R.*, 1218; R. A., 1220. (c. 5.)

(197) To amend the Dom. Controverted Electionm
Act (Mr. Mills). Introduced, 1220; 2nd R.
ni., 1220; remarks, Sir M. Bowell, 1220; M.
agreed to and 3rd R.*, 1220 ; R. A., 1220.

BINDER TwINE, PENITENTIARY: Inq. (Mr. Perley).
Reply (Mr. Mille), 191, 287.

Inq. (Mr. Perley). Reply (Mr. Mills), 324.
Debate: Sir M. Bowell, 324; Mr. Mills, 325;
Mr. Lougheed, 326; Mr. Perley, 326.

-- Inq. (Mr. Kirchhoffer) allowed to stand, 461.
Inq. (Mr. Kirchhoffer) called. Remarks; Mr.

Mills and Sir M. Bowell, 476. Inq. postponed,
477.

-Mr. Mills furnishes statement of quantities of
material purchased, 487. Remarks: Sir M.
Bowell, 487, 493; Mr. Mills, 488, 491; Messrs.
Kirchhoffer and Lougheed, 489; Mr. Clemow,
490; Mr. McMillan, 491.

BINDnER TwINE AND BA RBED WIRE COMBINE: Liq.
(Mr. Perley). Reply (Mr. Mills), 191.

BINDER TwINE AND BARBED WIRE FACTORIES . Inq.
(Mr. Perley). Reply (Mr. Mills), 212, 222.

BA&cE, R. K., DISMISSAL OF: Inq. (Mr. Ferguson).
Reply (Mr. Mills), 251.

BRANcH Rys. In P.E.I. See P.E.I. Ry., 541.

Brandon and South Western Ry. Co. B.
(25)-Mr. Clemow. lst R., 422; 2nd R.*, 431;
3rd R.*, 487. (63-64 V., c. 51.)

'British American Pulp and Paper Co. B.
(U)-Mr. Landry. lt R., 467; 2nd R.*, 487;
3rd R.*, 570. (63 -64 V., c. 89.)

B.C.'s CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REVENUE: M. (Mr.
Macdonald, B.C.) called and dropped, 762.

B.C. Southern Ry. Co. B. (33)-Mr. Mac-
Innes. 1st R., 171; 2nd R.*, 195; 3rd R.*, 288.
(63-64 V., c. 52.)

B.C., THE POLITICAL CRISIS IN: Mr. Macdonald,
(B.C.) calls attention to the deadlock in B.C.
Legislature, 141.

Notice of inq. (Sir M. Bowell)., 659, 667.
Sir M. Bowell inquires if Lieutenant-Governor

has resigned, 719, 742, 750, 855.
BORDEN, LIEUTENANT, DEATH OF: Rem., Sir M.

Bowell and Mr. Mills, 1200.
BOURASSA, THE CASE OF AvELIN: Mr. Landry calls

attention to the case, 1136 Rem.: Messrs. Mills
and Landry, 1136.

BUBoNIc PLAQUE, THE: Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) calls
attention to the necessity for excluding Japanese
persons and products, 20. Rem.: Mr. Mills, 20.

Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) again calle attention to
n acessity of preventive measures, 170. Mr. Mills
reads report of Dr. Montizambert, 170.

Buffalo Ry Co. B. (100)-Mr. Lougheed. 1st
. R., 577; 2nd R., 602; 3rd R., 699. (63-64 V.,

c. 54.)
BUSINESS IN THE SENATE. Sec the Senate, 149.

Can. and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel
Co. B. (46)-Mr. McCallum. lst R., 164; 2nd
R.*, 195; 3rd R.*, 401. (63-64 V., c. 90.)

Can. Bankers' Ass'n. B. (55) -Mr. Kirchhoffer.
lst R.*, 577 ; 2nd R.*, 607; 3rd R.*, 669. (63-64
V., c. 93.)

Can. Loan and Investment Co. B. (76)-
Mr. Clenmow. lt R., 434 ; 2nd R., 460 ; 3rd R.',
481. (63-64 V., c. 95.)

Can. Mining and Metallurgical Co. B.
(172)-Mr. McMillan. lst. R., 786; 2nd R.*,
818; 3rd R.*, 844. (63-64 V., c. 92.)

Can. National Ry. and Transportatlon
Co. B. (115)-Mr. Clenow. 1st R., 590; 2nd
R., 609; rejected, 750.

Can. Pac. Ry. Co. B. (34)-Mr. Lougheed. lest
R., 324; 2nd R.*, 367; 3rd R.0 , 400. (63-64 V., c.
55.)

Can. Southern Bridge Co. B. (44)-Mr.
Kirchoffer. lt R., 164; 2nd R.*, 195; 3rd R.*,
400. (63-64 V., c. 91.)
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Can. Steel Co. B. (G)-Mr. Clemow. 1st R.,

165; 2nd R., 196 : 3rd R.*, 400. (63-64 V., c. 94.)
CAN. TRADE AT CAPE NOME. See "Cape Nome Can.

Trade, at" 196.
Can. Volunteers in S. Africa Expenses

B. (59)-Mr. Mills. lst R., 218; 2nd R., 408;
3rd R., 409. (63-64 V., c. 6.)

CAPE NoME, Can. Trade at: inq. (Mr. Macdonald,
B.C.), reply (Mr. Mills), 196; inq. Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.), reply postponed, 222; inq. (Mr.
Macdonald, B.C.), reply (Mr. Scott), 411.

CASTINGS FOR P. E. I. Ry. Sec P. E. I. Ry., Castings
for, 520.

CAZES AND DUBÉ, Death Sentences of. Sec "death
sentences of Cazes and Dubé," 1036.

CENSUS, Taking of Decennial: inq. (Mr. Macdonald,
B.C.), reply (Mr. Mills), 195; inq. (Mr. Landry),
reply (Mr. Mills), 1058; inq. (Mr. Landry), reply
(Mr. Mille), 1192; rem.: Sir M. Bowell and
Messrs. Landry, DeBoucherville and McMillan,
1193.

Central Vermont Ry. Co. B. (171)-Sir. M.
Bowell. 1st R., 1025; 2nd R., 1026; 3rd R.*,
1087. (63-64 V., c. 56.)

CHAPLEAU, Samuel Edmour St. Onge: Sworn in
Clerk of the Senate, 1.

CHAILoTTETOwK, The P. O. Building at: inq. (Sir
M Bowell in absence of Mr. Ferguson), reply
.(Mr. Mille), 541.

Charlottetown and Murray Harbour
Branch Ry. B. (182)-Mr. Mills, lst R. 888;
2nd R.*, 938 ; 3rd R., 1020. (63-64 V., c. 7.)

CHINESE AND JAPANESE IMMIGRATION: Petition pre-
sented by Sir Mackenzie Bowell, and read, 854.

Chinese Immigration Restriction B (180)
-Mr. Scott, 1st R., 815; 2nd R., 853; 3rd R.,
914. (63-64 V., c. 32.)

CHURCH PARADES, MILITARY. Sec "Military Church
Parades," 166.

Civil Service Act Amdt. B. (156)-Mr. Scott,
lt R., 786; 2nd R., 854; 3rd R., 938. (63-64 V,
c. 14.)

CLAIM oF E. J. WALSH, C. E. THE: M. (Sir* M.
Bowell) remarks: Sir M. Bowell, 442; Mr. Scott,
443; M. adopted, 443.

CLAIMS FOR REFUND OF DUTY oN FISH. See " Refund
of Duty on Fish claims for," 161.

CLAIMS OF MACKENZIE AND MANN. See " Mackenzie
and Mann claims of," 579.

CLERK OF THE SEN. SWORN IN, 1.
CLERK OF THE SEN, THE LATE : M. (Mr. Mille) to give

late Clerk of Sen the entrée of the Sen. on
occasions of ceremony, 129.

Cold Storage Contracte B. (152)-Mr. Scott,
1st R., 577; 2nd R., 587; Srd R., 668. (63-64 V.,
e. 10.)

Colonial Investment and Loan Co. B. (76).
-Mr. Clemow, Tht R., 434 ; 2nd R., 460; 3rd R.*,
481. (63-64 V., c. 95.)

COMMISSIONS IN M. POLICE. Sec Mounted Police,
Commissions in the, 409.

Comox and Cape Scott Ry.Co. B. (35)-Mr.
Reid, lt R., 440; 2nd R., 463; 3rd R.*, 567;
(63-64 V, c. 57.)

COMPANIES:
Acadia Loan.
Accident and Guarantee.
Algoma Central Ry.
Bay of Quinte Ry.
Brandon and South-western Ry.
B.C. Southern Ry.
B. Am. Pulp, Paper and Ry.
Brit. Yukon Ry.
Buffalo Ry.
Can. and Mich. Bridge and Tunnel.
Can. Southern Bridge.
Can. Mining and Metallurgical.
Can. Bankers'.
C. P. R.
Can. Steel.
Central Vermont Ry.
Colonial Investient and Loan.
Conox and Cape Scott Ry.
Cowichan Valley Ry.
Crown Life Insurance.
Dom. Atlantic Ry.
Dom. Cotton Mille.
Dom. of Can. Rifle Association.
Frost & Wood.
Hereford Ry.
Kaslo and Lardo-Duncan Ry.
La Banque Jacques Cartier.
Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry.
Lake Superior and Hudson Bay Ry.
Manitoulin and North Shore Ry.
Merchants Bank of Halifax.
Montfort and Gatineau Colonization Ry.
Montreal and Ottawa Ry.
Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal.
Morris and Portage Ry.
National Sanitarium.
Niagara Grand Island Bridge.
Nickel Steel.
Nipimsing and James' Bay Ry.
Northern Commercial Telegraph.
N.S. Steel.
Ontario Mutual Life Assurance.
Ontario Power.
Ontario and Rainy River Ry.
Oshawa Ry.
Ottawa, Brockvillk and St. Lawrence Ry.
Ottawa and Hull Fire Relief Fund.
Pontiac Pacific Junction Ry.
Port Dover, Brantford, Berlin and Goderich Ry.
Quebec Bridge.
Quebec and Lake Huron Ry.
Quebec and New Brunswick Ry.
Quebeo Southern Ry.
Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal.
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CompANIES-Concluded.

Restigouche and Western Ry.
River St. Clair Bridge and Tunnel.
Royal Bank of Canada.
Royal Marine Insurance.
St. Clair and Erie Ship Canal.
St. Lawrence Terminal and Steanship.
St. Mary's River Ry.
Salisbury and Harvey Ry.
Schomberg and Aurora Ry.
Servis Railroad Tie Plate.
South Shore Line Ry.
Thousand Islands Ry.
Toronto Hotel.
Timagami Ry.
Western Alberta Ry.
Yarmouth Steanship.

Co.'s Clauses Act Amdt. Bill (X)-Mr. Mills.
lst R., 611; 2nd R., 670; 3rd R., 701. (63-64
V., c. 42.)

COM., THE STANDING: M. (Mr. Mills) to appoint a
a Com., of selection, 61.

Report of Com. of Selection presented, 63;
Report adopted, 66.

CONFIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE. Sec delayed re-
turn, 410.

Congregation of the Most Holy Redee-
mer B. (77)-Mr. Bernier. lst R., 378;2nd
R., 401; 3rd R.*, 467. (63-64 V., c. 96.)

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF REDISTRIBUTION BILL. Sec
Redistribution B., Constitutionality of, 110.

Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. (197)
-Mr. Mills. lst, 2nd and 3rd R., 1220.

Copyright Act Amt. B. (167)-Mr. Scott. lst
R., 913; 2nd R.*, 938; 3rd R., 975. (63-64 V.,
c. 25.)

CORNDUFF, DISMISSAL OF MR.: Inq., (Mr. Perley),
Reply (Mr. Mills), 814.

CORRECTIONS: Mr. Landry calls attention to errors
in Minutes, 482, 522.'

COST OV POST OFFICE AT MONTMAGNY. See P. O., at
Montmagny, cost of, 160.

COsT OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT MONTMAGNY : Inq.,
(Mr. Landry), Reply (Mr. Mills), 287.

Cowichan Valley Ry. Co. B. (66)-Mr.
Macdonald, B.C. lst R., 410; 2nd R.*, 440; 3rd
R.*, 480. (63-64 V., c. 58.)

Cox Divorce B. (A)-Mr. Lougheed. lst R., 82;
2nd R.. 196; 3r:i R.*, 401. (63-64 V., c. 125.)

Criminal Code, 1892, Amt. B. (K)-Mr. Mills
lst R., 220; 2nd R., 289; 3rd R., 436. (63-64
V., c. 46.)

CRIMINAL CODE AMT., B.: Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
suggests that B. should be introduced early in
the session, 64 ; Mr. Mills promises to bring down
B. early, 65.

- Sir Mackerzie Bowell, Inq., for copies of B.,
108; Reply (Mr. Mills), 108.

CRIMINAL CODE AMT., Inq., (Mr. Ferguson), 219.
Reily (Mr. Mills), 220.

Crown Life Insurance Co. B. (82)-Mr.
Macdonald, B.C. lst R., 433; 2nd R.*, 440; 3rd
R., 459. (63-64 V., c. 97.)

Customs Tariff, 1897, Amt. B. (184) -Mr.
Mills. lst R., 815; 2nd R., 854; 3rd R., 913.
(63-64 V., c. 15.)

DEATH SENTENCES OF CAZES AND DUBÉ: M. (Mr.
Landrv) for return, 1036. Remarks: Mr. Mille,
1037. M. dropped, 1037.

Inq. (Mr. Landry). Reply (Mr. Mills), 1201.
DEBATES, THE SENATE. Sce Senate Debates, the, 849.
DELAYED RETURNS: Baie des Chaleurs Ry., 725.

Commissions in Mounted Police, 467.
Cor. between Col. Hughes and Gen. Hutton,

164, 410.
Branch Rys. in P.E.I., 620, 719.
Disallowance of Provincial Acte, 366, 480.
Dismissal of Govt. officials and expenses of

commissions, 85, 164, 366, 499.
Expenses of Ministers going abroad, 62.
Man. School Ques., 544, 558, 578, 635, 725. 743,

1092, 1200.
Montmagny P.O., 445, 450, 465, 467, 483, 578,

1202.
Orcharding in P.E.., 1092.
Paris Exposition, The, 1092.
Sale of school land s in N.W., 85, 165, 725.
Sorel and Drummond Ry., 544, 558.
Subsidies to Rys. in Gaspé, 480, 487, 514, 544,

558, 578, 635, 686.
Supply of oil for the I.C.R., 62, 85, 463,494.
Winter service with P.E.., 494.

DEMURRAGE ON I.C.R. CARS. Sec I.C.R. Cars, de-
murrage on, 706.

DEPOSIT OF FILTH ON WELLINGTON ST., OTTAwA.

See Wellington St., Ottawa, deposit of filth on,
444.

DISALLOWANCE OF PROVINCIAL ACTS: Notice of M.
(Sir M. Bowell) for return, 67.

M. for return (Sir M. Bowell) adopted, 112.
Inq. for return, 480.

DISCHARGE OF LIEUT.-COL. HUGHES. Sec Lieut.-Col.
Hughes, Discharge of, 1200.

DISMISSAL OF R. K. BRACE. See Brace, R. K., Dis-
missal of, 251.

DISMISSALS OF GOVT. OFFCIALS: Inq. for delayed
return (Sir M. Bowell), 85.

DISMISSAL OF MERCIER'S MINISTRT, THE. Sec Mer-
cier's Ministry, the dismissal of, 143.

DIVISION lists, change in the:
On M. (Mr. Mills), second R., Redistribution Act

Amt. B., and amt. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) for
6 ni. h., Mr. Scott calls att'n. to fact that Mr.
O'Donohoe's vote was improperly recorded, 377.
Remarks: Mesurs. Lougheed, Scott, Baker, and
Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. O'Donohoe,
378.



INDEX. 1263
DIVISIONS:

On M. (Mr. Mille) for second R. Redistribution B.,
and amt. (Sir Mackenzie Bowel) for 6 m. h.,
amt. adopted c. 41, n. c., 19, 377.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 3rd R. Patterson Divorce
B., and amt. (Mr. McMillan) for 6 m. h., ant.
rejected, c. 14, n. c. 29, 506.

On M. (Mir. Scott) for 3rd R. Inspection Act Ant.
B., and amt. (Mr. McCallum) to strike out
"Man." and insert "Can. ", amt. rejected c.
17, n. c. 19, 555.

On M. (Mr. Baker) to adopt rep. of Com. on R. T.
and H. on B. (70) to incorporate the Gaspé
Short Line Ry. Co., and amt. (Mr. Dandurand)
to refer report back to the Com., amt. rejected
c. 18, n. c., 30, 643.

On M. (Mr. Mille) to concur in Comimons ant. to
B.(K)further to amend theCrininal Code1892,
and amt. (Mr. Power), that ant. be not con-
curred in, amt. adopted c. 13, n. c., 9, 655.

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for 3rd R. B. (100) respecting
the Buffalo Ry. Co. (Foreign) and M. in amt.
(Mr. McCallum) for 6 m. h., amt. rejected, c.
11, n. c., 33, 699.

On M. (Mr. Bakei) to adopt report of Com. on R.,
T. and H. on Bill (115) to incorporate the Can.
National Transportation Co., and amt. (Mr.
Kerr) to refer report back to Com. for further
consideration, amt. rejected, c. 18, n. c., 24,
750.

On M. for 3rd R. B. (118) respecting the Timagami
Ry. Co., and amt. (Mr. Kerr) to refer B. back
to Coin. on R., T. and H. for further considera-
tion, amt. rejected, c. 18, n. c., 21, 830.

On M. (Mr. Dobs<n)to recede from amts. to B. (118)
respecting the Timagami Ry. Co., and amt.
(Mr. Clemow) to insist on said amte., and amt.
to amut. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) to refer B. back
to Com. on R., T. & H., ant. to amt. rejected,
ü., 16., n. c. 18, amt., rejected, c. 17, n. c. 18,
M. adopted c 18, n. c. 16, 887.

On M. (Mr. Mille) to recede from amts. to B. (K)
"Further to amd. the Criminal Code, 1892,"
M. agreed to, c., 13, n. c., 14, 967.

On M. (Mr. Mille) to refer B. (189) " To amd. the
Act respe2ting the .Tudges of Provincial Courts"
back to Con., M. rejected, c. 19, n. c., 24,
1005.

On M. (Mr. Mille) to recede from 5th amt. to B.
(K) "To further amend the Criminal Code,
1892" and aimt. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) to add
proviso, ant. adopted, c. 20 ; n. c., 17, 1015.

On M. (Mr. Mille) to recede froin amts. to B. (189)
to amd. the Act respecting the Judges of Pro-
vincial Courts, M. rejected, c. 16, n. c. 17, 1182.

M. (Mr. Ferguson) to amend Election Law Amt. B.
(133) adopted, c. 12, n. c. 7, 1214.

DIVORCES:
(A) Edwin James Cox.
(E) Catherine Cecilia Lyons.
(M) Gertrude Bessie Patterson.
(N) Gustavus Adolphus Kobold.
(V) Williamn Henry Featherstonhaugh.

Dom. Atlantic Ry. Co. B. (83)-Mr. Power.
let R., 578 ; 2nd R.*, 590; 3rd R.*, 684. (63-64 V.,
c. 59.)

Dom. Cotton Mills Co. B. (71)-Mr. O'Brien.
1t R., 499; 2nd R.*, 517; 3rd R.*, 567. (63-64
V., c. 98.)

DoMINION FRANCHIsE, The: Inq. (Mr. Miller), reply
(Mr. Mille), 223; Inq. (Mr. Ferguson), reply
(Mr. Mille), 410.

Dom. Lande Act Amt. B. (18)-Mr. Mille.
lst R., 193; 2nd R., 197; 3rd R.*, 328. (63-64 V.,
c. 20.)

Dom. of Can. Rifle Ass'n. B. (169)-Mr. Scott.
lst R., 694 ; 2nd R., 671; 3rd R.*, 701. (63-64 V.
c. 99.)

DREDGING AT ST. MICHAEL's WHARF. See St.
Michael's Wharf, Dredging at, 461.

DREDGING OF NEw LONDON HARBCUR: Inq. (Mr.
Ferguson), reply (Mr. Mille), 111.

DuTY ON FIaH, Claims for Refund of. Sce Refund
of Duty on Fish, Claims for, 161.

DUTY ON PETROLEUm The: See Petroleum the duty
on, 241.

EARNINGS OF THE STEAMERS "S-ANLEY" AND
"M1NTO": See "Steamers 'Stanleu' and 'Minto'
Earnings of the," 443.

ELECTION IRREGULARITIES: Inq. (Mr. Perley), reply
(Mr. Scott), 156; rem., Sir Mackenzie Bowell
and Mr. Alnon, 156; Messrs. Mille and Almon,
157; Messrs. Prowse and Lougheed, 158.

Election Law Amt. B. (133)-Mr. Mille. 1st
R., 975; 2nd R., 1003; 3rd R., 1149. (63-64 V.,
c. 12.)

EMERGENcY RATION INVESTIGATION, The : Inq. (Mr.
Perley), reply (Mr. Mille), 1041; rem., Mr. Fer-
guson, 1041; Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mesere.
Casgrain, McMillan and Landry, 1042.

Experimental Farm Station Act Amt. B.
(135)-Mr. Mille. lst R., 542 ; 2nd R.*, 565;
3rd R., 566. (63-64 V., c. 30.)

EXPENSES0F MINISTERs ABROAD: Inq. (Mr. Landry),
62.

ExposmoN, The Paris: See Paris Exposition, The,
242.

Expropriation Act Amt. B. (160)-Mr.
Scott. Jet R., 578; 2nd R., 588; 3rd R.*, 661.
(63-64 V., c. 22.)

FAsT ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE AND PACIFIC CABLE:
Inq. (Sir M. Bowell), reply (Mr. Mille), 666.

Featherstonhaugh Divorce B. (V)- Mr.
Clemow. let R., 482; 2nd R.*, 582; 3rd R.*, 649.
(63-64 V., c. 126.)

1263INDEX.



1264 INDEX.

FIRE AT OTTAWA, The Great : Mr. Clemow calle att'n.
to danger to Public Buildings from lumber piles
near them, 452; rem., Mr. Allen, 453; Mr. Drum-
mond, Sir M. Bowell and Mr. Scott, 454 ; Mesrs.
Prowse and Power, 456; Mr. Dever, 457; Sir M.
Bowell and Mr. Scott, 458; B. for relief of suf-
erers introduced and passed, 464.

FIsHERIES BouNriEs IN P. E. I. &e P. E. I., Irre-
gularities in payment of Fisheries Bounty, 763.

FORGET's (SEN'R.) VOTE. Sec Privilege, Questions
of, 1190.

Foreign Grain Inspection B. (142)-Mr.
Scott. 1st R., 499 ; 2nd R., 517 ; 3rd I., 556.
(63-64 V., c. 40.)

FRANCHISE, The Dom. See Dom. Franchise, The,
223.

FREIGHT ON THE 1. C. R.: M. (Mr. Wood) for reurn
agreed to, 479.

Frost and Wood Co. Relief B. (113).-Mr.
Power. lt R., 538; 2nd R., 562; 3rd R.*, 669.
(63-64 V., c. 100.)

Gas Inspection Act Amdt. B. (78)-Mr.
Scott, lt R., 494; 2nd R., 516 ; 3rd R., 533;
(63-64 V., c. 41.)

GASPE SHORT LINE Ry: M. (Mr. Landry) for Return,
agreed to, 449; Mr. Mille states that prepara-
tion of return will occupy some time, 519;
rem., Messr. Landry, McDonald, C. B.,
Scott and Dever, 510; Mr. Landry inquires when
papers will be submitted, 635; rem., Sir Mac-
keuzie Bowell, 635; Mesrs. Scott, Ferguson
and Mille, 636.

Gaspe Short Line Ry. B. (70)-Mr. Fiset, lt
R., 440; 2nd R., 450; rejected, 643.

Generai Inspection Act Amdt. B. (79)-
Mr. Scott, 1st R., 494; 2nd R., 517; 3rd R.,
552. (63-64 V., c. b8.)

GOLD FIICLDs OF THE KLONDIKE, The. Explanation
(Mr. Power), 252.

GRAIN AND CATTLE SHIPMENTS FROM ST. JOHN, N. B.:

Inq. (Mr. Perley) 117; rem., Mr. Dever, 118,
122; Mr. Wood, 118; Mr. Mills, 119; Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, 120.

Grain Trade in Man. Inspection District
B. (141)-Mr. Scott, let R., 590; 2nd R., 607;
3rd R.*, 818. (63-64 V., c. 39.)

GRAIN TRADE, ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE: Inq.,
(Mr. Perley) 193; reply (Mr. Mille,) 194.

G.T.R. INDEBTEDNESS: Inq. (Mr. Perley); reply
(Mr. Scott) 819.

GRANT IN AID oF AGRICULTURE IN N. W. T's.-Bee

N. W. T'o. Grant in Aid of Agriculture in,
193.

Grants of Land to Militia in N.W., B. (107)
-Mr. Mille, let R., 499; 2nd R., 517; 3rd R.,
556. (63-64 V., c. 17.)

Great Bastern Ry. Co. B. (H)-Mr. Owens,
lt R., 196 ; 2nd R.*, 289; 3rd R.*, 567 ; Bill
dropped, 888.

GREAT LAKES, LEVELS OF THE: M. (Mr. O'Donohoe)
for return, 155.

G. N. W. CENTRAL Ry. LAND GRANT: Inq. (Mr.
Perley) 396; reply (Mr. Mille) 397 ; rem., Mr.
Perley, 397; Mr. Bernier, 398.

HARBOURMASTER AT MONTMAGNY, SALARY OF: Inq.
(Mr. Landry) reply (Mr. Mille) 192.

Hereford Ry. Co. B. (21)-Mr. Perley. lt.,
R., 164; 2nd R.*, 254; 3rd R.*, 401. (62-63
V., c. 60.)

HILLSBOROUGH RIVER Ry. AND TRAFFIc BiDGcE : M.
(Mr. Fergneon) for return, 111; Inq. (Mr.
Ferguson) reply (Mr. Mille) 252; M. (Mr. Fer-
guson) for return, 660.

Holiness Movement B. (51).-Mr. Lougheed.
let R., 422; 2nd R., 431; 3rd R.*, 482. (63-64
V., c. 101.)

HUGHEs, LIEUT.-COL., SERVICES OF: M. (Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell) for correspondence, &c., 109; In-
quiry for return (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 164;
reply (Mr. Mille) 165; Inquiry (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) reply (Mr. Scott) 410.

IMMIGRATION, JAPANESE TO CAN.: (See Japanese Im-
migration to Can.), 127.

INCOMPLETE RETURNs (Sec returns Incomplete) 224.

Insoribed Stock of Can. in the United
Kingdom B. (149).-Mr. Scott. 1it R., 577;
2nd R., 585. 3rd R.*, 602. (63-64 V., c. 11.)

I.C.R., CARs, DEMURRAGE ON: Inquiry (Mr. Wood)
reply (Mr. Mille) 706.

- MAIL SERVICE ON THE: Mr. Landry calls at-
tention to irregularities, 452.

TRA'FFIc ON THE: Mr. McKay calls attention
to unnecessary Sunday trafflo, 451; rem. Mr.
McDonald, C.B., and Mr. Ferguson, 451 ; Mr.
Scott 452.

UNLOADING OF CARS ON: M. (Mr. Wood)
for return, 706, debate, Mr. Wood, 706-708.
Mesrs. Mille and Primrose, 708; Mr. Snowball,
709; Mr. Dever, 710. M. adopted, 710.

INQUIRIES, THE SPEAKER'S RULINGS ON : (See
Speakers Rulings on Inquiries) 680.

INQUIBIES:
Alberton and Killdare Postal Service, 212.
Binder Twine and Barbed Wire Factories, 212-

222.
- Combine, 191.
Binder Twine, Penitentiary, 461.
Brace, R. K., Dismissal of, 251.
Business in the Sen., 149.
Cape Nome, Can. Trade at, 196, 222, 410.@
Charlottetown P. O.,- 541.
Claims for refund. of duty on fish, 161.
Claims of Mackenzie & Mann, 579.
Cornduff, Mr., Dismissal of, 814.
Cost of Public Buildings at Montmagny, 287.
Criminal Code Amdt. Bill, 219.
Decennial Census, Taking of, 195, 1058, 1192.
Discharge of Lieut.-Col Hughes, 1200.
Dimisal of Lieut.-Govr. McInnes, The, 1026.
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INQUIRE8-Continued.

Dom Franchise, The, 223, 410.
Dredging at St. Michael's Wharf, 461.
Dredging of New London Harbour, 111.
Election Irregularities, 156.
Emergency Ration Investigation, The, 1041.
Fast Atlantic Mail Service and Pac. Cable, 666.
G. T. R. Indebtedness, 819.
Grain and Cattle Shipments fromSt. John, N.B.,

117.
G. N. W. Central Ry. Land Grant, 396.
Hillsborough R. Bridge, 252.
Hughes, Lieut.-Col., 165.
Incomplete Returns, 224, 253.
L. C. R. Cars, Demurrage on, 706.
I. C. R., Supply of Oil for, 85, 814.
Irregularities in Payment of Fisheries Bounties

in P. E. I., 763.
Japanese Immigration to Can., 127.
Letters sent to Europe, 494.
Man. School Ques. Settiement, The, 379, 449, 462.
Man. School Ques., The, 209, 379, 449, 594, 611,

619, 659, 671.
Manufacturers of Binder Twine, 287.
Murray Harbour Branch of P. E. I. Ry., 160.
North Cape LIghthouse, Repaire to, 433.
N.W.T., Grant in aid of Agr. in, 193.
Oyster Beds in Shediac Bay, The, 495.
Pac. Cable, The, 156, 666.
Paris Exposition, The, 242.
Parliament Grounds, The, 1037.
Penitentiary Binder Twine, 191, 287, 324.
Political Crisis in B.C., The, 667, 719, 742, 750.
Post Office at Montmagny, cost of, 160, 191, 195,

445, 449, 462, 479, 482, 567.
Postal Contracte in P.E.I., 266.
Postmastership of New Westminster, The, 579.
Preventive Officer at Montmagny, The, 212, 252,

269, 367, 395.
P.E.I. Ry., Castings for, 520.
P.E.I. Ry., Mails between Kensington and

Princetown, 521.
Protection Works on Rivière du Sud, 160, 166,

191, 195.
Purchase of Town Hall at Montmagny, 195.
Quebec Bridge, The, 619, 643, 686.
Railway Subsidies, 193.
Reform of the Senate, 1037.
Representation of Yukon District, 213.
Royal Commisbion on the Grain Trade, 193.
Salary of Ilarbour Master at Montmagny, 192,

437.
Salary of Wharfinger at Montmagny, 193.
School Lande in Man., 165.
Size of Apple Barrels, The, 220.
South African War, The, 8, 20, 62.
South Eastern Railway, Reopening of Trade on,

494, 518.

Tignish Breakwater, Tenders for, 432.
Travelling Allowances of Judges in B.C., 479.

80

INQUIRES-Concluded.
Victim of a Judicial Error, A, 112.
Warehouse Commissioners in Man., appt. of, 844.
White, Lieut.-Col., The case of, 191.
Yukon Liquor Permits, 266.

Interest Acte Amt., B. (161)-Mr. Mille. let
R., 577; 2nd R., 590; 3rd R., 609. (63-64 V.,
c. 29.)

JAPANESE IMMIGRATION TO CAN: Inquiry'(Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.,) 127; rem., Mr. Macdonald, 127,
128; Mr. Almon, 128; Mr. Mille, 128, 129; Mr.
Macdonald, 129.

JOINT HIGH COMM'N., THE : Mr. Miller calle att'n. to
despatch from Washington and asks for infor.
mation, 287; rem., Mr. Mille, 288. Mr. Miller
calls att'n. to discussion in H. of C., 290; rem.,
Mr. Mille, 290.

JuDGEs IN B.C., TRAVELLING ALLOWANcES op. Ree
Travelling Allowances of Judges in B.C., 472.

Judges of Provincial Courte Act Amdt.
B. (189)-Mr. Mille, let R., 936; 2nd R., 962;
3rd R.. 1005.

Judges of Provincial Courte Act Amdt.
B. (195)-Mr. Mille, let R., 1195; rejected, 1219.

JUDICIAL ERROR, A VIcrIM oF A: Inquiry, (Mr.
Landry) 112; Reply, (Mr. Mille) 113.

Kaslo and Lardo-Dunoan Ry. 00. B. (26)
-Mr. Macdonald, B.C., 1st R., 171; 2nd R.,
196; 3rd R*, 288. (63-64 V., c. 61.)

KLONDIKE, GOLDFIELDS OF THE. &e Goldfields of
the Klondike, The, 252.

Kobold Divorce B. (N)-Mr. Clemow, lst R.,
290 ; 2nd R.*, 459 ; 3rd R.*, 500. (63-64 V., e.127.)

LACHINE CANA.I, RY. BRIDGE OVER. ee Ry. Bridge
over Lachine Canal) 477.

Lace Erie & Detroit River Ry. Co. B. (122)
-Mr. Power, let R., 459; 2nd R.*, 463; 3rd
R.*, 480. (63-64 V., c. 62.)

Lake Superlor and Hudson Bay Ry.
Co. B. (124)-Mr. Watson, let R., 742; 2nd
R., (Mr. Power) 762; 3rd R., 863. (63-64 V.,
c. 63.)

LAN<GEVIN, EDOUARD J. See Clerk of the Sen.,IThe
Late, 129.

Land Titles Act Amt. B. (31)-Mr. Lougheed,
let R., 499; Dropped, 684.

Land Titles Act Amt. B. (139)-Mr. E4cott,
1st R., 567; 2nd R., 574; 3rd R.*, 684, (63.44
V., c. 21.)

LATE CLERK OF THE SEN., TE. ee Clerk of the
Sen., The Late, 129.

LETrERS SENT To EUROPE: Inq. (Mr. Landry)
reply, (Mr. Scott) 494.

LEVELS .OF THE GT. LAKES. See Gt. Lakes, The
Levels of the, 155.

LEwIN, HON. MR. See Senators Doceased, 162.
LIEUT. COL. HUGHES' SERVICES: M. (Sir Mackenzie

Bowell) for return, 109.
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LIEUT. COL. HUGHES, THE DISOHARGE OF: Inquiry
(Sir Mackenzie Bowell) ; reply, (Mr. Mille) 1200.

LIEUT. CoL.. WHrrE, The case of : inq. (Sir M.
Bowell), reply (Mr. Scott), 191.

Notice of inq. (Sir M. Bowell), 193.
-In. (Sir M. Bowell), reply (Mr. Scott), 199;

debate: Mr. Mille, 201; Mr. Ferguson, 203; Mr.
Allan, 204; Mesrs. Macdonald, B.C., and Power,
205; Mr. Scott, 207; Mr. McCallum and Sir M.
Bowell, 208. Further information furnished (Mr.
Scott), 218.

M. (Sir M. Bowell), 441, rem.: Sir M. Bowell,
431; Mr. Scott, 442; M. postponed, 442; M.
further postponed, 449, 461, 464 ; M. called, 468,
rem.: Sir M. Bowell, 468, 475; Mr. Mille, 472;
M. withdn., 475.

Live Stock Record Ass'ns. B. (134)-Mr.
Scott. let R., 541; 2nd R.. 565; 3rd R.*, 602.
(63-64 V., c. 33.)

Loan Co's Act Amt. B. (Q)-Mr. Mille. let
R., 440; 2nd R., 465; 3rd R.*, 481. (63-64 V.,
c. 43.)

O38 OF THr STR. "PORTIA ". Sée Str. "Portia",
Loss of the, 499.

Lyons Divorce B. (E)-Mr. Clemow. 1st R.,
143; 2nd R.*, 253; 3rd R., 440. (63-64 V., c. 128).

McINNEs, RESIGNATION oF LIEUT.-GOv: Notice of
inq. (Sir. M. Bowell), 659.

Inq. (Sir M. Bowell), reply (Mr. Mille), 667.
Mr. Mille submits statement of cause for dis-
missal, 815. Sir M. Bowell moves for return,
855. Debate: Sir M. Bowell, 855--8W. Mr.
Scott, 858-860; Mr. Mille, 860; Sir M. Bowell,
861; Mr. Primrose, 862. M. agreed to, 862.

- Sec. of State submits confidential correspond-
ence between himself and Lieut.-Gov'r. 938.
Debate: Mr. Scott, 939-944; Sir M. Bowell,
944, 945; Meurs. Cox and Prowse, 945.

-Inq. (Mr. Templeman), 1026. Debate: Mr.
Milis, 1026-1033: Sir M. Bowell. 1033-1036; Mr.
Landry, 1036.

ACKENZIE AND MANN, Claime of: Inq. (Sir M.
Bowell) reply (Mr. Mille), 579.

MAILS BETWEEN KENSINGTON AND PRINCETOWN. Se
P. E. I. mails between Kensington and Prince-
town, 521.

MAIL SERvicE ON THE L J. R., The. &e I. C. R.,
The Mail Service on the, 452.

MAN. SCHOOL QUESTION, The: Inq. (Mr. Landry),
reply (Mr. Mills), 209. Rem.: Sir M. Bowell and
Mr. Mille, 210; Mr. Landry, 211; Mr. Poirier,
212.

- .-Inq. (Mr. Perley), reply (Mr. Mills), 379. Rem.:
Mr. McSweeney, 379; Mr. Landry, 380; Mr.
Bernier, 380-382; Mr. Power, 382-386; Meurs.
Dandurand and McCallum, 386 ; Mr. Dever, 386-
388; Sir M. Bowell, 388-390; Mr. Mille, 390-393;
Mr. Perley, 393-394; Mr. Bernier, 394-395.

- Inq. (Mr. Landry), postponed, 449; inq. re-
newed, 462; reply (Mr. Scott), 462.

MAN. SCHOOL QUESTION M. (Mr. Landry), 477.
Rein.: Mr. Scott and Sir M. Bowell, 478; Mr.
Landry, 479; adopted, 479.

-Inq. (Mr. Landry), postponed, 594; inq. re-
newed, 611; reply (Mr. Mille), e14-616; rem.,
Mr. Landry, 616-619. Notice of inq. objected to
(Mr. Mille), 659. The Speaker rules inq. out of
order, 660.

Inq. (Mr. Landry), reply (Mr. Mille), 671.
Debate: Messrs. Landry and Mille, 672; Messrs.
Bernier and Dandurand, 673; Mr. Watson, 675;
Messrs. Prowse and Power, 677.

Inq. (Mr. Landry) for return, 1200; reply (Mr.
Scott), 1201.

Manitoulin and North Shore Ry. Co. B.
(109)-Mr. Watson. Tst R., 541; 2nd R., 567;
3rd R.*, 684. (63-64 V., c. 64.)

MANUFACTURERS OF BINDER TwINE. Sem Binder
Twine, 287.

Merchants' Bank of Halifax B. (170)-Mr.
Power. lst R., 577 ; 2nd R. *, 661; 3rd R.*, 720.
(63-64 V., c. 103.)

MERCIER'S MINISTRY, THE DISMISSAL OF: Mr. Landry
gives particulars of dismissal, 143.

MILEAGE OF SENATORS: A question of privilege (Mr.
McKean) 194.

MILITARY CHURCH PARADES: Mr. Lougheed coin-
plains that Methodists were slighted by military
authorities, 166.

Militia Act Aimt. B. (155)-Mr. Mille. let R.,
1058; 2nd R., 1090; 3rd R., 1116. (63-64 V.,
c. 18.)

Milne, James, Relief B. (102)-Mr. Lougheed.
let R., 538; 2nd R.*, 562; 3rd R.*, 844. (63-64
V., c. 105.)

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE SENATE : Mr.
Landry complains of omissions. 668, 681, 688.

MIScELLANEOUS PRIVATE BILLs: M. (Mr. Mille) to
suspend rule 60, 815; rem., Mr. Clemow, Sir M.
Bowell, Mr. Scott, 816; Meurs. Almon, Power,
Clemow, Mille, Bolduc and Sir M. Bowell, 817;
M. agreed to, 818.

Montfort and Gatineau Oolonization
Ry. Go. B. (104)-Mr. Clemow. let R., 440;
2nd R.*, 447; 3rd R.*, 480. (63-64 V., c. 65.)

MONTMAGNY P. O. See P. O. at Montmagny.

Montreal Bridge Go. B. (I)-Mr. Owens. let
R., 196; 2nd R., 289; 3rd R.*, 567; B. dropped,
888.

Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay
Canal Co. B. (P)-Mr. Clemow. lt R., 164;
2nd R.*, 195; 3rd R.*, 400. (63-64V., c. 106.)

Montreal and Ottawa Ry. Co. B. (48)-
Mr. MacInnes. let R., 195; 2nd R., 288; 3rd
R.*, 469. (63-64 V., c. 66.)

Morris and Portage Ry. Co. B. (52)-Mr.
Power. let R., 422; 2nd R.*, 431; 3rd R.*, 480.
(63-64 V., c. 67.)
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MOUNTED POLICE, (IOMMISSIONS IN THE: M. (Sir M.
Bowell) for Ret, 409.

MURRAY HARBOUR BRANCH OF P. E. I. Ry. Sée
P. E. I. Ry., 160, 444.

Mutual Life Assurance Co. B. (54)-Mr.
Kerr. lt R., 499; 2nd R.*, 517; 3rd R.*, 602.
(63-64 V., c. 112.)

National Sanitarium Ass'n. B. (117)-Mr.
Mills. 1st R., 459; 2nd R., 463; 3rd R.*, 481.
(63-64 V., c. 107.)

NEW LoNDoN HARBOUR, DREDGING OF. Sée 'Dredg-
ing of New London Harbour,'111.

NEW WESTMINSTER (B.C.), THE POSTMASTERSHIP OF:
Inq., (Sir M. Bowell); reply (Mr. Mille), 579.

NEW SENATORS:
George Taylor Fulford, 1.
Charles Burpee, 1.
Joseph Philippe Baby-Casgrain, 3.
Robert Watson, 8.
Finlay M. Young, 8.
Joseph Shehyn, 40.
Arthur Hill Gillmor, 422.

Niagara Grand Island Bridge Co. B. (22)
-Mr. Maclnnes, 1st R., 164 ; 2nd R.*, 195; 3rd
R.*, 401. (63-64 V., c. 108.)

Nickel Steel Co. of Can. B. (68)-Mr.
Kirchhoffer, Tht R., 577; 2nd R.*,582; 3rd R.*,
669; (63-64 V., c. 109.)

Nipissing and James' Bay Ry. Co. B. (101)
-- 4r. McMillan, Tht R., 567; 2nd R.*, 577; 3rd
R.*, 661. (63-64 V., C. 68.)

NORTH CAPE LIGHTHOUSE, REPAIRs To: Inquiry
(Mr. Ferguson) ; reply (Mr. Scott) 433.

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co. B.
(74)-Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), lt R., 410; 2nd
R.*, 440; 3rd R.*, 480. (63-64 V., C. 110.)

North-west Mounted Police in South
Africa B. (80)-Mr. Mille, 1st R., 440; 2nd
R., 446; 3rd R.*, 448. (63-64 V., c. 19.)

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES, ADMINISTRATION OF JUS-
TICE IN: (See Admin. of Justice in North-west
Territories.)

- Grant in aid of Agr, in: Inquiry (Mr. Perley)
reply (Mr. Mille) 193.

N. S. Steel Co. B. (24)-Mr. McKay, 1st R.,
366; 2nd R., 464; 3rd R., 571. (63-64 V.,c. 111.)

Ocean SS. Subsidies B. (151)-Mr. Mille, 1st
R., 570; 2nd R., 577; 3rd R.*, 602. (63-64
V., c. 9.)

OIL, SUPPLY OF FOR I. 0. R. : See Supply of Oil for
I. C. R.)

Ont. Power Ço. of Niagara Falls B. (121)-
Mr. McCallum, lt R., 464 ; 2nd R., 562; 3rd R.*,
661. (63-64 V., c. 113.)

Ont. and Rainy River Ry. Co. B. (L)-Mr.
Kirchhoffer, lt R., 220; 2nd R.*, 289; 3rd R.*,
432. (63-64 V., c. 69.)

ORCHARDING IN P. E. I. : M. (Mr. Ferguson) for re-
turn, 710; debate, Mr. Ferguson, 710-713; Mr.
Mille, 713-714; Sir M. Bowell, 714-717; Mr.
Ferguson, 717-718; M. agreed to, 718.

ORDER, POINTS OF: M. (Mr. Landry) to correct
Minutes, 725; debate Mr. Mills, 726; Messrs.
Landry and Power, 727; Mr. Prowse and Sir

M. Bowell, 728; Mr. Gowan, 729; Speaker rules
M. out of order, 730; M. (Mr. Bernier) to adjourn,
732 ; M. withdrawn, 733.

On M. (Mr. Dobson) to recede from amdte. to
B. (118) respecting the Timagami Ry. Co., objec-
tion being taken to reading a petition not pre-
sented in the regular way, Speaker rules that
petition may be read but muet be laid on table,
878. Mr. Power objecte to amdt. on the ground

that it is a direct negative to M. to recede from
amts: Speaker rules amt. in order, 887.

On Inquiry (Mr. Ferguson) re supply of Oil
for I. C. R., Mr. Mille having made a statement
which was denied by Mr. Ferguson, and refusing
to accept denial, Speaker rules that denial muet
be accepted, 932.

Oshawn Ry. Co. B. (91)-Mr. Kerr, lt R., 440;
2nd R.*, 450; 3rd R.*, 480. (63-64 V., c. 70.)

Ottawa, Brockville and St. Lawrence
Ry. Co. B. (120)-Mr. Clemow, let R., 620;
2nd R., 661; 3rd R.*, 770. (63-64 V., c. 71.)

Ottawa and Hull Pire Relief B. (17)-
Mr. Clemow, lt R., 681; 2nd R., 682; 3rd R.*,
701. (63-64 V., c. 114.)

OYSTER BEDS IN SHEDIAC BAY, THE: Inquiry (Mr.

Poirier) 495; reply (Mr. Scott) 496; remarks,
Mesers. Wood, Ferguson and Poirier. 497; Mesre.
Snowball, Wood and Mille, 498.

PACIFIC CABLE, THE:
M. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) for correspondence,

113.
Resolution favouring state ownership (Sir Mac-

kenzie Bowell) called and postponed, 150.
Inq. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) for return, 156. Re-

solution further postponed, 159.
Resolution m., 171. Deb.: Sir Mackenzie Bowell,

171-181; Mr. Power, 181-186; Mr. McCallum,
186; Messrs. Perley and Almon, 187; Mr.
Scott, 188-190. M. agreed to, 190.

Inq. (Sir Mackenzie Bowell), reply (Mr. Mille),
666.

Sir Mackenzie Bowell asks for information, 719.
PAIR, ALLEGED VIOLATION OF: Mr. Landry objecte

to Senator Paquet voting on M. (Mr. Mille) to
recede from amts. to B. (189) to amend the Act
respecting the Judges of the Provincial Courts,
on the ground that he had paired with Senator
Armand. Remarke: Mesurs. Landry and De-
Boucherville, 1182; Mr. Thibaudeau (Rigaud),
Mr. Casgrain (de Lanaudière), Mesers. De-
Boucherville, Paquet, Mills, Landry and Watson,
1183; Sir Mackenzie Bowell and Mr. Caegrain,
1184; Sir Mackenzie Bowell, 1185.
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Patterson Divorce B. (M).-Mr. Clemow. lt
R., 254; 2nd R.*, 459; 3rd R., 507. (63-64 Vic.,
c. 129.)

PARLIAMENT GROUNDS, THE: Inq. (Mr. Allan), 1137.
Reply (Mr. Mille), 1039. Remarks: Mr. Clemow,
1039; Mr. Kerr, 1040.

PARIS EXPOSITION, THE:
Inq. (Mr. Ferguson, reply (Mr. Mille), 242. Re-

marks : Mr. Ferguson and Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, 244; Mr. Mille, 245; Sir Mackenzie
Bowell and Mr. Scott, 246; Mr. Kirchhoffer,
247; Mr. Ferguson, 248; Mr. Power and Mr.
Prowse, 249 ;.Mr. Landry, 244; Mr. Mille,
250; Mr. Allen, 251.

Mr. Mille furnishes additional information in
reply to inq. (Mr. Ferguson), 286.

M. (Mr. Ferguson) for return, 798. Deb.: Mr.
Ferguson, 798-803; Mr. Mille, 803-806; Mr.
Prowse, 806-807; Mr. Scott, 807-808; Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell, 808-811; Mr. Casgrain (de
Lanaudière), 811-812; Mr. Bolduc, 812; Mr.
Ferguson, 813. M. agreed to, 814.

Penitentiary Act Amt. B. (174).-Mr. Mille.
lst R., 786; 2nd"R., 797; 3rd R.*, 819. (63-64
V., c. 47.)

PENITENTIARY BINDER TWINE. See Binder Twine,
191.

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS, PRESENTING : The
Speaker notifies the Senate that time has ex-

pired, 264.
PETROLEUM, THE DuTY ON. Petition presented and

read, (Mr. Perley) 241.

Pilotage Act A.mt. B. (11).-Mr. Scott. 1st
R., 888; 2nd R.*, 938; 3rd R., 987. (63-64 V.,
c. 36.)

PINEAU CASE, THE See Paris Exposition, 242.

Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. B. (45).-Mr.
Clemow. lst R.. 378; 2nd R.*, 401; 3rd R.*,
432. (63-64 V., c. 72.)

Port Dover. Brantford, Berlin and
Goderich Ry. Oo. B. (43).-Mr. Merner.
let R., 378; 2nd R.*, 401; 3rd R.*, 432. (63-64
V., c. 73.)

POLITICAL CRISIS IN B.C., THE. See B.C., the Po-
litical Crisis in, 141.

POSTAL CONTRACTS IN P.E.I. : Inq. (Mr. Ferguson),
266. Reply (Mr. Mille), 267. Remarks: Mr.
Miller, 267; Mr. Lougheed, 268; Mr. Ferguson,
268; Sir M. Bowell, 269.

POSTMASTEBRHIP oF NEw WESTMINSTER, B. C., THE.
See New Westminster, The Postmaster of, 579.

Post Office Act Ant. B. (191)-Mr. Scott.
lst R., 1037; 2nd R., 1090.

P. O. AT MONTMAGNY, COST OF: Inquiries (Mr..
Landry), 160, 166, 191, 195, 264, 449, 450, 462,
479, 482, 567, 1202.

P. O. BUILDING AT CHARLOTTETOWN, THE. See Char-
lottetown, The P. O. building at, 541.

PREVENTIVE OFFICER AT MONTMAoNY,. THE: Inq.
(Mr. Landry). Reply (Mr. Mille), 212. Re-
marks: Sir M. Bowell, 213.

- Inq. (Mr. Landry) postponed, 252. Inq. re-
newed ; reply (Mr. Mills) 269.

Inq. (Mr. Landry) postponed, 367. Inq. re-
newed, 395. Reply (Mr. Mille), 396.

M. (Mr. Landry), 427. Remarks: Sir M.
Bowell, 427; Mr. Mille, 427; Sir M. Bowell and
Mr. Landry, 428.

P. E. I. Ry. : Inq. (Mr. Ferguson) re Murray Harbour
Branch, 160. Reply (Mr. Mille), 160.

- M. re Murray Harbour Branch (Mr. Ferguson)
adopted, 444.

Inq. (Sir M. Bowell, in absence of Mr. Fer-
guson). Reply (Mr. Scott), 520.

M. (Sir M. Bowell, in absence of Mr. Fergu-
son) for return, 541.

Inq. (Mr. Ferguson) for missing papers, 620.
P.E.I., IRREGULARITIES IN PAYMENT OF FISHERIES

BOUNTIES IN: Inq. (Mr. Ferguson), 763. Debate;
Mr. Ferguson, 763-766; Mr. Mille, 766; Mr.
Prowse 767; Messrs. Power and Almon, 767;
Messrs Ferguson and Mills, 768.

P.E.I., MAILS BETWEEN KENSINGTON AND PRINCE.
TOwN: Inq. (Sir M. Bowell in the absence of Mr.
Ferguson). Reply (Mr. Mille), 52L Remarks:
Sir M. Bowell and Mr. Mille, 521. .

P.E.I., ORCHARDING IN.- See Orcharding In P.E.I.,
710.

PRINTING OF PARLT., THE: M. (Sir John Carling) tc
adopt 5th report of Joint Com. of both Houses,
1186. Remarks: Mr. Ferguson, 1186; Mr. Mille,
1187; Mr. Ferguson and Sir M. Bowell, 1188;
Mr. Mille, 1189. M. agreed to, 1189.

PRIVATE BILLS, PRESENTING PETITIONS FOR. See
Petitions for Private Bills, Presenting.

PRIVILEGE, QUESTIONS OF: Mr. MacKeen calls atten-
tion to notice of inq. on Order Paper of H. of C.
re mileage paid to him, and makes explanation,
194.

Mr. McCallum withdraws his support from

Buffalo Ry. Co.'s B., 681.
Personal explanation re charge against Sir

Chas. Tupper (Mr. Power), 82.
Personal explanation re Senator Forget's ab-

sence when vote on Provincial Judges B. waa
taken (Sir M. Bowell), 1185, 1190, 1219.

Proportional Representation of Share-
holders, B. (S)-Mr. Lougheed. 1st R., 461;
B. dropped, 662.

PROROGATION, THE, 1221.

PROTECION WORKS ON RIVIRE DU SUD. See 'Ri-
vière du Sud, Protection Works on,' 160.

PROVINCIAL ACTs, DISALLOwANcE OF. Sec 'Disal.
lowance of Provincitl Act.'

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT MONTMAGNY, COST OF. See
' Cost of Public Buildings at Montmagny,' 287.

PURCHAsE OF TowN HALL AT MONTMAGNY : Inq. (Mr.
Landry) ; reply (Mr. Mille), 195.
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Quebec Bridge Co. B. (96)-Mr. Fiset. 1st R.,
440; 2nd R.*, 450; 3rd R*., 580. (63-64 V., c.
115.)

QUEBEC BRIDGE, THE: Inq. (Mr. Landry), 619: post-

poned, 620; renewed, 643; reply (Mr. Scott),644;
debate, Mr. Almon, 644, 646 ; Sir M. Bowell, 645;
Mr. Mills, 646; Mr. Ferguson, 647 ; Messrs. Lan-
dry and'Scott, 648; Inq. (Mr. Landry), 686;
reply (Mr. Scott), 687; rem., Mr. Landry, 687.

Quebec Harbour Commissioners B. (173)
-Mr. Scott. lst R., 1136; 2nd R., 1193; 3rd R.,
1195. (63-64 V., c. 116.)

Quebec and Lake Huron Ry.Co. B. (112)
-Mr. Landry. lst R., 570; 2nd R., 577; 3rd R.,
661. (63-64 V., c. 74.)

Quebec and N.B. Ry. Co. B. (65)-Mr. Mc-
Kay. 1st R., 422 ; 2nd R.*, 436; 3rd R.*, 480.
(63-64 Vic., c. 75.)

Quebec Southern Ry. Go. B. (75)-Mr. Dan-
durand. 1st R., 499; 2nd R.*, 577; 3rd R.*, 684.
(63-64 V., c. 76.)

QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. See Privilege, Questions
of.

Ry. Act Amt. B (132)-Mr. Scott. lst R., 975;
2nd R., 1001; 3rd R., 1149. (63-64 V., c. 23.)

BRIDGE OVER LACHINE CANAL: M. (Mr. O'Donohoe)
for ret., 477. ,

Ry. SUBSIDIES: Inq. (Mr. Perley) ; reply (Mr. Mille),
193.

M. (Mr. Landry) for ret., 449.
Inqs. (Mr. Landry), 480, 514.

Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co. B. (W)
-Mr. Watson. Tst R., 482; 2nd R., 513; 3rd R.,
786. (63-64 V., c. 77.)

REDISTRIBUTION B., CONSTITUTIONALITY OF: M. (Sir

M. Bowell) for ret., 110.
- Sir M. Bowell complains of defective character

of ret., 123, 125 ; rem. (Mr. Mille), 124; Mr. Ber-
nier and Sir M. Bowell, 125.

REDISTRIBUTION B., DEBATE ON THE : Sir M. Bowell
suggests that debate close after reply of Minister
of Justice; Mr. Mille concurs, 366.

REFORM OF SENATE. See Senate Reform.

REFUND OF DUTY ON FISH, CLAIMS FOR: Inq. (Mr.

Prowse), 161; reply (Mr. Scott), 162.
REOPEN»zG OF TRADE ON SOUTH-EASTERN Ry. See

South-Eastern Ry., Reopening of Trade on, 494.

REPAIRS TO NORTH CAPE LIGHTHOUSE. See North

Cape Lighthouse, Repaire to, 433.
REPAIRS TO STEAMER MINTO. Sec Steamer Minto,

Repairs to the, 443.

Representation in H. of G. B. (13)-Mr.
Mille. lt R., 164; 2nd R., 224; B. rejected,
377.

REPRESENTATION OF YUKON DIST. IN PARLT.: In-

quiry (Mr. Ferguson) 213 ; reply (Mr. Mille) 214;
rem., (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 214; Mr. Lougheed,
215; Mr. Mille, 216; Mr. Kirchhoffer, 217; Mr.
Power, 218.

RESIDENTS IN N.W.T., VCTE OF. See vote of resi-

dents in N.W. T's.), 544.

Restigouche and Western Ry. Co., B.
(73).-Mr. McSweeney. lt R., 440; 2nd R.*,
450; 3rd R.*, 467. (63-64 V., c. 78.)

RETURNS, DELAYED. Sec Delayed Returns.
RETURNS, INCOMPLETE: Inquiries, 224, 253, 620, 818.

River St. Clair Ry. Bridge and Tunnel
Co. B. (41).-Mr. Kirchhoffer. lt R., 171;.
2nd R.*, 195; 3rd R.*, 401. (63-64 V., c. 117.)

RIVIRE DU SUD, PROTECTION WORKS ON : Inq.

(Mr. Landry) postponed, 160; inq. further post-
poned, 166; inq further postponed, 191. Inq.
renewed; reply, Mr. Mills, 195.

Royal Bank of Can. B. (72).-Mr. Power.
lt R., 428; 2nd, 437; 3rd R.*, 459. (63-64 Vic.
c. 104.)

ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE GRAIN TRADE. See
Grain Trade, Royal Commission oin the.

Royal Marine Insurance Co. B. (92)-Mr,
Casgrain, de Lanaudiére. lt R., 499; 2nd R.*,
517; 3rd R.*, 559. (63-64 Vic. c. 121.)

Royal Trust Co. B. (D).-Mr. Macdonald, B.C.
Tht R., 117 ; 2nd R., 155 ; B. withdrawn, 579.

Safety of Ships B. (12).-Mr. Mille. lt R.,
620; 2nd R., 671; 3rd R.*. 701. (63-G4 Vic.
c. 35.)

St. Clair and Erie Ship Canal Co. B. (111).
-Mr. Clemow. lst R., 459; 2nd R.*, 463 ;3rd
R., 480. (63-64 V., c. 119.)

St. Lawrence Terminal and SB. Go. B. (R).
-Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudière. let R., 440;
2nd R.*, 463; 3rd R.*, 515. (63-64 V., c. 120.)

St. Mary's River Ry. and Colonization
Co. B. (88)-Mr. Lougheed. lst R., 440; 2nd
R., 463; 3rd R.*, 480. (63-64 V., c. 79.)

ST. MICIHAEL'S WHARF, DREDGING AT: Inquiry (Mr.
Landry) reply (Mr. Scott) 461.

SALARY OF HARBOUR MASTER AT MONTMAGNY. Sec

Harbourmaster at Montmagny, Salary of, 192,
SALARY GF WHARFINGER AT MONTMAGNY. SceWhar-

finger at Montmagny, Salary of, 193.
SALE OF BINDER TWINE. Sec Binder Twine, 287.
SALES OF SCHOOL LANDS IN MAN. AND N. W. T'S.

Inquiry for Returne (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) 85.

Salisbury and Harvey Ry. Co. B. (150).-
Mr. Baird. lst R., 577; 2nd R.*, 661; 3rd R.*,
770. (63-64 V., c. 80.)

San José Scale Act Amdt. B. (126).-Mr.
Scott. lt R., 433; 2nd R., 434; 3rd R., 434.
(63-64 V., c. 31.)

Savings Banks in the P. Q. B. (177).-Mr.
Mille. 1st R., 798; 2nd R., 832; 3rd R,, 849.
(63-64 V., c. 28.)

Schomberg and Aurora Ry. Go. B. (94).-
Mr. Lougheed. let R., 718; 2nd R., 797; 3rd
R.*, 863. (63-64 V., c. 81.)
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SCHOOL LANDS IN MAN. AND N.WT.'S, SALE OF.
Sec Sales of School Lande in Man. and N.W.T.

SCHOOL QUES., THE MAN. Sec Man. School Ques.,
The, 209.

Securities for Seed Grain Indebtedness
B. (143)-Mr. Scott. lt R. 541; 2nd R., 572;
Srd R., 573. (63-64 V., c. 16.).

SENATE BUSINESS IN THE: Remarks, Mr. Almon, 149.

SENATE DICBATES, THE : M. (Mr. Bernier) to adopt
lst Rep., of Debates Com., 849.

SENATE REFORM: Inq. (Mr. Poirier) 40; Reply (Mr.
Mille) 41.

Inq. (Mr. Landry), Reply (Mr. Mille) 1036.
SENATORS DECEASED: Hon. Mr. Lewin, and Hon.

Mr. Bellerose, 162.
SENATORS GOWAN AND SULLIVAN: Congratulations

(Mr. Mills) on their restoration to health, 579.
SENATORS INTRODUCED. See New Senators,
SHEDIAC BAY, THE OYSTER BEDS IN. Sec Oybter beds

in Shediac Bay, the, 498.
SHIPMENTS, GRAIN AND CATTLE, FROM ST. JOHN, N.

B. Sec Grain and Cattle Shipments from St.
John, N.B., 117.

SITUATION IN SOUTH AFRICA, THE. Sec War in S.
Africa, 398.

SIZE OF APPLE BRLS, THE. Sec Apple brls, the size
of, 220.

SOUTH AFRICA, WAR IN. See War in South Africa,
114.

SOUTH-EASTERN RY., REOPENING OF TRADE ON: Inq.
(Mr. Landry) postponed, 494; Inq., renewed,
Reply (Mr. Mille), 518.

South Shore Line Ry. Co. B. (176)-Mr.
McKay. lt R., 863; 2nd R.*, 888; 3rd R.*,
953. (63-64 V., c. 82.)

SPEAKER'S RULINGS ON INQ., THE: M. (Mr. Landry)
to enter ruling on Minutes, 679: Remarks,
Messrs. Landry and Mills, 679; Mr. Power, 680;
M. lest on a div'n., 680.

STANDING Com., THE. Sec Com.
STEAMER " MINTO," REPAIRS TO THE: M. (Mr.

Ferguson) for Ret., 443; Mr. Ferguson asks for
further details, 518.

STEAMER " MINTO," CONSTRUCTION OF: M. (Mr.
Ferguson) for Ret., 463.

STEAMER "PORTIA," Loss OF THE: M. (Mr. Fergu-
son) for Ret., 499.

STEAMERS "STANLEY " AND "MINTO,,' EARNINGS OF

THE: M. (Mr. Ferguson) for Ret. and Rem., 443.

Subsidies in Aid of Ry's. B. (193)-Mr.
Mills. lt R., 1107; 2nd R., 1116; 3rd R., 1140.
(63.64 V., c. 8.)

SUBsIDIEs, Ry. Sec Ry., Subsidies, 193.

Supply (No. 1) B. (147), 470.

Supply (No. 2) B. (178), 595.

Supply (No. 3) B. (179). lt R., 627; 2nd and
3rd R., 635.

Supply (No. 4) B. (196). lt R., 1215; 2nd R.,
-n., 1215; Remarks, Sir M. Bowell, 1215; Mr.
Clemow, 1216; Mr. DeBoucherville, 1217; M.
agreed to, 1218 ; 3rd R.*, 1218.

SUPPLY OF OIL FOR THE I. C. R.:
Inquiries (Mr. Ferguson) 62, 85.
M. (Mr. Ferguson) for return postponed, 160,

M. dropped, 166.
M. (Mr. Ferguson) for return, 422; rem.,

Mr. Ferguson, 422-425; Mr. Mille, 425, 426;
M. agreed to, 426.

Inquiries (Mr. Ferguson) 462, 786, 814.
Inquiry (Mr. Ferguson) 914; debate (Mr. Fer-

guson) 914-925; Mr. Mills, 92-929; Mr.
Power, 930; Mr. Ferguson, 931; Sir M.
Bowell, 932-935; Mr. Ferguson, 935.

M. for return (Mr. Ferguson) 1192.

Supreme Court of N.W.Ts. B. (C)-Mr.
Mille, lst R., 112; 2nd R., 139; Srd R.*, 155.
(63-64 V., c. 44.)

SUSPENîSION OF LIQUOR PERMITS IN YUKON DISTRICT.

Sec Yukon Liquor Perimits, 266.

TAKING OF DECENNIAL CENSUS, THE. Sec Census,
the taking of the Decennial, 195.

Timagami Ry. Co. B. (118)-Mr. Kerr. lst
R., 718; 2nd R., 742; 3rd R., 819. (63-64 V., c.

84).

TIMAGAMI Ry., THE :
Sir M. Bowell presents affidavits from Council

of Sturgeon Fals, 1002.

Thousand Island Ry. Co. B. (86)-Mr. Mac-
Millan. lst R., 440; 2nd R.*, 450; 3rd R.*,

480. (63-64 V., c. 83.)

Ticket of Leave Act Amdt. B. (B)--(Mr.
Mills.)
Mr. Mills promises to introduce Bill, 109. lt

R., 111 ; 2nd R., 130; 3rd R.*, 155. (63-64
V., c. 48.)

TIGNISH BREAKWATER, TENDERS FOR:

Inq. (Mr. Ferguson) 432; reply (Mr. Scott) 433.

Mr. Ferguson calls attention to error in reply to
Inq., 517.

Toronto Hotel Co. B. (114)-Mr. Allan. lst
R., 567 ; 2nd R., 574 ; Srd R.. 622. (63-64 V.,
C. 122.)

TOWN-HALL AT MONTMAGNY, PURCHASE OF. (Set

purchase of town-hall at Montmagny.)

Trade Disputes Settlement B. (187)-Mr.
Scott. lut R., 975; 2nd R., 1001; 3rd R.,
1090. (63-64 V., c. 24.)

TRADE ON SOUTH EASTERN RY., REOPENING OF. See

South Eastern Ry., reopening of Trade on, 494.

TRAFFIC ON THE I. C. R. Sec I. C. R., Traffic on

the, 451.
TRAVELLING ALLOWANCES OF JUDGES IN B.C.:

Inquiry (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.); reply, (Mr.
Scott) 479.
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UNLOADING OF CARS ON I. C. R. See I. C. R., un-

loading of cars on, 705.

Usury B. (T)-Mr. Dandurand. 1st R., 461; 2nd
R., 487 ; 3rd R.*, 545.

VANDEL CASE (Sec Judicial Error, Victim of a) 112.

Volunteers in South Africa B. (59)-Mr.
Mille, 1st R., 218; 2nd R., 408; 3rd R., 409.
(63-64 V., c. 6.)

VOTE IMPROPERLY RECORDED. Sec Division Liste,
Changes in the, 377.

VOTE OF RESIDENTS IN N.W.T.'s.:
Mr. Perley asks Minister of Justice to amend

oath in Franchise Act, 543 ; rem., Messrs. Mills
and Perley, 544.

WALSH, C. E., The Claim of E. J. Sec Claim of E.
J. Walsh, C.E., The, 442.

WAREHOUSE COMMISSIONERS IN MAN., APPMNT, OF:
Inq. (Mr. Perley) reply (Mr. Mills) 844.

WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA, THE:
Mr. Mills calls attention to condition of affaira

in South Africa, 114; rem., Sir M. Bowell, 115;
Mr. Macdonald, (B.C.) and Mr. Allen, 116.

Sir M. Bowell calls attention to telegrams and
aeks for information, 398; rem., Mr. Mille,
399; Messrs. Landry and Prowse, 400.

M. (Mr. Mills) to join in addrees to Her Majesty,
595; rem., Mr. Mille, 595--599; Sir M. Bowell,
599-600; Mr. Landry, 600; Mr. Gowan, 601-
602: M. agreed to, 602.

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B.
(110)-Mr. Mille, let R., 681; 2nd R., 706; 3rd
R.*, 818. (63-64 V., c. 37.

WELLINGTON ST., OTTAWA, DEPOSIT oF FILTH ON:
Mr. Clemow calls attention to nuisance: rem.,
Messrs. Almon and Mille, 444.

Western Alberta Ry. Co. B. (O)-Mr. Loug-
heed, let R., 324; 2nd R.*, 431; 3rd R.*, 480.
(63-64 V., c. 85.)

WHARFINGER AT MONTMAGNY, SALARY OF:
Inq. (Mr. Landry) reply (Mr. Mille) 193.
Inq. (Mr. Landry) 437; rem., Mesurs. Landry

and Mille, 438; Mr. Landry corrects error in
Minutes, 440.

WHITE, LIEUT.-COL., THE CASE OV. Sec Lieut.-Col.
White, The case of, 191.

Yarmouth SS. Co. B. (98)-Mr. Lovitt, lt
R., 494 ; 2nd R.*, 517 ; 3rd R.*, 567. (63-64 V.,
c. 124.)

Yarmouth SS. Co.'s Property Sale B.
(185)-Mr. Lovitt, lt R., 862.

YUKON DISTRIcT REPRESENTATION OF IN PARLT. See
Representation of Yukon District in Parlt., 213.

YUKON LiQuOR PERMITS:

Inquiries(Mr. Kirchhoffer) replies (Mr. Mille)266.

Yukon Ry. Co. B. (20)-Mr. Clemow, lt R.,
577 ; 2nd R.*, 603 ; 3rd R.*, 684. (63-64 V., c. 53).

Yukon Territory Game Preservation B.
(190)-Mr. Mille, lt R., 975; 2nd R., 1003; 3rd
R.*, 1087. (63-64 V., c. 34.)
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