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SENATE OF CANADA

IN THE

FIFTH SESSION OF THE EIGHTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO
MEET FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE FIRST
DAY OF FEBRUARY, IN THE SIXTY-THIRD YEAR
OF THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

THE SENATE,
Ottawa, Thursday, February 1, 1900.
The Senate met at 2.30 p.m.

PRAYERS.

THE CLERK OF THE SENATE.

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

The Commission to the Clerk was then
read.

Mr. Chapleau, having taken the oath of
office, took his place.

NEW SENATORS.

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

Hon. GEORGE TAYLOR FuLromp, of Brock-
ville, Ont., zice the Hon, W, B, Sanford, de-
ceased.

Hon. CHARLES BURPEE, of Sheffield, N.B.,
rice the Hon. Thos. Temple, deceased.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.
1

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

This day, at Three o’clock p.m. His Ex-
cellency the Governor General proceeded in
state in the Senate Chamber in the Parlia-
ment Buildings, and took his seat upon the
Throne. The Members of the Senate veing
assembled, His Excellency was pleased ¢
command the attendance of the House of
Commons, and that House being present,
11lis Excellency was pleased to open the
Fifth Session of the Eighth Parliament of
the Dominion of Canada, with the following
speech :—
Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :

Gentlemen of the House of Commons

It is again my pleasing duty to congratulate
you on the continued prosperity of the Dominion
and on the remarkable increase in the general
volume of the revenue and of the exports and
imports of the country. N

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

“dentlemen of the House of Commaons:

The public accounts will be lald before you,
and also the estimates for the coming year,
vhich have been prepared with due regard to
coromy and the rapid growth of the
Dominijon.

Tonourable Gentlonen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

I commend to your consideration the subjects
° have mentioned, confiding in your patriotism
and judgment.
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THE ADDRESS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved :

That the Senate do take into consideration the
speech of His Excellency the Governor General
on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then ajourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, February 5, 1900.
The Speaker took the Chair at 3 o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

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

THE ADDRESS.

The Order of the Day being read:

Consideration of His Excellency the Governor |
General’'s speech on the opening of the Fifth |
Session of the Eighth Parliament.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (De Lanaudidre) '
said (in French) : Called upon for the first "’
time to address this legislative body where :
sit the wise and the aged of the nation, be- !
fore this areopagus of our political world,
before princes of finance, before, above all,:
men who have devoted the best of their lives
to thé service of the State, I feel under the
influence of the deepest anxiety and the
most natural emotions. Why should I try
to conceal them in appearing before you,
‘Wwho know well the timidity of a novice in
parliamentary career, knowing the great res-
Ponsibility which attaches to the quasi-
official words which I am invited to discuss ;
under the grave and painful circumstances
Which surround the British Empire at this ‘
time. T have accepted with joy, hon. gen- .
tlemen of the Senate, the invitation which :
the government of my country has extended
to me to move the adoption of the address
In reply to the speech from the Throne, be- .
cause I find therein, on the occasion of my |
entering for the first time this Chamber, an |
opportunity of expressing on my own be- '
half and for the province in which I was |

born, our sincere sentiments of loyalty to-!
13

| the Canadians into rebellion.

wards our Gracious Sovereign. The other
day his honour the Lieutenant-Governor of
the province of Quebec with that appropria-
teness of expression which distinguishes
him, wishing God speed to the Canadian
officers who had put their swords and their
lives at the service of the empire, on the oc-
casion of their departure from the ancient
city of Champlain, eloquently developed
this thought, in recalling two immortal
pages from our own history which in cer-
tain places people appear to leave in ob-
livion. Fifteen years had barely passed
after the wcession of Canada, when, as the
Marquis of Montcalm had predicted long’

i before the loss of Canada, already a tempest

of revolt in nearly all the British colonies
of America extinguished the peaceable fires
on the hearths and rebellious hands carried
trilumphantly the incendiary torches of
civil war in the fertile flelds of the new

j world. The great majority of the sons of

Albion on American soil raised the standard

;of revolt, and threatened to wrest from
iEng]and the last of its colonies on this

continent. Emissaries of the partisans of
independence were sent to ‘Canada to lead
They were
prodigal of captious promises. Messrs.
Franklin, Chase and Carroll passed weeks
and weeks in Montreal trying to sow sedi-
tion there. Certainly the temptation was
great, but our ancestors listening only to the
voice of duty and the wise counsels of the
Roman Catholic clergy, remained true to
their sworn allegiance, and I am proud to
be able to proclaim that Canada remains
in the British Empire to-day, thanks to
the loyalty of the descendants of France
to the British Crown. Our great Canadian
sculptor, Hebert, who immortalizes to-day
in bronze the memory of that good man, of
that great citizen, of that honest Prime
Minister, who was Alexander Mackenzie,
whose statue will adorn for ever the
avenue leading to these legislative halls,
erected several years ago on the historic
shores of the Chambly River, another
monument to remind future generations
of the glory of that great patriot, the
conqueror of Chateauguay, OColonel Sala-
berry. Her Royal Highness the Princess
Louise herself unveiled his statue. For the
second time under British rule our territ-
ory was invaded. The very existence of
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the colony was endangered. A patriotic
union of the whole population was necessary
to repulse the enemy. 1t was on the morning
of the 26th October, 1813, Salaberry, com-
mander-in-chief of the troops on that me-
morable day, presented his forces as a
living rampart against the American in-
vasion and won the glorious victory of Cha-
teauguay. With 300 or 400 brave men,
after a free fight of four hours’ duration,
he routed General Hampton and 7,000 United
States soldiers. The fidelity and the
courage of Canadians for the second time
saved the colony and secured Canada
to the empire for ever. In the presence of
these undeniable historical facts, corrobor-
ated by all the English authors, is there an
intelligent and sincere man who will say
that England cannot count on the loyalty
and devotion of the Canadian people to
the utmost ?

The first paragraph of the speech from
the Throne congratulates parliament on the
new era of prosperity which reigns from the
Atlantic to the Pacific. You know better
than I do, hon. gentlemen, that Canada for
the last three years has been striding for-
ward with the pace of a giant in the path of
progress. The development of our mineral
resources is the marvel of the world. The
icy regions of the Klondike and the Yukon,
rival in richness the gold and silver mines
of that land of eternal spring—British
Columbia. Thanks to the enlightened and
progressive administration of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, the products of the
Canadian farm, which Providence has
bountifully lavished upon us, are placed
on the markets of Europe to-day in all
their freshness and meet with success the
competition of similar products coming
from much nearer countries. The consul
at Liverpool of the great republic, our
neighbour, in an official report addressed
to his government, admits that the effect-
ive and practical aid furnished by the
Minister of Agriculture to the farmers
of Canada, gives the Canadian products an
immense advantage on the English market.
The lumber trade, which was depressed for
a number of years and which has been for a
long time, with agriculture, one of the
most fruitful sources of wealth to this coun-
try, has taken a new lease of life. The price
of timber limits has doubled within a short

Hon. Mr CASGRAIN.

time, and even those which had been con-
sidered of little use for years have acquired
to-day a great value, for they serve now to
supply the immense establishments where
they make pulp, with which we shall soon
supply the world. Near one of these
establishments, as under the magic wand
of & good fairy, the town of Grand
Mere sprang up from the virgin forest
with a population of 3,000 souls. What shall
I say of the Falls of Shawenigan and of their
marvellous development ? But time does
not permit me to dwell upon them and 1
must pass on rapidly. New industries are
born every day. Old industries double the
capacity of their machines, increasing their
factories and demanding of the people to
furnish them the necessary hands. The
artisans are all working full or over-
time. All find remunerative work, bring-
ing them happiness and ease in their humble
homes,

Providence has dowered Canada with the
finest commercial artery in the world.
From the head of ocean navigation to the
sources of the St. Lawrence at the ex-
treme western end of Lake Superior, we
have 1,400 miles of navigation, interrupted
in some places by insurmountable cataracts.
Without cultivation, the most fertile soil
will yield nothing. Thus the work of
man must second the work of the Crea-
tor and overcome the obstructions which
God in his wisdom has placed on that
incomparable route to prevent the too
easy flow of the waters of the' great
lakes. In the course of a great number
of years Canada has expended enormous
sums to improve the 8t. Lawrence route.
As the weakness of one link in a chain
is the measure of its entire strength,
so one shallow place is sufficient to in-
terrupt the mnavigation of a great river.
The Soulanges Canal had not yet been con-
structed. When the present administration
took office a most important problem pre-
sented itself for consideration to the com-
mercial world. ‘The railways had attained
such a high degree of perfection, the facil-
itles for transportation had been so beauti-
fully improved, by reducing grades and
augmenting the capacity of the cars and the
power of the locomotives, that the question
was raised whether it might not be as well to

. abandon the further deepening of the canals
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and let the transport of grain go entirely to
the railways. The government seriously
studied the question, and after a most
thorough inquiry on the matter, came
to the conclusion, after consultation
with engineers, that transport by water
was stil more advantageous. The rapids
between the counties of Beauharnois
and Soulanges were the last obstacles to be
removed. The works were pushed with a
vigour without parallel in the history of
public works in this country, and under the
able direction of that eminent engineer,
Mr. Thomas Munro, the Soulanges Canal
was opened last year for navigation. The
engineer supplemented the work of nature,
and from these inland seas which we call the
great lakes, ships drawing fourteen feet of
water are able to carry to the shores of the
Atlantic the wheat grown on the immense
plains of the west. With the deepening of
Port Colborne opposite the city of Buffalo,
and the carrying out of modern improve-
ments at the port of Montreal, the national
port of Canada, not only shall we trans-
port our own Canadian wheat, of which the
greater part at present takes the United
States route, but we shall secure a large
portion of the traffic from the western
states. At the present hour, while I am ad-
dressing the hon. gentlemen of this Cham-
ber, a syndicate is at work in the port of
Montreal which has undertaken %o trans-
port as much grain as the total export of
that port last year, '
‘Hon. gentlemen of the Senate, I approve
entirely of the sending of the Canadian con-
tingents to Africa by the present govern-
ment. For more than sixty years Canada
has enjoyed profound peace. I have search-
ed in vain in the pages of history down to
the most recent times without finding in
any part of the world another people of four
or five millions who wished to develop its
resources, which has become wealthy and
Dowerful, without having to pay in money
OF in men for the protection or defence of
its territory. Under the democratic insti-
'tllti_ons ‘which have been given us, and
Wwhich England has confirmed to us,we have
enjoyed every constitutional liberty. Every
creed and nationality has stood on an equal
fooling and enjoyed equal liberty on Cana-
4dian soil. We are all proud of possessing
equal rights. We collect our own revenues

and the people, at their free will, expend
them through their representatives in the
House of Commons. The gracious Ssove-
reign through whose royal munificence we
have received all these benefits has incon-
testable claims upon our gratitude. So
when the hour of danger sounded, when her
territory was invaded, in all the provinces of
the confederation, hundreds and thousands
of men volunteered to sacrifice their lives
on the battle fleld of Africa in defence of
the empire. In the presence of that grand
manifestation of patriotism the course of
the government was plainly traced. Ignor-
ing for the moment the letter of the con-
stitution, and listening only to the voice of
gratitude and the dictates of the heart, the
ministry entered upon a new policy without
assembling the representatives of the people
and spent the public money anticipating the
approval of the Commons. I do not believe,
hon. sgentlemen, that the governmeni will
be condemned for that action by Her Ma-
jesty’s loyal Canadian subjects. In dddition
to these two contingents, the High Commis-
sioner of Canada in London, Lord Strath-
cona, with the munificence of which he has
given proofs on so many occasions in Can-
ada—witness his donation of nearly a mil-
lion dollars to the Royal Victoria Hospital
and his endowment of over two millions to
McGill University—has undertaken at his
own expense to equip a contingent of five
hundred men furnishing them with arms
and mounts complete. He is sending them
10 South Africa in steamships expressly
fitted for that purpose, transforming them
into veritable military transports. I 'hope
that the government of this country, with
the entire population, on the approaching re-
turn of Lord Strathcona to Canada will tes-
tify to him by an immense demonstration
their appreciation of his generosity. whieh
surpasses aught that has ever been done in
the United Kingdom by any one citizen
whether noble or plebeian. 7The ministers
themselves have paid their tribute in blood,
and the sons of three of them are now
facing the enemy on the soll of South Africa.
The only son of the Speaker of this Houseﬁ
Col. Oscar Pelletier, parting from his wife
and children, bidding adieu to the banks of
the St. Lawrence, confiding to the care of
his country all that is most dear to him in
the world, is now opposing his breast to the
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fire of ‘the enemy in defence of the British
flag. Let us pray God, the God of battles,
that he will protect our sons and our
brothers, and return them to their homes
covered with glory after having aided in
achieving victory for the British arms on
the soil of Africa, restored the sovereignty
of the Queen in the Transvaal and hoisted
ithe British flag triumphant over Pretoria.
I have the honour to move the adoption of
the address in reply to the speech from the
Throne.

Hon, Mr. BURPEE—In rising to second
the motion of the hon. gentleman who has
preceded me, I think I can claim considera-
tion in any remarks that I may make, as 1
am a new member of the Senate, and 1
know that the policy of this honourable
body is to always extend a certain consider-
ation to new members. I have not the
pleasure of understanding the language in
which the hon. mover has addressed the
House. I am sorry that my education is
deficient in that respect. I have no doubt
that he has dealt with the important mea-
sures that are foreshadowed in the speech
in a very exhaustive and able manmer, and
if I could interpret all that he has said, I
have no doubt I would be inclined to let
well enough alone, and resume my seat
after having seconded the address. But,
hon. gentlemen, if you will bear with me
for a short time, I will allude to some of
the important measures that are foreshad-
owed in the speech from the Throne. The
first paragraph refers to the prosperity of
this country as evidenced by its increased
importation and exportation. I need not
dwell upon the fact that this Dominion of
ours is enjoying a high degree of prosperity.
That capbot be disputed when we see by
the papers that the volume of trade has
increased eighty-two and a half million, in
round numbers, for the last three years,
making for each year, an average of twenty-
seven and a half millions. This certainly
is a gratifying statement, and proves con-
clusively that the Dominion is in a very
prosperous condition. Not only is that so.
but it is a fact that within the last six
months of the fiscal year our volume of
trade amounted to two hundred and three
million dollars. The trade returns of corres-
ponding six months of previous year was

Hon. Mr CASGRAIN.

only one hundred and seventy-seven millions
dollars, being an increase of twenty-six mil-
lion dollars. The subject that is command-
ing most attention in this country at this
time i3 the unfortunate war which Great
Britain is now waging against the Orange
Free State and the Transvaal. Great Britain
no doubt has been driven into this war
against her inclination. The fact is that the
misgovernment of the Transvaal, and the
manner in wiich the Boer government has
persecuted the Uitlanders of all creeds and
naticnalities, is a grievance which couid not
be overlooked in view of the number of
British subjects residing in that country.
She remonstrated and negotiations were-
carried on with a view to ameliorating or
lessening the grievances of the Uitlanders,
but they all failed. Instead of meeting the
British government in a proper spirit, the
negotiations culminated in the Boer govern-
ment sending the British government an
impertinent demand to at once cease sending
troops and munitions of war “into her own
colonies. Hardly had the negotiations ter-
minated, when the Boer armies invaded
British territory, compelling the British
government to take up arms in defence of
her own colonies and to redress the griev-
ances of her subjects and others in the
Transvaal, and in the interest of good gov-
ernment and fair dealing with all classes
and all denominations in the South African
Republic. It is with pride that we recall
the prompt manner in which the govern-
ment and people of Canada volunteered to
take up arms in defence of their Queen and
empire. From one end of the country to
the other, a spirit of loyalty prevailed iwv
every household, and the people came for-
ward nobly with men and means to assist
the Tmperial government in their struggle
for right, for justice and good government.

I believe that before many decades it will
be demonstrated that the Boers are now
fizhting against their own material interest.
I believe that they will be subdued and that
| they will he given a constitution simflar to
onrs as soon as they are capable and willing
to accept and carry it out. I believe they
will be given such a degree of self govern-
ment as will enable them to become greater
and iore influential in the world than they
are now. The fact is, if they had a govern-
ment such as ours, capital and emigration
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would flow in there, and the country would
develop by leaps and bounds. The govern-
ment of Canada is the freest and best in
the world. In testimony of this I will just
for a wmoment revert to an incident which
occurred In the year 1865, when a genfle-
man from Montreal, who was a public man
with large experience in different countries
and under different governments—I refer to
the Hon. D’Arcy McGee—gave a lecture in
the city of St. Joan at the Mechanics’ Ins-
titute on the- subject of Irish affairs. In
the course of that lecture he told his hearers
that he had lived in Ireland, that he was
born in Ireland, and that he had great sym-
pathy for lLis native land, that he believed
they nad grievances, some of which he
recited. He had lived in England a num-
ber of years. and he understood the gov-
ernment of England pretty well. He then
said he had lived in the United States some
four or five years, and as a journalist he
understood pretty well the system of gov-
ernment there. He had lived in Canada a
few years, and he said ‘gentlemen, when
In Ireland I was called an Irish rebel.
Under similar circamstances I would be
so again, but in Canada I claim to be as
good and loyal a British subject as there
is in the Dominion, and for the reason that
we have the freest constitution and best
governed country in the world.’ I think
that goes to show why we are happy
in our government., We are free under
the rule of Cireat Britain, and we are
proud to belong to an empire on which the
sun never sets, and which is able to defend
herself and her subjects no matter what
part of the world they are in. I wish to
mention briefly some of the other measures
alluded to in the address. Reference is
made in the speech from the Throne to the
trade relations of the country, and to pre-
ferential trade with England, and it is
gratifying to note that the trade with Eng-
land has been increasing for the last two
years at least. In the year 1898 it increased
three millions under the twelve and a half
Der cent reduction of tariff. In the fol-
lowing Yyear, with twenty-five per cent reduc-
tion of tariff, it increased four and a half
million dollars; so that it is increasing from
year to year. I think that is something to be
commended. The agriculture of the Dom-
inion is alluded to. The government and

the Minister of Agriculture deserve credit
for the manner in which they have facili-
tated the export of agricultural products by
providing cheap and expeditious transport-
ation and cold storage, which preserves
many of the articles in a proper state for
sale in England. The address also refers
to the necessity for proper inspection. That
is a matter which should be looked after
very sharply because it is a fact, as stated
by the journals of the day, that a large
quantity of inferior United States goods
are put upon the market in England as
Canadian goods. This should be checked.
The reduction in postage rates is a great
boon to the people, and I am pleased to see
that it is expected that the loss caused by the
reduction of one cent on letters and other
postal matters, will be overcome by the extra
amount of postage which will be received.
With regard to another subject, the expan-
sion of our markets to the West Indies and
to South America, it is important that we
should take every advantages of markets
outside the Dominion for our surplus pro-
ducts. And it is a fact that we are in a
great measure excluded from the markets
of our neighbours to the south by a very
high and restrictive tariff, The mearest
market outside of the United States is the
English market, and of course being the
second nearest to us, would be the second
best, and if we cannot obtain fair trade
relations with the United States, we must
look elsewhere. I hope the government will
be successful in its effort to secure freer
trade relations with the West Indies and
South America. Amnother matter to which
I will allude which perhaps is not strict-
ly included in any of the subjects men-
tioned in the speech, is the fact that in
the United States the press and a num-
ber of the public men advocate a high
tariff, a ‘Chinese commercial wall in order
that they may drive Canada into their arms.
In view of the operation of the preferen-
tial tariff, and the ebullition of loyalty
which has aroused Canada from one end to
the other, the United States will no longer
entertain the idea that they camn, by any
high tariff, or by excluding our commodities
from their markets drive us into annexa-
tion, their restrictive legislation has had
the very opposite effect. If we cannot
obtain fair reciprocal trade relations with
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other countries, Canada’ is quite able to
paddle her own canoe. Then I may say
that the immigration in the North-west is
very gratifying. It is said that fifty
thousand immigrants entered that country
last year, and that fifteen thousand which
number came from the United States which
is an advance over any previous year. There
is just onme other point with which I will
trouble this honourable House to-day, and
that is with reference to the expansion of
our trade by the opening up of our canals,
the extension of our railways and the faci-
lities given for cheap transportation to the
seaports of the Dominion. We have in the
province of New Brunswick, in St. John,
expended a large amount of money in faci-
litating the exportation of western goods to
England. We are prepared to do a large
amount of that export trade, and I do hope
that hereafter, as is indicated in the speech
from the Throne, a larger proportion of
western trade will be exported through our
own Canadian seaports.

NEW SENATORS.

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

Hon. RoBERT WATsON, of Portage la Prai-
rie, Man., vice Hon. John Sutherland, de-
ceased.

Hon. Fixray )M. Young, of Killarney,
Man., rice Hon. C. A. Boulton, deceased.

THE ADDRESS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL re-
sumed the debate. He said : I may be per-
mitted to congratulate the House on the
acquisition to its debating talent, after
having listened to the hon. gentleman who
noved the address in answer to the speech
rom the Throne. I frankly admit that my
knowledge of the French language is not
such as to fully appreciate his remarks, but
from what I could glean from them, they
breathe that spirit of patriotism and loyalty
to the Crown which I am quite sure actuated
his ancestors, and I am glad to know that
they are the views of a vast majority of .
the people of this country. irrespective of
their nationality. I had the pleasure for a |
cood many years of sitting opposite my
friend (Ion. Mr. Burpee), who is well on in
years like myself, in the House of Commons,

Hon. Mr. BURPEE.

and I could not help smiling when he asked
the indulgence of the House for a young
member. True he is a young member in the
Senate, but like myself he is rather an old
experienced legislator. He had, with my-
self, the honour, for such I may deem it, of
occupying a seat in the House of Commons
for a number of years, and it has always
been my pleasure to be on the opposite side
from him. We have smiled at each other oc-
casionally across the floor, and I hope for
many years to come we may -be able to oc-
cupy similar positions. Before dealing with
the subjects mentioned in the address, I
should like to ask the leader of the govern-
ment why the Senate has not been treated
with the same courtesy which was extended
to the House of Commons in the muatter of
the correspondence between the Imperial
government and this government, and all
other correspondence relating to the send-
ing of the contingents from Canada to
South Africa. Those of us who have had
a little experience in parliamentary prac-
tice were rather amused, if not surprised,
at the little, shall I say dodge—perhaps
that would be unparliamentary—but the
little by-play between the Premier and the
gentleman who resigned his seat in the
House of Commons in protestation of the
course pursued by the Premier in asking
for the enrolment of 1,000 volunteers to
send to the Transvaal without calling par-
liament together. When the motion was
put for the debate on the address, the right
hon. gentleman, the leader of the lower
House, turned around, indicating that there
was an understanding between these two
gentlemen, who agree so admirably upon
the course which he had pursued, to ask for
an adjournment, The adjournment was
asked for, and he condescendingly consented
to give it. During my 30 years of parlia-
mentary experience, I have no recollection
of ever having witnessed a scenme of that
kind, or seen a course of that character
pursued. I have often heard the leader of
the opposition demand from the govern-
ment of the day the production of certain
papers before proceeding with the address.
But I never yet saw my old and venerated
leader, Sir John Macdonald, accede to such
a proposition, the constitutional practice
and principle being that on all occasions the
address from the Governor should be
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answered before any documents are laid on
the table, for two reasons: first, courtesy
to the Crown, and, second, as an indication
of the approval of the representatives of
the people of the government of the day.
That is the position he took. and I repeat
that he always refused to accede to any re-
quest vf the kind. Perhaps this precedent,
to which some members of the government
object very strongly, may be looked forward
to in the future as a guide to what we should
have, or what we may demand before we
pbroceed with the consideration of the
Speech from the Throne. Let me again ask
the leader of the House, why, if it were
deemed advisable and expedient to postpone
the consideration of the address from
Thursday until the following Monday, in
order that this correspondence should be
placed in the hands of the members of the
House of Commons, that that same court-
ety has not been extended to us. If that
-correspondence was necessary to debate the
address and consider it intelligently, in
the House of Commons, is it not equally
important that it should be supplied to, this
House in order that we might know how
to discuss a matter involving such momen-
tous consequences ? It may possibly be that
the government think that the Senate is
not of sufficient importance, or even that it
is not an integral part of the government
of this country. They may be of the same
impression as the Minister of Public Works,
who said, in a speech recently delivered in
Montreal. that while there are very able and
talented men in the House of Commons, a
large proportion of the senators are not
worth the rope that would be sufficient to
hang them. Or they may think that we
are in the position in 'which Sir Richard
Cartwright, the Minister of Trade and
Commerce, placed us in his speech in the
city of Toronto : When asked the question,
‘What about the Senate’ ? he said, ‘We
will leave the Senate to Providence to get
rid of that incubus.” My hon. friend be-
‘Side me (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) suggests that
eéven that {s better than the hangman. How-
ever, judging from the youthful appearance
of some of those who have been admitted to
seats In the Senate to-day, I am of the im-
pression that it will be a long time before
Providence removes them from the Upper
‘Chamber. To withhold necessary informa-

tion is an indignity to this House. We
should have been treated as the House of
Commons has been treated, and if we
should be led astray in debating the ques-
tion, the error may be attributed to the
fact that we have not been supplied with
necessary information. I leave it to the
senators to judge whether the demand
which I have made is relevant or improper
under the circumstances. The hon, gen-
tieman who moved the address spoke in
eloquent terms of the loyalty of the people
of Canada to the Crown, and of the pro-
gress which the country is making. He
informed us of the great benefits which
the farmers had derived from the in-
formation furnished them by the Minis-
ter of Agriculture, which he considered a
means of opening up the markets of Eu-
rope for the products of our farms. Well,
I am not prepared to say that the advance
in our trade with the mother country has
not been the result of that policy, but it is
amusing to those who know something of
the past to hear hon. gentlemen attribute
all that benefit to the action of the
present Minister of Agriculture. He has
not taken one single step which was not
first inaugurated by the late government.
I commend him for the course that he has
pursued. The policy which was laid down
for cold storage, the opening up of the
markets of Europe and furnishing inform-
ation which would help the people of this
country, has been followed up by the present
government, but it was inaugurated and
wag being carried out to its fullest extent
by the late government. In that particular
doual1ayal yM sre[mopsed Jeqjo Auvw Uj 88
to the trade of this country, I say absolutely
and de facto that they did not depart and
have mot yet deviated to any great extent
from the policy of the late government as
regards the protection given the country, by
Sir Leonard Tilley as long ago as 1869, up to
the present time. My hon. friend opposite
spoke about preferential trade and said
that under it trade has increased. So it
has, but the trade of the country under the
policy that has been adopted, which Is
termed preferential trade, has increased to-
a much larger extent between the United
States and this country than between Eng-
land and Canada. And more than that,
when hon. gentlemen speak of the reduction
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of the tariff, if hon. gentlemen look at the
tariff as it stands to-day and compare it

with the tariff as it existed prior to their

advent to office, and make the calculation,
after the reduction in the tariff including
the free and dutiable goods, with all the
preferential tariffs given to free trade
countries, you will find that it amounts to
the enormous sum of about one seventieth
of one hundred per cent. You may go

further : instead of being a free trade policy, :
which my venerable friend in front of me
was always very fond of, hon. gentlemen will :

find that some of the articles even under the
preferential tariff are higher to-day than
they were under the old protective tariff.

Hon. gentlemen may say that that is a bold

statement, but I ask them to take the tariff
of twenty-five per cent under the old Act,
and add the ten per cent, which they did
prior to the reduction of twenty-ive per
cent, and they will find that we have a

twenty-six and a quarter per cent tariff, or .

13 per ceni more under the preferential
clause and ten per cent more under the
general clause of the new tariff than
under the old arrangement. Is

prosperous to-day ? 1 venture the assertion,

and I say it with full deliberation, that if |
the pledges made by the members of the

present government to the people of this
country had been carried out in their en-
tirety, the same prosperous conditions would
not exist to-day. I see before me two or
three hon. friends from the North-west
and Manitoba who complained of the

ruinous protection given to the manufactu- |

rers of agricultural implements, which they

contended was weighing down the energies

of the farmer. Did the present government
take off any duties which would affect the
manufacturing interest that existed in this
country upon these particular articles? It is
true that they reduced some specific duties
and made them ad valorem. It is quite true
also that they reduced the duties upon some
of the minor articles, such as spades and
that kind of thing, but they did not reduce
the duties upon those articles which
cost the most and which was repre-
sented to the farmers as being ruinous tto
them—I mean the daty upon reapers, tresh-
ing machines, &ec. Take the agricultural im-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

it any
wonder, under such circumstances, that our
various manufactures are increasing and are

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

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Seventeen cents now.

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

try and pledged his party to support the
government if they would take steps to
render assistance to the mother country.
Instead of meeting that offer in a proper
spirit, the proposition having been made by
the leader of the opposition in a patriotic
manner, in a manner that should receive the
commendation of every loyal subject in this
country, he was snubbed, and I do think
that I am not using too strong language
when I say that the Premier’s reply to him
was mot of that dignified character which
should characterize the utterances of the
Prime Minister of this country. With-
out telling him what he thought he
could not do, he volunteered the expression
that he was not to be expected to be more
loyal than the Queen herself. I cannot
possibly conceive why an answer of that
kind should have been given. Then we
find, immediately afterwards, the Pre-
mier, we have reason to believe, seeking an
interview with the reporter of a leading
ministerial journal giving his views as to
why he should not act upon the suggestion
which had been made by Sir ‘Charles Tup-
per, and he tells him that he had studied
the militia law—he had looked through its
provisions, and ithat they had no power
whatever to send people out of the country,
and that they had no authority other than
that 'which could be given by parliament
to expend money for any such purpose.
The constitutional point raised by ithe Pre-
mier at the time no one would dispute in
theory, but there are periods in the history
of all countries when the government, and
particularly a responsible government, take
upon themselves ithe respomsibility of act-
ing, trusting to the good sense and loyalty
of the people’s representatives in the parlia-
ment to pass either an Act of Indemnity or
to sustain the government in the course
which they had taken. Then we find them
some little time afterwards, after a des-
patch had been received from the Imperial
government, authorizing the enrolment of’
1,000 volunteers. Upon that, one of his
most intimate friends, personally and pol-
tically, resigned his position in the House
of Commons in condemnation of the course
which the Liberal government had pur-
sued. We find another gentleman, the re-
presentative of Laprairie (Mr. Monet) de-
claring that he was opposed to the enrol-



12

[SENATE]

ment. I have an extract from his speech
under my hand—that he was opposed to the
enrolment of any volunteers. He was op-
pused to the expenditure of one cent in aid
of England in her difficulty, or to cement—
1 think that is the word he used—the union
which exists between the two countries.
Then we find, in addition to that, the Min-
ister of Public Works taking strong objec-
tion to the sending of this contingent and
beasting upon the platform at public
meetings that he had taken good care it
should not be made a precedent in the fu-
iture. Whether the first contingent is to be
considered & precedent, followed by the
other two, I must leave to others better ac-
quainted with the English language than I
am to decide. Then we had ‘hat unique
exhibition the other day in the House of
Commons of seeing a gentleman introduced

after his eleotion to a seat in the House of
Commons between the Minister of Public
Works and a gentleman who had declared
his opposition to the expenditure of one .
dollar to aid England in her difficulties. '
Why the gentleman resigned his position
in the House of Commons in condemna-
tion of the course which the government !
had pursued, for which the Minister of
Public Works was just as respousible un-
der our system as the Premier himself, in-
troduced into the House of Commons by :
that gentleman and another gentleman who
threatened to resign, and declared in the
strongest possible language his condemna- !
‘ion of the course which the government |
had pursued? Yet he takes this gentleman
by the arm and walks with him into the
House of Commons and introduces him,
which implies that he was in accord with
their sentiment{ and their policy. It was
an exhibition of gross hypocrisy which I
trust will never be repeated in this country.
Now, what is our position at this moment?
i have outlined the course which has beemn
pursued by the government of the day.
Does Canada stand to-day in an enviable
position as compared with the other colo-
nies? Is it mot a humiliating fact that no
step was taken by the first colony of Great
Britain in the direction of aiding the
mother country in the present difficulty
until all the other colonies had telegraphed
to the Home government their wilingness
to Ttender assistance. Although the gov-
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ernment did not deem the Senate of
sufficient importance to lay the correspond-
ence before us, treating us in this manner
as in others, with disrespect, there is an
Imperial document which was printed and
laid before the Imperial parliament which
1 hold in my hands, and which gives us the
information which gentlemen opposite took
precious good care to withhold from us.

Hon. Mr. MILILS—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWLELL—The
hon. Minister of Justice says hear, hear.
Has he laid it before us, or does he deem it
unnecessary that the House should have it
when they deem necessary to adjourn the
other House for two or three days, contrary
to all precedent and usage, in order that the
gentlemen who had been protesting against
their actions might have those documents in
their hands. That may be their idea of
right and wrong. It is not my idea of

" what this House deserves at their hands or

at the hands of any government. I find on
referring to these documents correspond-
ence relating to the sending of the contin-
gent to South .Africa, printed by command
and laid on the table of the House of ‘Com-
mous in Eungland, the following facts:
Queensiand made its first offer on July 11,
1899. Victoria followed on July 12. Even
the little Malay States offered a certain
contingent on July 17. Lagos made its offer
by telegraph on July 18, New South Wales
made its offer on July 21. Hong Kong—not
a large contingent, I admit, but for the size
of the island it was important, offered 300
equipped men for service in the Transvaal.
That was on September 21. New Zealand
followed in the same line on the 22nd. West
Australia’s offer was made ou October 5.
Tasmania’s offer was on October 9. South
Australia’s offer was on October 13 and this
Canada of ours came in afterwards on
October 14; not, mark you, until the docu-
ment 'which I am about to read Wwas re-
ceived by the government of this country.
So you can easily understand the declara-
tions at different public meetings by the
Minister of Public Works, that they had
made mo offer to send any men from this
country, and I ask the Senate, those who
have not had the privilege of Teading this
paper 'to mark well the language which is
used by Mr. Chamberlain. The Hon.
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bear in mind—bears date October 3, and
also bear in mind, when I am reading it,
the reference that I made to the interview
with the Globe which was on October 4, the
day after the telegram was despatched from
‘England to Lord Minto. The Colonial
Secretary telegraphs as follows:

Secretary of State for War and Commander-
in-Chief desire to express high appreciation of
signal exhibition of patriotic spirit of people of
Canada shown by offers to serve in South Africa,
and to furnish following information to assist
organization of force offered into units suitable

for military requirements. Firstly, units should
consgist of about 125 men ; secondly, may be in-

fantry, mounted infantry, or cavalry ; in vlew|

of numbers already available infaptry most,
cavalry least serviceable ; thirdly, all should be
armed with -303 rifles or carbines, which can be
supplied by Imperial government if necessary ;
fourthly, all must provide own equipment, and
mounted troops own horses ; fifthly, not more
than one captain and three subalterns each unit.
Whole force may be commanded by officer not
higher than major. In considering numbers
which can be employed, Secretary of State for
War guided by nature of offers, hy desire that
each colony should be fairly represented. and
Hmits necessary if force is to be fully utilized
by available staff as integral portion of Imperial
forces; would gladly accept four units. Condi-
tions as follows :—Troops to be disembarked at
port of landing, South Africa, fully equipped at
cost of Colonial government or volunteers. From
date of embarkation Imperial government will
provide pay at Imperial rates. supplies, and
ammunition, and will defray expenses of trans-
port back to Canada, and pay wound pensions
and compassionate allowances at lmperial rates.
Troops to embark not later than 31st October,
proceeding direct to Cape Town for orders. In-
form accordingly all who have offered to raise
volunteers.

Now, that despatch shows this, in as clear
language as it is possible to be, that the
government of Canada mnever made any
offer to the Tmperial authorities to assist
them in the present war, because the Colo-
nial Secretary asks the Governor General to
express high appreciation of the signal exhi-
bition of patriotic spirit of the people of
Canada shown by offers to serve in South
Africa, and to furnish the following im-
formation to assist the organization of the
forces offered into units suitable for mili-
tary requirements. Now. that was sent on
October 3. The Premier gave expression
to his own view that ‘there was no law,
or authority to enable the government to
do it, on the 4th of the same month; but
after the indignation which had been exhi-
bited from one end of the Dominion to the

Chamberlain wrote to the Governor.
General, the Earl of Minto, and it was sent
at 5.15 p.m., October 3, 1899, this telegram— :

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

[
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glishmen held. Why not ? Is not my hon.
friend who spoke to-day, as much of a
British subject as my son, who happens to
be of Emglish and Dutch extraction ? You
may as well say that if England was in
difficulty with Denmark, that 1 who sprung
from the Danes when they invaded Britain,
should not be interested ! Suppose difficul-
ties should arise between Britain and Den-
mark, why should I say my sympathies are
not with my mnative country because I am
descended from the Danes ? It is not the
spirit which should actuate any man., and
more particularly a public man who con-
trols the destinies of the country at a seri-
ous period in our history. It will be inter-
esting to read his order in council 'which
was passed, and of which, no doubt, my
hon. friend opposite could let us know the
secret history—but he cannot do that be-
cause of the oath of office he has taken—but
I should have liked very much to have been
behind the scenes and heard the discussions
between the different ministers and the Min-
ister of Public Works on this question of
precedent and what should be done.
this order in council which was passed on
the report of the Prime Minister, and you
will come to the conclusion that, like
some other mportions of the address now
hefore us, would lead one to suppose that
there is a good deal of truth in what Tal-
leyrand said, that language is given to hide
men’s thoughts. Here is this order in
council.

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

That is the despatch which I read a few
moments ago, giving information to those
who had volunteered to serve in South
Africa. The order in council continues :

The Right Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier, to whora
tke said despatch was referred, observes that the
Colonial Secretary, in answer to the offers which
have been sent to him from different parts of
Capada expressing the willingness and anxlety
of Canadians to serve Her Majesty’s government
in the war which for a long time has been
threatening with the Transvaal Republic and
which, unfortunately, has actually commenced,
enunciates the conditions under which such offers
may be accepted by the Imperial authorities.
These conditi®ns may be practically summed up
in the statement that a certain number of volun-
teers by units of 125 men, with a few officers,
will be accepted tn serve in the British army
now operating in South Africa, the moment they

reach the coast, provided the expenses of their
cquipment and transportation to South Africa,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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are defrayed either by themselves or by the
colonial government. A

The Prime Minister, in view of the well-known
desire of a great many Canadians, who are ready
to take service under such conditions, is of opin-
ion that the moderate expenditure which would
tbus be involved for the equipment and trans-
portation of such volunteers may readily be nun-
dertaken by the government of Canada without
summoning parliament, especially as such an ex-
penditurs under such ecircumstances cannot be
regarded as a departure from the well-known
principles of constitutional government and col-
onial practice, nor construed as a precedent for
future action.

Already, under similar conditions, New Zea-
land has sent two companies, Queensland {s
about to send 250 men, and West Australfa and
Tasmania are sending 125 men each.

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

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

All of which is respectfully submitted for
Your Excellency’s approval.

JOHN J. McGEE,
Clerk of the Privy Council.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—What is the date
of that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—October 5.

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

ian interview with the Globe reporter, and
| this is the language which he used :

] There exists a great deal of misconception in
[the country regarding the powers of the gov-
'ernment in the present -case, said Sir Wilfrid
| Laurier, as I understand the Militia Act, and I
may say that I have given it some study of late
{—our volunteers are enrolled to be used in the
! defence of the Dominion. They are Canadian
ftroops to be used to fight for Canada’s defence.
{ Perhaps the most widespread misapprehension
is that they cannot be sent out of Canada. To
my mind it is clear that cases might arise when
they might be sent to a foreign land to fight.
Spain has or had a navy and that navy might be
got ready to assail Canada as part of the em-
pire. Sometimes the best methods of defending
one’s self is to attack, and in that case Canadian
soldiers might certainly be sent to Spain, and
it is quite certain that they might be so des-
patched to the Iberian Peninsula. The case of
the South African Republic is not analogous.
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That is because the South African Re-
publie has no navy. It will puzzle, 1
think, some of us to understand this reason-
ing and this kind of logic. He proceeds :

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

Hon. gentlemen will remember precisely
what 1 said, that this interview was after
the receipt of that despatch from the Col-

-onial Office.

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

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

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend goes
further and says what he does not know,
that the despatch was in the hands of the
Prime Minister.

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

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I understood the hon.
gentleman to say so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I said
his interview was on the 4th and the des-
batch was sent on the 3rd, and I say
further w! hout any reflection upon the
Governor General, that when [ was in the
g0vernment, an important despatch of that
kind being received by the Governor General
Wf{llld have been immediately sent to the
Prime Minister of the country, and I can-
not conceive it possible that any head of
the government of this country would
withhold from the Prime Minister a de-
spatch of that importance, and I draw the

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Hear, hear.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Per-

haps the Minister of Justice or the hon. |

Secretary of State will give that inform-
ation when he rises to reply. I can assure
the House from my knowledge of the feel-
ing of the people in this country that they
occupy a position to-day such as they did
not occupy twenty or thirty years ago.
They consider themselves as much a part
of the British Kmpire as the men who live
in Great Britain itself, and baving received
the protection of that empire since ourv
existence they are prepared to put their
hands in their pockets and pay the full ex-
penditure attending that contingent, and I
only hope that the government may change
their minds and that they may set a pre-
cedent and ask parliament to pay every
cent in connection with that contingent and
their maintenance during the war.

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

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

While it is not our province in this Chamber to
even suggest an appropriation of money or the
raising of money to assist in carrying on a war,
should 2 war unfortunately occur, we can at least
say that any appropriation that will be asked
for by the Commons, ro matter who might be i
power at the {ime, would be readily voted by the
Senate for that purpose.

I am still of that opinion. and I4ope that
as the government changed its opiniom in
reference to sending the contingent, that

they may also change their opinion upon.
. the whole world in arms as she has done before.

this question of expenditure. 1 know that
it has beeun said by the Minister of Public
Works in defence of the course whieh he

has pursued, that Sir John Macdonald never

Hon. Sir MACKRENZIE BOWELL.
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offeredd to send any contingent to assist
Great Britain in- her ditticulties. My answer
to that is that no necessity existed in the
past similar to the one that exists to-day.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. ALLLAN—Hear, hear.

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

It will be year by year less a case of
dependence on our part and of overruling pro-
tection on the part of the mother country, and
more a case of healthy and cordial alllance. In-
stead of looking on as a merely dependent col-
ony, England will have in us a friendly nation
to stand by her in North America in peace as
in war. The people of Australia will be such an-
other nation, and England will have this advan-
tage if her colonies progress under the new col-

onial system, as I believe they will, that though
a: war with all the rest of the world, she will

‘be able io look to the nations in alllance with

her and owing allegiance to the same sovereign
who will assist in enahling her again to maet

Does that sound like the utterance of a
statesman who was opposed to rendering
aid to the mother country in her difficul-
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ties ? He realized what might take place.
The cementing together of the different
colonies was to form the strong arm of fhe
empive in a time of need, and he goes so
far as to say that when the empire is at
war with all the other nations, Canada,
Australia, and the confederated provinces
in different parts of the world, which owed
their allegiance to the Crown, would be
ready to assist the mother country in any
difficulty in which she might be found. T
have read that to the House in order that
it may be brought again to the minds of
the senators, and in reply. to the charge
which has been made against that hon.
gentleman. I could go on to show that the
present Premier in the debates which took
place not many years ago, when the late
D’Alton McCarthy was advocating the prin-
ciple of Imperial federation, that Sir Wil-
frid Laurier, then in opposition, denounced
the theory of Imperial federation, and gave
as a reason why he was opposed to it, that
the time might come when Canada would
Le called upon to enter into the wars in
which England was constantly engaged.
Do we sez that unity of action—not only
unity of action but that unity of senfiment
and of opinion prevailing in the present
government to which I referred a moment
ago as to the sending of contingents that
should exist ? The Minister of Public
Works, upon a number of occasions—and
only the other day im Toronto, declared
strongly in favour of Imperial federation—
that he hoped the time would come when
Camnadian representatives would be found
sitting at Westminster, and that they would
then bhave something to say in' the manage-
ment of Imperial affairs. The Premier said,
and I have not heard or read an utterance
from him in° which he has departed from
that sertiment, that he is totally opposed to
Imperial federation for the reason which I
have given. This questiion is one on which
I have occupied a considerable time, but
there is much more I could say on the
subject but defer it. There are one or
two other things in this address which re-
quire consideration. Those who have had
something to do with, and have some little
recollection of the votes of the past are not
a little surprised at the statements which
have been made in reference to the carrying
irade of this country. Let any one read
2

the speeches made by the premier and those
who form his government—I except my hon.
friend opposite (Hon. Mr. Mills) because I
have not seen any utterance of bis of the
character to which I have referred—and
one would readily thiuk that this govern-
men: had inaugurated and carried out the
canal system of the country, and this address
indicates the very same idea, because it
goes on to point out what ‘ my * government
(of course the Governor did not write this)
has done in opening up waterways to deve-
lop the trade of the Great West. And Sir
Wilfrid, a short time ago in Toronto, spoke
ol the immense amount of money that had
been expended by the government. My gov-
ernment has done this, and my government
has Jdomne that in order to develop the great
resources of this country, is the contant cry.
A reference to the Tublic Accounts will
show that Defore these gentlemen had th?
responsibility of office upon their shoulders,
and before rhey arrogated to themselves the
formation of this contingent as well as the
canais and waterways. you will find that
the late government—that is the government
of Sir John Macdonald, immediately after
confederation, the government which fol-
lowed :t under the Hon. Alex. Mackenzie,
and for 17 years afterwards, had very nearly
completed these canals, when the present
government took charge of them. They
now claim for themsalves the credit of all
that was done by their predecessors. The
Sault Ste. Marie Canal was suggested and
carried out and completed and paid for to
the extent of %3,448,961 before the advent
of these gentlemen to office. It is true they
gpent $222,056 afterwards in order to round
it up and to thoroughiy complete it. It Is
not necessary 1 should inform this House
why that expenditure was made. Up to
1896 the government had expended on the
Wellund Canal $24,158,78. The present
government have expended in the comple-
tion of the Weiland Canal system $59,368
and for which they claim the credit of mak-
mg the canal fourteen feet deep. The Murray
Canal had cost $1.278.700, and that was
completed before these gentlemmen came into
office. The Cornwall Canal had had $6.037,-
936 expended on it up to 1898, and the pre-
sent government in order to complete it,
up to the time these figures could be
reached had spent half a million dollars.
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On the Williamsburg Canal there had been’
expended up to 184G $4,257,911 before these;

gentlemen came into office. The Soulanges
Canal! was begun in 1892, yet the credit for
it was taken by my bon. friend for this
government. The change was made from
Beaubarno:s to the north side and the Sou-
langes Canal was commenced, contracts
were let and it was under construction and
had over two and a quarter millions of
money spent on it before these gentlemen
came into power; but because they com-
pleted the work which had been commenced
before they came into office they claim all
the credit for it. The Lachine Canal is in
the same position. On that canal up to
1896 there had been expended $10,361,271
before these gentlemen came into power.
So with the harbour of Montreal, the late
government assumed the debt of that har-
bour ; that is, the portion below the har-
bour proper. The Harbour 'Commissioners
were relieved of the expenditure. We
bhave also in the speech a congratulation on
the administration of the Post Office De-
partment. Look at the Public Accounts.
They say that the government have reduced
the postgge and have carried on the ser-
vice satisfactorily. They took the total re-
ceipts and expenditures as an evidence of
that fact. You will find that the expen-
diture in the Post Office Department is
greater mow than it was under the late
government, but the receipts have run up
owing to the influx of people into the
country and the increased amount of cor-
respondence. They claim credit for the
reduction of the deficit as a magnificent ex-
ample of their administrative policy. Had
the receipts continued as they were, the de-
ficit caused by increased expenditure would
have been greater than it was under the
late government. As to the increase of
settlers I shall leave that for the gentle-
men from the West to discuss. Whether
the settlers they have received there, to a
great extent a pauper element, is the cha-
racter of immigration that country re-
quires—whether it is advisable that such
an element should be brought into this
country at the public expense, is for the
people to consider. I know when I was
in the late government we had constant
complaints—condemnation after condem-
nation from all the industrial associations
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

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

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

These are points on which honourable gen-
tlemen know it is absolutely necessary that
legislation should take place, because the
charters of all the banks expire this year.
‘What the law is to be to regulate the rate of
interest payable to creditors, I do not know
nor did the mover or seconder of the ad-
dress inform the House whether we are to
have another usury law or not we are left
in the dark. If it is simply to be a measure
to regulate the rate of interest to be paid
after judgment, it will be no improvement
on what exists at the present. If one ob-
tains a judgment at present, it bears 6
per cent interest if I am correctly informed.
Any lawyer in the Senate will know whether
that statement is correct or not. We are
also promised a law to provide for the
taking of the next decennial census and also
for the better arrangement of the electoral
distriets. That is, next year we are to have
the census taken upon which, under the
constitution, the government of the day
will be obliged to readjust the representa-
tlon of the provinces ; but these gentlemen
propose, in the face of the taking of the
census, within a few months—it cannot be a
great while for it must be done next year—
to readjust the constituencies, in order, I
suppose, to affect the elections which must
take place prior to the readjustment of the
representation. Whether parliament will
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pass a law of that kind will be known in the
future. This is a point to which I shall
call the attention of the House at a very
early date and will ask for the papers sub-
mitted to these eminent lawyers in England
when the question was asked as to the power
of the Senate to deal with a question of this
kind. We have the reports from the Lon-
don papers stating what did take place.
When I asked the question last year, my
hon. friend opposite was unable to tell me
beeause he said he did not know. It @id not
pass through his department. Whether he
has allowed himself to be again treated in
that cavalier way by a non-member of the
government, the Solicitor General, since
that period I am not in a position to state.
That rests with himself, but I do say this,
that if a case was submitted to any
lawyer, eminent or not, particularly in
Great Britain, it should have eman-
ated from the office of the Minister
of Justice in this country, and I am quite
satisfied that the Minister of Justice would
to save his own reputation, have put the
question fairly and properly before these
gentlemen when asking their opinion. If
the opinion was asked as is indicated by the
telegrams which have been sent from Eng-
land to this country, then the question sub-
mitted to the eminent legal authorities to
whom I have referred—I say it advisedly—
is not in accordance with the facts, and con-
sequently the opinion given under such cir-
cumstances is of no value and should have
no force in this country. However, that is
a point I shall refer to in the future, when I
ask for the papers, and I have no doubt my
bon. friend will be then in a position to tell
us8 what was done in the matter and to give
Us a copy of the question asked of Mr. Blake
and Mr. Russell and other gentlemen whose
opinions were read in this House during
the last session. I repeat, before I sit down,
Iy congratulations to the government for
having changed their opinions on the matter
Of the contingents, on the question of set-
ting a precedent. Just as much and as free-
ly and as honestly do I congratulate them
on having changed their opinion, or if they
have not changed their opinion, on having
acted in direct contravention to the promises
they made the electors in 1896, by continuing
the policy of the late government almost in

its gtirety, under which this country has

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. MecCALLUM—Will they be on
the table to-morrow ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—Yes. They were pro-

mised faithfully to be here at five o’clock
to-day.

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes.

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—This
has been in the Library for a long time. I
sent to the Library and inquired for it.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—These documents come
to the Library; they do not come to us.
The moment I saw this document I ordered
five hundred copies to e printed, and we
shall have them on the table to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, Feb. 6, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE BUBONIC PLAGUE.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) rose to

Call the attention of the Government to the
immediate necessity for steps being taken to
ascertain whether it is necessary for the pre-
servation of health, that persons of Japanese
birth, and the products of Japan, should be ex-
cluded from the Dominion of Canada, until such
time as the infected ports of Japan shall be de-
clared free of the bubonic plague.

He said : I have to ask the House to accept
this.short notice on account of the import-
ance of the question to which the motion
refers. It is quite possible the government
have already taken steps in this very im-
portant matter. We know that in India
for a long time this bubonic plague has
been raging and has been spreading to
Japan and the Sandwich Islands. With
these countries we have communication
continually. There are about four steamers
of different lines coming into British Col-
umbia ports, one steamer, or perhaps two
steamers, arriving each week. These steam-
ers carry products with them such as silks,
cotton and fabrics of that kind, and fruit,
and no one can tell how these products are
put up, or whether they are put up by in-
fected persoms or in infected houses. Take
oranges : how are they to be disinfected at
the quarantine station ? It is an impossi-
bility. These oranges are eaten largely by
the people of this country, and the skins of
the oranges might contain the germs of
the plague; and so with silks and other
fabrics. I thought it my duty to call the
attention of the government to this very
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

1

serious martter. If that plague once found
its way into this country, we would prob-
ably never get rid of it again. It would be
a very drastic measure, of course, to stop
the importation of all kinds of products
from Japan and to stop immigration ; but it
would be far better to do that and to take
every precaution than to have the plague
coming into the country. I think that the
government should at once, if they have not
done so already, get their most expert quar-
antine men to look into this matter and see
what can be done. I am of the opinion that
silks and fabrics of that kind, and fruit
cannot be properly disinfected.

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

THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE CONTINUED.

The order of the day being called—

Resuming the debate on the consideration of
His Excellency the Governor General’s Speech
on the opening of the Fifth Session of the Eighth
Parliament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS said : It is my duty, in
the first instance, to congratulate the mover
and seconder of the Address in reply to
the Speech from the Throne on their very
interesting and instructive speeches. It s
my duty also to congratulate my hon.
friend who made this motion on the patrio-
tic and eloquent remarks which he addres-
sed to the House upon the subject of the
war in South Africa. My hon. friend by
his speech has done not a little to show that
although there may be different nationali-
ties in Canada, there is but one sentiment
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with regard to the integrity of the Empire.
I might say that, in my opinion, the pre-
sent occasion is, in many respects, a great
occasion. There are periods in our history
in which the public sentiment of the coun-
try undergoes a sudden transformation. It
moves on for a series of years in conformi-
ty with the new departure until some fur-
ther step in natiomal progress becomes ne-
cessary and forces itself upon the attention
of the community. There can be little doubt
in the minds of thoughtful Canadians that
since the year of the diamond jubilee, since
a large number of persons from all parts of
the empire were congregated together in
London. the empire has taken a new
departure—that old things are passing
away and that a new phase of Imperial
life is presenting itself to the community
for its consideration. ‘The times, under
these circumstances, demand from the peo-
ple a feeling of patriotic devotion, and it
seems to me, hon. gentlemen, that my hon.
friend opposite in criticising the policy of
the administration and the conduct of the
government in respect to some important
Inatters to which I shall refer later, did
Lot fully appreciate the present position of
affairs. Instead of taking a broad and
batriotic view of the situation, my hou.
friend took a very strong party view aund
one which seemed to me, however suitable
it might have been a few years ago, was
out of keeping with the present condition
of affairs. My hon. friend also com-
plained of want of courtesy to this House
in the conduct of the administration, not
specially with reference to anything that
had been done generally, but with respect to
Some incidents or events that transpired in
the other House of which we are not sup-
posed to take cognizance here. ( My hon.
friend said that a motion had been made
for papers in the House of Commons before
the reply to the Speech from the Throne had
been adopted. He also questioned the right
of the hon. member to make the motioa.
He said that the adjournment had been pro-
mised in the midst of a debate which, in
his opinion, was irregular, and the remark
Was that jt had been done before the
speech was answered. Now let me call the
attention of the House to the rule in this
matter. In the first place, upon the as-
sembling of parliament in any session, a re-

port of the judges, if there have been con-
troverted elections, is presented usually
before the speech from the Throne is ans-
wered. If the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery has received reports of returns of
elections that have transpired since the
close of the previous session, it is his duty
to submit them to parliament, and they are
presented before the speech from the
Dhrone is answered. Then it is the invari-
able practice in both Houses to introduce
a bill and move that it be read the first
time, and that is done for the purpose of
vindicating the right of each House to inde-
pendent authority in respect to all busi-
ness that comes before them. There is
seldom more than one bill presented pro
forma, but when hon. gentlemen consider
the reason for taking that step they will
see that the assertion of a right, which is
intended by the submission of a bill of
that kind, is one without limitation, and it
would be in the power of the House to take
into consideration any matter which was
urgent—any matter which was important,
even though the speech from the Throne
had not been answered. Now, let me call
the attention of hon. gentlemen to the prac-
tice in England in this regard. It is some-
times the practice in England to put ques-
tions before there is an answer to the
speech from the Throne, and these ques-
tions are answered by the member of the
government having charge of the matter to
which the question relates. It is the prac-
tice sometimes to move an address for
papers precisely as was done in the case of
wwhich the hon. gentleman complains, and
very often motions are made for papers,
and those papers are sometimes brought
down before the answer to the speech I8
concluded. When the debate is prolonged
upon the speech from the Throne, public
bills have been introduced and discussed ou
a motion for leave before the address has
been agreed to. Hon. gentlemen will re-
member that in the session of 1882, there
was a discussion on Mr. Bradlaugh’s taking
of the oath at the bar of the House. That
discussion was interrupted. The proceed-
ings on the debate in answer to the speech
from the Throne were suspended, and 2
division took place. There was a division
upon the motion made in that case, al-
though the debate on the address had not
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been concluded. Mr. Gladstone, also, on
that occasion presented resolutions to the
House before the speech had been answer-
ed. There was further, a discussion on
the arrest of Mr. Parnell and others The
correspondence on the subject of that av-
rest was produced, and there was also a
motion and discussion on Mr. Errington's
mission to the Vatican. Now, all these pro-
ceedings in a single session show that the
hon. germtleman opposite was entirely mis-
taken when he made the statements that
he did in respect to the motion of the hon.
member in the other House for certain
papers. Then, my hon. friend in discussing
that subject complained that the motion
was irregular. The proceeding, if I cor-
reotly remember what he said, was unpre-
cedented. and yet, my hon. friend said that
the government were guilty of discourtesy
because we did not bring down those papers
which were called for in the other House,
which my hon. friend said ought not to
have been moved for. If he was correet in
his first position, then it would have been
improper to have brought down those papers
or laid them on the table until the speech
from the awurone was answered. But my
hon. friend beside me told the hon. leader
of the opposition why these papers were
not submitted, not because we agreed with
‘his view that the submission of these docu-
ments before the speech from the ‘I'hrone
had been answered would have been irre-
gular, but because they had not been print-
ed with the expedition that we desired. My
hon. friend complained that a member of
the House of Commons, & supporter of the
administration, had resigned because a con-
tingent had been sent to Africa, and that
he had been again elected and was still a
supporter of the administration. I need not
here enter into a discussion of what the
views of that hon. gentleman are. I may
call the attention of the House to that later
on in this discussion. I may say this, how-
ever, that many members no doubt are of
opinion that before we assume the respon-
sibilities of contributing in a military way
towards the maintenance of the empire, the
relation between «Canada and the mother
country in this regard ought to be settled—
that our rights in that regard ought to be
known, and these may have been the views

»f the hon. member to whom my hon. friend
Hon. Mr. MILLS.

‘ministration.

referred. 1 might say this, however, that
this in my opinion is an academic view. I
think the course taken was the right. proper
and constitutional course, and I shall not
say anything further on that subject at this
moment. Then my hon. friend referred to
the progress of agriculture. He admitted
that the country had progressed. that the
farmers were more prosperous than they had
been a few years ago, but the hon. gentle-
man says that this is not due to the govern-
ment. There may be a difference of opinion
on that subject. It may not be wholly due to
the government. The government do not
bring the rain or cultivate the soil, but if the
government furnish the facilities for trans-
portation— if they open up wider markets
than previously existed, they hold out a
motive for greater industry—they create
stronger hopes, and the products of industry
ave increased in proportion. But, I remem-
ber the time when my hon. friend main-
tained that everything was due to the ad-
My hon. friend was on this
side of the House ; he was then a member
of the administration and although for a
number of years the hon. leader of the
Opposition claimed that great progress had
been made in the country,—that the indus-
trial resources had been rapidly developed—
that all those improvements that had
taken place were due to the wisdom and
statesmanship of the administration, yet my
hon. friend after a time found that the
country was stationary. There was no in-
crease in the population. The natural in-
crease was neutralized by expatriations from
the country. And that census showed a
diminution in the value of real estate in
every portion of the country. Let me say
that there has been a change. My hon.
friend does not deny that there is a change,
that that change is for the better, that the
people are more hopeful, that the immigra-
tion into the country is very much larger
than formerly, and that property, instead of
diminishing, is increasing in value. Then
my hon. friend referred to the manufac-
ture of binder-twine. I may say to the hon.
gentleman that I am not going to detain
the House by a discussion of the subject,
as a more fitting opportunity will occur
hereafter. The hon. gentleman said that I
was roasted last year on the subject, and
that the roasting I got had induced me to
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in conformity with the public interest. I
do not think that in this House, it was a sub-
jeet of discussion. It was a subject of dis-
cussion in the Commons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Oh !

Hon. Mr., MILLS—At all events not in my
presence. Let me say further that the gov-
ernment had not granted favours. We
advertised for tenders. Our advertise-
ments were circulated in every part of the
country. We accepted the highest tender,
and when hon. gentlemen compare those
prices and the names of the firms which
sold in different parts of the country, it
will be found that we obtained a fair price.
We do not go into the manufacture of this
twine for the purpose of underselling other
manufactures. We ‘do mot go into the
manufacture for the purpose of ruining or
bankrupting those who are engaged in
similar pursuits. We engage in the busi-
ness for the purpose of giving employment
to the convicts we find in our peniten-
tiaries, and to enable us to sustain them
there with as little burden to the public as
possible. We seek to make the convict po-
pulation, as far as possible, self-sustaining,
and when we manufacture only about one-
seventh of the binder-twine that is con-
sumed in Canada, it is easy to see that we
could not undertake to sell at extremely
low or unprofitable rates, without doing
very serious injury to the manufacturers
of the other six-sevenths of the twine con-
sumed by ‘the farming population. My
hon. friend said he did not know what was
meant by that paragraph in the speech re-
lating to interest on judgments. Let me
8ay that the rate of interest has fallen very
greatly within the last ten or fifteen years.
Six per cent is & very high rate mow. It
is beyond the market value of money, and
it is not unreasonable to fix on judgments
obtained in courts of justice a somewhat
ore moderate rate than was a fair rate
80me years ago. Further than that, the
Crown at the present time, except in cer-
tain specia] cases, is not called upon to
DPay interegt upon its judgments, and there
are in my opinion, good reasons for putting
Judgments obtained against the Crown in
this regard upon the same footing as judg-
Ients obtained against private parties. My

. H '
adopt a different policy this year, one more hon. friend opposite has spoken about pau-

per immigration, I may say to the hon.
gentleman that I do not know of any pau-
per immigration. 1 do not know of any
immigration into this country that is &
burden upon the great mass of the people of
Canada. We have not invited people to
come into Canada with a view of making
them a charge upon the industry and pro-
perty of other portions of the comunity.
What people have been invited to come here
for i8 to take possession of the waste lands,
the unoccupied territories of the country,
which are out of all proportion greater than
the territories that are occupied, in order
that they may establish for themselves com-
fortable homes, in order that they may be-
come useful citizens, and may contribute to
the commerce and to the revenue of the
country. That object is being accomplished.
My hon. friend, in using the words ‘ pauper
fmmigration,” has used two words that will
wound a great many thousand people set-
tled in Canada. During the past year we
have had an immigration into Manitoba and
the North-west Territories alone of about
50,000 people. Those people are not paupers.
They may have had but little wealth, but
they are industrious. I do not know how
the farming population of the North-west
would have succeeded in properly caring for
their harvests without their aid. They have
been contributors to the construction of the
railways that are at present in process of
being built. They are found to be industri-
ous people, ready to work, and they obtain
by their work in the harvest season among
the farmers and on the railways the means
of supporting their families during the win-
ter season without charge upon any portion
of the population. They will be able to be-
gin the next year under favourable circum-
stances. They are anxious to become Cana-
dians. They have no literature, no devotion
to a nationality attaching them elsewhere.
They have no disposition to perpetuate the
story or history of the country of their
origin. Their inclination is to become Cana-
dians as soon as possible. I observed that
many of their children, some of whom have
not been six monthg in the country, were
able to speak the English language suffi-
ciently well to make themselves intelligible.
Can any one doubt that they will, in a re-
markably short time, become Canadians,
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that they will speak English or French, or!day are as thoroughly American as any
whatever language may be spoken in the other portion of the population. They are
part of the country in which they settle? | devoted to the cultivation of the soil, and
English, no doubt, will be the language in | numerous states in the valley of the Missis-
the North-west Territories, for it is the |sippi became settled and occupied during
language of the population, and their child- | those thirty years that have enormously con-
ren will have the same interest in the coun- ! tributed to the prosperity of the republic.
try as those who are of Canadian birth. I Now, our opporturity has come, we have such

say that the settlement of these people in
the country is of immense consequence to
us. I saw it stated in the papers of the
North-west Territories,—and I have no doubt
that it is a correct statement—that during
the past autumn there have been 400,000
more acres turned over with the plough than
in the previous year. That will represent
this year a yield of 12.000,000 bushels of
grain in addition to the crop of last year, if
it should be an average yield. Does any man
doubt that it is of immense consequence to
those farmers who are engaged in this work
to have aid of the population coming into
the country? 'They can mutually benefit
each other. It will contribute to the com-
merce of the country. It contributes to
make the railways a profitable investment
to those who have put their moneys into
them, and it will contribute to the revenues
of the country. and I say that it is of very
great importance to the country that this

immigration should not be impeded, hin-.

dered or discouraged. There were a few

men in the North-west Territories who for-

a time spoke against the immigration of the

Galicians, the Doukhobors and others.
What was their business? They were
ranchers. They did not want the country

occupied near them. It interfered with their
ranching operations. It was their interest
that the country should remain unsettled,
as it was unsettled under the jurisdiction of
the Hudson’s Bay Company before we went
there at all. But that is not our interest,
and I say it is of immense conseyuence to
us, now that our opportunity has come for
filling up the country, that we should, in
every possible way, encourage its settlement.
The United States, between the years 1830
and 1860 had an immense immigration from

the continent of BEurope and from the Bri-.

ia territory now for settlement for an agri-
I,cultural population as they had during the
| period that I have mentioned, and it would
be indeed a great misfortune, a calamity to
this country, if we did anything to turn
away that tide of immigration, to misrepre-
sent the population and discourage men
who are industrious and anxious to work
and to acquire a knowledge of our language
and to become like ourselves. To discour-
,age those people by describing them as pau-
‘pers, or using any other phrase that is cal-
‘culated to turn away the tide of immigra-
"tion from us to the neighbouring republic
| would indeed be a very great misfortune to
*‘this country. Canada has been some time
'spoken of a species of fishing rod. The
‘provinces are joined to each other by the
‘ends, and they are stretched across the con-
' tinent, having immense length but little
deptli. That might fairly represent Canada
Bs it was fhirty years ago. That does not
represent Canada as it is becoming. Take
our territories : begin at the 49th parallel, at
the United States boundary, and you will
find the settlement extending northward
now for several hundred miles. This is no
doubt as it should be. That will give us a
sufficient depth to make this country per-
fectly capable of defending itself against
-any who might be disposed to adopt an
. aggressive policy towards us. What does
our recent investigation show ? That when
you cross the height of land north of the
lakes and north of the Ottawa and the
Saint Lawrence, you get into a fertile re-
gion again. We have, it is said by our
- geologists, both in Ontario and in Quebeec,
. 30,000 square miles in each capable of being
-settled by an agricultural population. In
fact the two provinces may be occupied and
settled all the way northward to James

tish islands of persons who were poor, |Bay. That being so, it is of immense con-
many of them absolutely penniless, who had ,sequence, not merely that steps should be
nothing except their inclination to labour to | taken to secure a settlement of the North-
bring to the country, and they became a | west Territories, our prairie lands, but even
prosperous people. Their descendants to- !‘Where we have amongst our agricultural

Hon. Mr. MILLS. |
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population people without a very great deal
of means beyond the farms which they oc-
cupy, capable by their industry of living in
comparative comfort, we have an opportun-
ity for expansion by giving them lands in
the newer districts of the two provinces
which I have mentioned, which will enable
those provineces to very largely increase
their population, increase it perhaps within
a comparatively early pertod to twice their
present number of inhabitants. I might re-
fer to the maritime provinces. Take Nova
Scotia. That province to-day is having
millions of dollars invested in its rich mines.
The province of Nova Scotia is taking a
new departure for the first time in its his-
tory since it entered confederation. There
is every prospect that those who have gone
abroad for the purpose of obtaining em-
ployment from that province during the
past quarter of a century will find their way
back to Nova Scotia again. The hopes of
the people have been awakened. They have
confidence in their own future which they
did not possess to anything like the same
extent a few years ago, and that being so, I
say that everywhere the outlook of Canada
is better than it has been at any time since
confederation, and that the progress which
has been made during the past three or four
Years is greater than it made during four or
five times the same number of years pre-
viously. I shall not undertake to-day the
discussion of the canal improvements to
Wwhich my hon. friend has referred, and to
Say to what government belongs most
credit for their construction. That is not
hecessary, more especially as there will be
ample opportunities for considering that
8ubject again; but I wish to refer to an-
oOther subject which is uppermost in the
Public mind to-day, and that is the support
which the government and people of Caun-
ada have given to the Imperial authorities
in the war that is at present being waged in
the Transvaal. I need not remind hon. gen-
tlemen of the discussion which we had on
this subject last session. The views which
I entertained as to the merits of that ques-
tion 1 expressed to the House then. I am
Dot going to repeat them to-day. I think
that the British government were entirely
In the right, and without the abdication of
their position as an empire in South Africa,
it was utterly impossible for them to have
avoided the conflict which exists. My hon.

friend complained that the government was
dilatory—that they did not send troops as
soon as they ought to have done so—that
they did not make the offer to the Imperial
government at as early a period as they
should have done, and my hon. friend read
a despatch of October 13, as if it were of
October 14, stating the day on which that
despatch was received in London at 820 in
the morning, and as the corresponding hour
here would have been 8 o’clock in the morn-
ing, my hon. friend knew right well that the
despatch was not sent on the 14th.

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

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman must have misunderstood
what I said with reference to the dates. 1
read the communication from the Colonial
Secretary to the Governor General of Can-
ada, and the order in council passed by the
Canadian government.

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

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
date was that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS.—October 24.
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Hon. Sir MACKENzZ1E BOWELL—I have

not that.

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

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

Downing Street, January 1, 1885.

My Lord,—I communicated to the Secretary of
State for War a copy of your despatch of the
25th of November last, with the letter which
accompanied it from Major-General Laurie ad-
dressed to your Lordship, expressing his desire
for military employment in connection with any
Canadian force which might be organized for
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Imperial dervice, and I tranamit to you herewith
a copy of a letter which has been received from
the War Office in regard to this application.

I have, &c.,

(Signed)

The Marquis of Lansdowne.
And the war office answered that they might
avail themselves hereafter of the liberty
given them by the Canadian government to
enlist troops if it were necessary. Now, the
privilege to enlist was as far as the govern-
ment of Canada at that time went. The
War Office addressed the following letter to
the Colonial Office :

Central Department,
War Oftice, February 14, 1885.

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

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

‘War Office, February 16, 1885.

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

The offer of the government of New South
W'ales, which has been accepted by Her Majes-
ty’s: government, was to provide an organized
force fully equipped and ready for immediate
8ervice, and the government of the Dominion
Will, no doubt, fully appreciate the difference
between the two offers as regards the use
Which could be made of them by Her Majesty’s
8overnment, and will not, Lord Hartington feels
Sure, consider that in declining their patriotic
offer for the present, any undue preference has
been given to the colony of New South Wales.

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

DERBY.

‘gsit opposite were members of the gov-
iernment which offered to the Imperial gov-
;ernment the privilege of enlisting men in
1 Canada for service in South Africa, and that
‘offer was declined. There is a change in
“the political situation. There is a change
iin the view which the people of the empire
i take, and in so far as that change of public
i sentiment has occurred, I recognize the dif-
ference, but, I say to the hon. gentleman
that it was as open to him then to undertake
the work as it bas been open to us now, and
it would have been accepted by the Im-
perial government if the offer had been in
proper form then, as is shown by the fact
that they accepted the offer of the govern-
ment of New South Wales. I say, then, it
does not rest with my hon. friend opposite
to charge the government with dilatoriness
or want of patriotism. 'The hon. gentleman
is himself open to that charge in the course
which the government of which he was a
member pursued ; and what Sir Wilfrid
Laurier said in the interview which my hon.
friend read yesterday to this House, was
said by Sir John Macdonald himself and his
colleagues when this very subject was under
discussion. Having said this much, I need
not pursue the subject further. In my opin-
ion we are having gradually—maybe unsys-
tematically—but we are gradually having
developed within the British Empire an Im-
perial constitution. The British government
has not governed the United Kingdom as a
domestic parliament, as we govern Canada,
and it has in addition to that the power of
an Imperial government and an Imperial
assembly. That is gradually undergoing a
change. Everybody sees that. In 1887, when
the Imperial government asked the govern-
ment of Canada to name a commissioner
to settle the difficulties between Canada
and the United States, they were giving
this country a position in an Imperial com-
mission and an office in the settlement of an
Imperial question, and so, recently, when
there was an attempt made to settle the dit-
ficulties between this country and the United
States, the Imperial government named four
Canadian commissioners and one nobleman
from the United Kingdom, an eminent
jurist, to sit as a commission representing
Great Britain—no, not Great Britaln only,
but the British Empire, and so we had :a
voice in determining a question whien
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might be one of peace or war. No man in| when he was discussing this subject. I
his senses would undertake to frame for the | shall not trespass further on the indulgence
British Empire a constitution and say it of the House in reference to this matter. I

should be governed by one or two legislative
bodies, or a political body,

tary action and good sense and co-operation
of the government of the United Kingdom
and the governments of the different de-
pendencies that you can gradually develop
an Imperial constitution suited to the re-
quirements of an empire such as ours. The
Imperial government trust us in these ques-
tions, and they trust us for the purpose of
settling difficulties of an international
character, and we can trust her in deter-
mining what is just and fair and right be-
tween the British people of South Africa
and the people of the Transvaal. She trusted
us, we trust her, and this empire is an
empire governed by mutual trust and con-
fidence of the people who inhabit its differ-
ent portions. No doubt, in time, an Im-
perial constitution will grow up just as the
constitution of Great Britain has grown up
out of the exigencies of the people and the
requirements of the Imperial service, and
I have no fault to find with men who per-
haps have not reached or do not occupy the
same standpoint as we do. My hon. friend
ten years ago, or a little more than ten years
ago, was not willing to spend a dollar on a
matter of this sort. He said you can go up
the Nile, but you go voluntarily.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Ten years ago ?

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

Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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powers should be. It is only by the volun-|

have brought under the attention of hon.
gentlemen the situation. The government
are supporting the Imperial government by
the contingents that have been sent. The
government are anxious to see the Imperial
arms—and I am not saying merely those of
the United Kingdom, but the arms of the
British Empire—triumphant in this contest.
We believe that justice will be done and that
the people will be treated fairly. We know
this, that the Boers in 1881 and the English
people who were settled in that country
were upon a footing of political equality.
We know that every Englishman settling
there had a right to vote. We know that
that was the condition upon which local self-
government was conferred upon them and
we know that after the convention of 1884,
when they thought they could do so without
risk, the Boers disqualified every English-
man in the country who was not there prior
to 1881, depriving them of all political
rights and putting them in a position of
distinet political inferiority. The men so
treated were called out to do the fighting ;
they were called on to pay the bill; they
were denied the use of their own language
in the schools, they were compelled to pay
heavy taxes. They were not allowed the
ordinary municipal rights 1\ hich we in many
places confer upon men who have not taken
the oath of allegiance, and it was impossible
that the condition of things that they estab-
lished could continue without the British
government assuming a position of distinct
inferiority throughout the whole of South
Africa, a position that I apprehend no one
desires to see them take. Having said this
much, I regret exceedingly that my hon.
friend did not take a broader, fairer view
of the situation when it was perfectly ob-
vious to my mind that the great mass of
the people of Canada are united upon this
question. My hon. friend wished to char-
acterize the government as indifferent. If
parliament had been in session there would
have been a chance for immediate action.
When parliament was pot in session, then
we had a right to expect, and we did not
look in vain for such a demand on the part
of the people of this country as would jus-
tify us in acting out of parliament.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Before proceeding
to discuss the questions opened up in the
speech from the Throne, allow me to con-
gratulate the new members of this House
who have been entrusted with the somewhat
delicate task of presenting the programme
of the government to this honourable House,
on the manner in which the task has been
performed. Although the mover of the ad-
dress spoke in a language with which I
am not familiar, yet it was evident that he
has a graceful command of his mother ton-
gue; and unless I am much mistaken I
bredict that the hon. gentleman will, as
time passes, give undoubted evidence of his
ability to participate in our discussions in
the English language. In the case of the
Seconder, it was to be expected that his
long experience in public life would enable
him to import much wisdom into the dis-
Cussion of the questions of the day. 1In
view of the large number of vacancies
Wwhich have recently occurred in this House,
there is much consolation in the reflection
that a very considerable voice in the choice
of new members must necessarily rest with
the hon. Minister of Justice, who is well
known to have long established and definite
views regarding -the qualifications requisite
to merit a call to the Svnate. Turning to
the Commons Hansard of 1875, page 405, I
find the hon. gentleman using the following
words :

Who are you likely to find composing the
Second Chamber ? Is it the artisan : the agri-
culturist : the lawyer of good standing ? No:

Ou get none of these. You find a few weal-

Y Merchants and retired bankers and defeated
Doliticlans and when vou go beyond this list you
&et nothing.

I have not the pleasure of personal ac-
Quaintance with any of the gentlemen re-
cently called to this honourable House, but
Appreciating the scientific loyalty to princi-
Ple which guides the action of the hon. min-
ister, we may take it for granted that no
Wealthy merchant, no retired banker, and
D0 defeated politiclan is found amongst
them, and that they are all eminent agri-
culturists or artisans or lawyers of good
standing, 1 am far from expressing opin-
ions adversely to the fitness for seats in
this House of wealthy merchants, retired
bankers and defeated politicians. On the
Other hand, I acknowledge a fellow feeling
for a defeated politician, having gone
through the mill myself. T merely desire

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

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

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

In considering the address with which
this session has been opened, for the con-
venience of discussion it might not be amiss
to group these various sections in such a
way as would prevent many repetitions,
and I find therefore that the first, sixth,
seventh, eleventh and thirteenth sections of
this speech from the Throne may be des-
cribed as the prosperity clauses. Papers
supporting the government, when speaking
of this subject, talk of the Laurier pros-
perity. I have no doubt that there is a good
deal of prosperity within the ranks of the
Cabinet, but it is going a little too far to
attribute whatever degree there is of pros-
perity in the country to the premier and -
name it after the premier of the country.
The first of the clauses refers to the re-
markable increase of the volume of trade,
and the exports and imports. This is a
point which has been dwelt on by my hon.
friend who seconded the address at some
considerable length, and he presented some
figures to the House which are certainly
a subject of congratulation to the whole of
us. There is no question about it that we
are in the midst of a season of very general
and widespread prosperity, but Wwe are
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not going to take the view that a country-
man of my own did when his potatoes were
destroyed with the ravages of disease. He
lamented his losses, but he thanked God
that his neighbour’s losses were as heavy
as his own. So that we are not going to
shut of view in connection with this sub-
ject the fact that Great Britain and other
countries situated as we are at the present
moment are also enjoying a season of great
prosperity. I might say in passing, that I
have myself very strong convictions that
the trade of the country has been greatly
facilitated from the fact that gentlemen on
the other side of the House paid so little
attention to their pre-election pledges, and
that they allowed wise measures that were
instituted by their predecessors to continue
in operation and did little to prevent the
prosperity of the country under the opera-
tion of the National Policy and other mea-
sures that were inaugurated by the late
government. Then a reference is made to
the improvement in ocean transportation.
I have no particular fault to find with that,
because in the wording of that clause no
direct claim is made for the work by the
present government. It refers to the im-
provement in ocean transportation, which
assists and facilitates the development of
the trade of our country at the present
time, and it is followed by the suggestion
that a measure with regard to the inspec-
tion of products going out of our country
will be submitted to parliament during the
present session. Then there is another clause
that refers to the post offices, and here
again the government is in a prophetic
mood. The speech assures us that in a very
short time the revenues of the post office
will show such an ample increase as will
make up for any present losses occasioned
by the diminished rate of postage. On
that subject it may be that the increased
prosperity of the country will help the post
office, and that these predictions will be
fulfilled, but unfortunately we are not in
a position to take the assurances of the gov-
ernment, even when they put these assur-
ances in a speech from- the Throne, as
being something that we can absolutely
rely upon, for we remember very well that
last year a statement was placed in the
mouth of His Excellency to the effect that
the exodus of the people of Canada going
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.
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to the United States had been entirely stop-
ped, that it had ceased, and there is a refer-
ence in the same direction even in the pres-
ent speech. We knew at that time, and
every person knew, that there was no foun-
dation of truth in the statement put in the
mouth of His Excellency, and it may possi-
bly be that this assurance with regard to
the returns from the post office may also be
found to be unworthy of very great cre-
dence. We must bear in mind that we have
had assurances of the same kind with re-
gard to the earnings of the Intercolonial
Railway. My hon. friend, the Secretary of
State, when we were discussing questions
in connection with that railway last year,
speaking from his place across the floor of
this House, said that there was to be net
receipts on the Intercolonial, for the year
that was then almost drawing to a close,
greater than all the net receipts on the In-
tercolonial during all the preceding years of
its history. 1 find that the Minister of
Agriculture, in speaking on this subject dur-
ing the recent campaign in Sherbrooke, said
that a very good result had been obtained,
that the net receipts were between five and
six thousand dollars. I have inquired, and
I find that the report of the Minister of
Railways has not yet been submitted to the
public and we are not quite sure even about
five or six thousand dollars, notwithstand-
ing the high promises and assurances that
were given to this House last year by my
hon. friend the Secretary of State, and not-
withstanding this election speech of the
Minister of Agriculture during the cam-
paign in Sherbrooke. Gentlemen in the
government are referring with a good deal
of satisfaction to the Increased settlement
in the North-west. There is no doubt that
there is a very considerable accession in
numbers, and whether the quality of the in-
comers as settlers and citizens of this coun-
try is of the first order or not, I am not
going to discuss very closely. There are
serious doubts upon that point—doubts that
are specially entertained by the old settlers
in the North-west Territories, who my hon.
friend the Minister of Justice has said pro-
fited by this immigration in the labour that
was brought into the country. Nevertheless
I know that there is a great deal of dissatis-
faction with the class of immigration
brought into that country, and as to the
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extent of that settlement and the qualifica-
tion for citizenship in this country possessed
by those who are coming, we will leave
the future to decide. I am by no means
certain that the progress which has been
made there will be as advantageous to
the country in the end as the accession of
other classes of population would be even
m less mumbers. 'The speech contains a
paragraph with reference to the canals upon
which I do not find it necessary to say more
than two or three words. It is the seli-
glorification of this government with regard
to the deepening and widening of the great
canals. As my hon. friend the leader of
the opposition pointed out to the House by
the clearest array of figures, against which
Nhothing can be said, which cannot be gain-
sald, a vast proportion of that work was
done by the late administration, and that
the present administration had done very
little more than to see after the completion
of contracts which were let before they
came into office, and at best was merely
butting, as it were, the last touch upon
blans upon which their predecessors had
long and faithfully worked out.

There are three or four sections, as hom.
fentlemen will have noticed, in this speech
that relate entirely to the war in South
Africa. Let me remark, in the first place,
that Lon. gentlemen in the government ap-
bear to have been under a somewhat mis-
taken impression. They say that during
the recess hostilities have unfortunately
broken out between Great Britain and the
South African Republic. In my innocence
I thought that Great Britain was in a state
of war with the Orange Free State as well.
but Her Majesty’s government in Canada
appear to realize only the fact that we are
At war with the Transvaal alone. I sup-
Dose it is possible we have all been in error
on this subject, and that the government
are right. With regard to that war and
the causes which led up to the conflict, it
Is not necessary that we should discuss
them very much on the present occasion.
It i enough, as has been stated by some
leading public men of Canada, to know
that the Britigh Empire is engaged in a
Very severe struggzle in which its prestige’
Is at peril, and that being so, it is our duty
to hasten to the defence of the empire ; but
a8 futelligent citizens, it is important that
We should not aliow our people for a mo-

ment to lose sight of the great and import-
ant fact that this war has not in any re-
spect whatever been forced on the republics
of South Africa by the British government.
A careful perusal of the documents that
have heen issued on this question will con-
vince cvery person that this is not a war
that Great Britain has sought, that, on the
contrary, every possible care was taken by
the government of Great Britain to prevent
any legitimate or rcasonable cause for war.
To my mind, this great struggle—all this
expenditure and this loss of blood and what-
ever humiliation is involved in recent Bril-
Ish disasters, and whatever risk or danger
there may be at this moment to British
prestige—l1 have no hesitation in saying that
all this is due to the surrender in 1881 by
Gladstone’s government, when they with-
drew from their occupation of the Trans-
vaal. 'They created a deplorable impres-
sfon in the minds of the Boers that they
were able to defeat the British, to such an
extent that from that day forward there
has bheen a growing idea in the minds
of the Duich population of South Africa
in the direction of overthrowing British
power in that part of the world. I have
not the slightest doubt that that is the
case, and although it may be enough for
us to know that our cause is right in this.
matter and that our country is in peril and
without inquiring too much into the cause
we know very well the truth that lies in
the words of our greatest poet, that he is
‘thrice armed who hath his quarrel just.’
We know that our quarrel with the South
African republic is right, and that fact
strengthens the arms of our soldiers and
the councils of our country, and will ulti-
mately help to bring victory to the British
arms. In 1877, the British government, 1
think I am right in saying, on the invitation
of the people of the Transvaal, sent Sir
Theophilus Shepstone into that country. At
all events, it was no invasion of that coun-
try. He had less tham a score of a staff
with him on that occasion, and flie peo-
ple received him with acclaim—at all events
without any strong expression of dissent.
They allowed Britilsh arms to be used to
protect them against the natives, with
whom they were waging an ineffective war.
They accepted salaries from the British
government, amongst the salaried oﬂic\?rs
being Kruger himeelf, and atter all this,
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when the natives had been subjugated, and
when the country was recovering from the
condition in which it was found when Sir
T'heophilus Shepstone entered it, the Boers
treacherously, and with the greatest in-
gratitude, shot down the British soldiers
without warning, and when they could not
be prepared to properly defend themselves
The act was one of the basest ingratitude.
and there should have been no retrocession

until victory was achieved, and had the pro- .

tests of Sir Evelyn Wood been acceded Lo
at that time no convention would have been
signed until some distinet advantage had
been gained by the British arms. I have no
hesitation in saying, from an examination
of the public documents bearing on this
qnestion, that during the whole period from
that thne down to the present moment, there
bas Dbeen no act of wrong or harshness on
the part of the British government. I will
even go so far—although my views may not
be entirely concurred in—as to say that the
Jamieson raid itself, unauthorized as it was
by tbe British government, clumnsily execut-
ed as it was, was not without justificaiion,
for at that time the government of ithe
Transvaal had en‘ered into comtracts, and
were making arrangements for placing guns
on the hills looking down on the town of
Johannesburg, which was an act of hostility,
and was, in a great measurs, the cause
which led to the conspiracy, or whatever
you may call it, of the Uitlanders, and of
the organization of the Jamieson raid. The
very fact that the British government found
itself. in the month of September last, when
that audacious ultimatum was presented
10 them, in a state of utter unpreparedness
for war, will be the answer which history
will make to the change that the British
provoked a war in South Africa. All
through the correspondence it will be found
that Sir Alfred Milner and all others en-
gaged on the British side were intent upon
a peaceful solution of the difficulty. They
appreciated the fact that the British gov-
ernment could not possibly turn a deaf ear
to the petition of 21,000 British imhabitamis
of the Trarsvaal. who complained that both
in their persons and their property they had
been injured and were being wronged. It
was possible that the British government
could turn a deaf ear to such complaints
from their citizens, and they pressed, as
the correspondence will show, in a reason-
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.
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able and amicable way through all the days
that were occupied in the Bloemfontein
conference, and also in all the correspotnd-
ence between the two governments, for i
peacetul solution of the ditficulty bLetween
the British government and the South Af-
rican republic. It is a matter of pleasure
and pride to every British subject to
know, notwithstanding' that the British
arms have suffered some deplorable reverses
in the field, yet the military traditions of the
couniry, coming down through generations,
and the reputation that history has given
the British soldier for bravery and endur-
ance in the field, have been homorably main-
tained. Nothing has occurred to tarnish the
glorious reputation of the British soldier in
the battles which have already take place,
and notwithstanding errors, as we think, on
the part of those who are leading them, and
on which we have no right just now to ex-
press an opinion of condemnation—notwiti-
standing all this. nothing has transpired to
tarnish the glorious reputation that British
soldiers and generals enjoy, and we have no
doubt that these noble qualities are main-
tained by them at this time, and will tri-
umph over their opponents in the end. It
is a source of great pleasure and pride to
the whole of us that the United Kingdom,
as well as the colonies, have made a dis-
play of power and developed a possessior
of resources for military operations during
this war which, at this moment, s astonish-
ing the world, and that mnotwithstanding
these checks and these disasters that the-
British forces have met in South Africa
there is but one determination in the Bri-
tish Empire, at home and in all the eolonies,
animating the braasts, 1 believe, of all of
Her Majesty’s subjects in every part of the
world, that this war should be pressed to-
a conclusion satisfactory to the British peo-
ple. While this is the feeling, and while we
all—I think I may say all—have the same
feeling, or should have the same feeling
with regard to loyalty to the Empire, and
an earnest desire to assist, I cannot help say-
ing that I think it is a matter of regret that
the government of Canada did not move
with greater cordiality and alacrity to offer
assistance of the British government at this
crisis. My hon. friend, the Minister of Jus-
tice drew a distinction between our case -
and that of the Australian colonies—
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that at the time the measure of urgency
ﬂ.ppeared to be required to be taken the par-
liaments of the Australian colomies were in
session. If my observations as to the date
I8 of any value, our parliament was also in
session at the time the parliaments of some
of the Australian colonies passed those re
Solutions, 1t is a fact that the parliament of
Cﬂl.ladu did not prorogue until August 10,
While the action on the part of some of the
colonies whose parliaments were then in
Session was taken before that time. There-
fore, this point which the Minister of Jus-
tice has raised does not help in the slightest
degree the position of the Canadian govern-
'ment in respect to this matter.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I suppose the hon.
gentleman called the atteniion of the gov-
€rnment last session to the omission in not
making that provision ?

Hon, Mr. FERGUSON—Perhaps my hon.
friend thinks I ought to feel about myself
a8 he probably feels about himself, that no
attention was called to it because he did
ot do it. My hon. friend the leader of the
Obposition called the attention of the gov-
€rnment to it, and pointed out, as he read
to the House yesterday, the action which
he would recommend in the matter, which
‘Was to offer assistance.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—And
pay for it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The government
Were not without receiving the suggestion.
I do my share of talking here, and it is not
Decessary that the senior member for Hali-
1ax or myself should say anything in order
to admit that it was said. It stands fully
Tecorded in the bluedbooks that have been

ught down, that are now in our posses-
slon, that during all these months, when
these difficulties In South Africa were be-
Ccoming more and more ~sharp—I speak
Row for the month of September and up
to the early part of October—when almost
€very other colony in the empire, self-
€overning as well as crown colonles, bad
made propositions of assistance—the gov-
ernment of Canada did not move, and I
think that the government of Canada was
In an excellent position to move—a better
Dosition to move than some of the Austra-
lian colonies were, because, as my hon.
frlexsxd has pointed out to this House, in

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

Hon. Mr. MBLLS—There were no hostili-
ties at that time.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Hostilities had
not broken out in July, at the date of some
of these offers, but there was talk then of
hostilities breaking out, and the govern-
menit of Canada, all this time, did not move,
but whatever the government did in the
way of putting inself on record was de-
cidedly unfavourable to any action by the
government of Canada. My hon. friend
shakes his head. I am quite sure he gave
no expression himself to weaken the posi-
tion of Canada in the empire, but his lead-
er did, and a very influential member of
the administration, the Minister of Public
Works, was going up and down the
country giving utterance to the very strong-
est possible objections and opposition to an¥
assistance being offered by Canada; and in
the paper which he publishes, the objections
and opposition were being incessantly put
forward. I do not suppose it is ilecessary
that I should refer very much in detail to
the utterances of these gentlemen, but one
utterance of the Premier, and thar is the
famous interview with the Toronto Globe,
must certainly not be allowed to pass with-
out some attention. That interview took
piace on the aftermoom of Ociober 3, and
appears in ithe Globe on the following
day. It was stated In the Globe at the
time that the correspondent had waited on
the premier the afternoon of October 8,
and my hon. friend rather insisted, when
the leader of the opposition here Wwas
speaking, that the premicr of the country
was mot aware at the time he gave 'that
interview to the Globe correspondent, of
the contents, or had mnotr received the de-



3t

[SENATE)

spatch from the British government of the
date of October 3, laying down certain rules
upon which volunteers would be accepted
from Canada. It is possible that this des:
patech had not reached the premier at the
time he made this statement when he was
interviewed by the "Toronto Globe, but the
Minister of Public Works addressed a
weeting in Torento only three or four days
ago, when he made the announcement that
I:e had seen this despatch cabled in the
English papers before it had been received
in Canada by the government officially, and
he made it a complaint and a point of eti-
quette betwesn the government of Canada
and Mr. Chamberlain that this despatch
had been published in the British papers,
and had been cabled and brought under the
eye of membors of the government of Can-
ada in that way before they had received
it officially from the British government. It
was, therefore, evident, if Mr. Tarte is to
De believed—and I suppose we have to be-
lieve him, for he is an hon. gentleman—that
he, at least, knew of the contents of this
despatch of Mr. Joseph Chamberlain before
the time the premier gave this interview in
the Toronto Globe.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—He could not.

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

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

character which he would keep for a mo-
wment from his premier. It is evident that
some members of the government, at all
events, knew of this despatch before the
interview was given to the Toronto Globe.
It is certain one member of the government
knew it, and it is iikely it was known to
other members of the administration, and
yet in the face of that the premier says :

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

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

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

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

But I do not wish that the operation be re-
peated on the next occasion.
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Here was the premier declaring on Octo-
ber 3, that the war was not one in which
Canada could be said to be interested—that
It might be interested if it were at war with
Spain, which had a navy, but as the South
African republic had no navy, there ap-
Peared to be no cause for our engaging in
this war. That was the view taken at that
moment. The government also take another
View. They say, ‘ We were not quite sure
What public opinion would warrant at that
time ; we waited until we were sure thaf
bublic opinion wonld warrant such a strong
Step as that involved’ That was the pre-
Inier’'s defence, in another place speaking
Dot long since. He said, ‘we waited until
We could discover what public opinion
Wwas, and we would not be justified in
acting in advance of what was clearly the
bublic opinion of Canada.” ANl hon. gentle-
men in the government take this ground,
but if the premier had waited and had not
but himself on record and some of his col
leagues had not put themselves on record
in a very opposite direction, trying to make
bublic¢ opinion in that direction, there might
be something in their contention that the
government were waiting for the develop-
nent of public opinion, but having tried to
mould public opinion in the very opposite
direction, they are not in a position to set up
that defence. ,The action of the premier of
Canada reminds me a little of a western ora-
tor of whom I'have read, who, seeking a pub-
lie Position, undertook to place his views
very fully before the parties who had votes
1 the election forthcoming. After descant-
ing very fully on all the great public ques-
tions of the time he said, ‘ these are my sen-
timents, I hold them very strongly. They are
very dear to me, but if you do not approve
of them, I am ready to change them at any
time and take up any other set of opinions
that you prefer’ Now, that was the position
of the prewier and some of his colleagues
With regard to sending troops to South
Africa.

Another minister of the government was
Still more open mouthed at that moment
In exhibiting his hostility and objections to
assisting the mother country at that junc-
ture. I refer to the Commissioner of Pub-
lic Works. I am not going to refer just
oW to any of the speeches or writings of
the hon. gentleman, except the one read.
Honéigent'lemevn are familiar with them.

After the action wes taken—and taken as
far as some gentlemcn were concerned with
a very bad grace—the Minister of IPublic¢
Works went to a meeting at Saint Vincent
de Paul and claiming to hold a document
in his hand, which at that time as a privy
councillor he had no right to take out of
the records of the privy council office, and
shaking it Dbefore ‘the meeting he said:
‘1t is true we haveagreed to send a contin-
gent; we have sent that contingent and
we have carefully guarded ourselves so that
it shall not be taken as a precedent. It
shall not involve this country in any future
struggle of this kind. It is finally and care-
fully guarded in the document itself that it
is not to be regarded as a precedent.’ The
Minister of Public Works evidently thought
that he was playing a trump card about this
precedent business, but I do not think—
even at that time—and certainly not at
this moment—that very much importance
was attached to his declarations with
regard to the precedent matter. And
if a full and complete answer to the
Minister of Public Works was required,
we have it *from the Minister of Justice
across the floor of the House in the address
which he has delivered to-day. He spoke
of the way the British constitution had
grown, and he said it would be madness for
any person to profess to form a constitution
for the British Empire on paper and lay it
down by rule; that the relation of the colo-
nies to the empire must grow out of cases
just like this one with which we have beeb
dealing. That was the view of the Minister
of Justice and I agree with him, but if the
view propounded by the Minister of Public
Works is a correct one, this, the most im-
portant incident in the history of this em-
pire, one of the most important incidents in
the history, I might say, of the world, the
colonies stepping to the front, and offering
assistance and taking part in the wars of
the empire is to have no significance. I en-
tirely and completely agree with the view
presented by the hon. Minister of Justice to
this House. It is a most important turning
point in the affairs of this empire of ours.
Some years ago I was appealed to by some
gentlemen in Montreal to take an interest
in organizing a branch of the Imperial Fed-
eration league in my own province. Al-
though in full sympathy always with the
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closer bringing together of the colonies with
the empire, for reasons which I then stated
I declined to take the initiative in promoting
such an organization. One of the reasons
was that I was at that time too actively
engaged in politics to be the medium of
bringing the best men of both sides together
for united action on a question of that kind,
which ought to be the result of combined
action of 'men of both political parties. 1
gave another reason, and I remember my
words very well—I had thought them over
very carefully—and that was that it would
be difficult to make great progress with the
question of Imperial Federation in a time
of peace. But I said in -my letter to Mr.
McGoun at that time that the first gun that
was fired in a great war by Britain would
bring the colonies together like ithe leaves
of a -closed book. The views I then express-
ed have been amply verified by what has
happened in this present war. There has
been a great deal of discussion which I
think would have been infinitely better left
out, with regard to the attitude of races and
so fouth towards the empire duping this war.
I lay the blame for all this discussion at the
door of the Minister of Public Works, and
to some extent to the Premier of Canada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear,
lhear.

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

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

French Oanadians of Prince Edward Island
we do not possess.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—And when the call
was made by the British government for as-
sistance in South Africa, our Acadian
friends contributed their quota. There was
no question about it, and they sent their
full proportion of the men from our pro-
vince, and I rejoice to know that it is not
only in my own province that such a state
of feeling exists. I recognize it in the fact
that the dear son of the head of tthis House
has gone forward to fight in battle. That
is the best recognition of it. We have also
an additional evidence of the loyalty and of
the enthusiasm of the French race in Can-
ada to the British Crown in addition to all
that we have had, and history had given it
to us in the past, in the valuable services
rendered to the British government in the
Soudan, and we have evidence of it again
in the departure for South Africa of the son
of a distinguished citizen of Montreal. And
to the bottom of my heart I deprecate the
discussion of this question from the stand-
point of race or creed. There are a few
general provisions in the address, but on
an occasion of this kind, when the mind of
almost everybody is fixed upon some one
great central question, which dominates our
feelings we are apt almost for the time to
lose sight of subjects which ordinarily are
regarded as of congiderable importance. We
notice that there is a paragraph in this
speech which calls attention to megotiations
which are going on with our sister colonies
in the West Indies for the emlargement of
trade in that direction, and it is also added
that some hopes are entertained of the
same advantages in the way of enlargement
of the trade being obtained with some of the
countries of South America. It certainly
is a little remarkable in connection with
this subject, the mention of negotiations for
reciprocal trade or enlarged trade with the
West Indies and with South America, that
not & word is said about enlarged trade with
‘the continent to which we belong’ about
which we used to hear so much, not a word
about reciprocity, not & word about negotia-
tions with the United States about bringing
about more full trade relations, which gen-
tlemen opposite regarded as the apple of
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their eye in days not long gone by. There
are some other sections of the Speech which
refer to legislation of last year, and labour
troubles and railway cominissions which we
Wwill discuss when the papers come down.
There is no urgency on these subjects. We
may also deal with the banking law and
rate of interest in the same way. We arc
bromised a measure for taking the census,
and almost in the same sentence a measure
is promised for the better arrangement of
the electoral districts. As the leader of the
OPposition remarked, it is certainly a most
amusing thing to find a government propos-
ing these measures to the same parliament
at the same time. They are proposing to
Pass a law for taking a census next year
which involves a readjustment of represen-
tation in all the provinces probably. We
Will certainly have, under the constitution,
to take up the question a little more than a
Year from the present time, and yet they
bPropose to go on and deal with it now in
DPerfect ignorance of what the census may
reveal, or without knowledge of the circum-
stances under which that redistribution will
have to be made. It is a ridiculous propo-
sition to propose a general measure—for I
bPresume that is what is meant—for the re-
arrangement of the constituencies when we
are just proceeding to the act of taking a
census which calls for a redistribution im-
mediately afterwards. We are also pro-
Inised a measure on the criminal code. I
hope that my hon. friend the Minister of
Justice, who bestowed a great deal of labour
on this question during the last session of
barliament, and who received all the assist-
ance that this House was able to give him
In order to make good and satisfactory
amendments to the criminal code, will be a
little more successful this year, either that
he will be a little more active himself and

bring the bill down earlier to this House !

and have it sent to the other House in good
time to secure its passage, or that he will
have a little more influence with his col-
leagues in the other branch of parliament
S0 that we will reach the conclusion of the
Ineasure and see it passed into law, and that
it will not pass away in the slaughter of the
innocents as it did last year at the close of
the sesslon. ‘While, however, there are a
great many subjects referred to in the Ad-
dress, there are old acquaintances that we

P

miss a reference to. There is no statement
about that famous Yukon Railway.

Hon. 'Mr. ALMON—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That great tram-
way from Telegraph Creek to Teslin Lake,
that great measure in which the destinies of
the country hung in suspense two years ago,
such an important measure that the govern-
ment hastened to bring it down—in faect it
was ‘brought down—in the other House be-
fore we had completed the debate on the ad-
dress in this Chamber, and it was regarded
as of great importance to be carried into law
and it was a measure in referénce to which
the vials of wrath had been poured on this
House for not having faithfully carried out
the will of the government in regard to it.
It is strange that the government have not
seen fit to reintroduce it in some shape since
that time. We must regard it as an old ac-
quaintance that will return né more. Then
there is no allusion in the Speech from the
Throne to a measure that was regarded as
of very great importance, but which only
took the position of the famous sword over
the head of MDamocles but which did not
come down—I refer to the measure of Senate
Reform. There is no reference to that un-
less it is proposed to include it among some
other measures that are referred to in a gen-
eral way. Then there is ‘another very im-
portant measure that we have not heard
about recently which seems somewhat re-
markable. It was introduced in the parlia-
ment of 1896 by a very ¥mportant member of
the present administration, I refer to the
Postmaster General. We have all heard
about Mr. Mulock’s bill for ithe better pre-
servation of the independence of parliament,
a bill by which it was proposed to provide
that no member of parliament should accept
any office of emolument until he had ceased
being a member of parliament for twelve
months. I have before me a report of the
speech made on that occasion by the Post-
master General, which I think should not be
lost sight of, and I will read an extract from
it to show the great importance he attached
to ‘the subject on that occasion. He sald :

If the government of the day can dangle pub-
lic offices before their followers and induce a

few and perhaps an increasing number—

He was a bit of a prophet at that time.

—to aspire to those positions they become
mere parasites on the administration
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not only to do that, sir, but moving among
their colleagues they become as it were cor-
rupting agencies amongst their own ranks,
And so a small percentage of persons in
that position are lkely to impair the indepen-
dence of the whole body. So it has become more
iz my opinion a very crying abuse, and parlia-
ment is cast down from its high position and
nct only is the will of the people interfered with
but all through the country the electorate, no-
ticing these things, are coming to the conclu-
sion that tbe highest aim a man can have in
seeking public life is that he may, through
parliament, find his way into a comfortable
position for life.

This was the view of the Postmaster Gen-
eral when that bill was introduced, and it is
worthy of remark, too, that a gentleman
then a2 member of parliament, Mr. Lister,
rose in his place very seriously, after Mr.
Mulock had made the speech, and said that
it was a very great and crying evil and that
some measure should be passed to remedy it.
It has happened that this same gentleman
has fallen a victim to this very evil that he
so greatly 'deplored at that time, and not
only he, but twelve or thirteen of his col-
leagues in this parliament have accepted
offices of emolument from the government of
the day and from the hands of the Postmas-
ter General, as a member of that govern-
ment, who regarded these transactions as
such very great abominations. It is certain-
ly a matter of surprise that the members of
this government, knowing as they do that
this evil exists, and, as Mr, Mulock prophe-
sied in 1896, that it is Increasing—it is
rather remarkable that no promise is made
in the Speech from the Throne that the gov-
ernment will bring down a bill in reference
to it. As this is the latter end of the admin-
istration it would be timely to do so. Day
by day they are losing hope, I believe, of
coming back again as a government, and if

they were not able to correct the transgres- |

sions of their own friends, they might have
the satisfaction of curing in advance
acts of this kind on the part of their suc-
cessors. Then there is no mention in the
Speech from the Throne of commercial
unjon. Who would bhave thought in the
years 1887 and 1888, that it would ever hap-

pen that a Liberal government would be in !

power and bring down a Speech from the

Throne and not propose a policy of commer-

cial union with the United States? Then

there is nothing about reciprocity. Those of

us who were in the contest of 1891 recollect

how strongly they regarded that subject. It
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

has not been obtained yet, and is not men-
tioned in the Speech. There is no reference
to free trade in any form or, as they have it
in England. It is true my hon. friend the
scconder of the address made some refer-
ences to free trade, but when I heard my
hon. friend refer to that subject in ‘this
House I was reminded of the story of the
Seven Sleepers of Ephesus who had wander-
ed into an unknown and desolate cave not
far from the city and after partaking of
some curious liquors had fallen asleep in the
cave and had not wakened up till a new king
had arisen in Ephesus. When I heard the
hon. gentleman from Sunbury refer to free
trade I thought he was one of the Seven
Sleepers. He had come up here with the
solemn consciousness that he was still a
Liberal of the old school, and being a Liberal
of that school, that he was talking of some-
thing which was appropriate to the Liberals
of the country. All that is past and gone.
The name of free trade, like that of the old
King of Ephesus, is only appropriate on a
tombstone. But apart from all these sub-
jeets in this very long Speech, there is one
thing to +which no reference has been
made and it is very hard to understand why
it has been omitted. I refer to the Alaskan
Boundary. A very great friend of mine, the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, has been
engaged nearly all the period since parlia-
ment rose in aiding by-elections, in which he
was not eminently successful, in Prince Kd-
ward Island and in the other provinces as
well ; besides what little time he could spare
from the management and conduct of pro-
vincial elections he has been giving very
faithful attention to this question of the
Alaskan Boundary. It is certainly a remark-
able thing that no reference has been made
to the result of all these great efforts on the
part of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries.
I have gone over some subjects in the speech
and some not in it, but which certainly the
%House will be entitled to some explanation
% on, if not now, liter on, as to why they are
i not mentioned.

! Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I notice in the Speech
. from the Throne a paragraph with reference
ito immigration into the North-west Terri-
| tories, a question that concerns the people of
| that part of the country to some considerable
extent, and I may say thatIam not prepared
to find fault with the policy of the govern-




[FEBRUARY 6, 1900}

39

ment in bringing emigrants into the country.
The North-west is dependent on immigration
to fill it up and to make settlement and bring
Drosperity, and we are prepared to accept al-
most any class of immigrants that the gov-
ernment in their wisdom may think it advis-
able to send us. There has been consider-
able fault found by some portions of the
¢ommunity with the class of immigrants
brought in. This has not originated recent-
1y, because years ago, when the conservative
barty was in power, resolutions were passed
at Fort Qu’Appelle complaining of the class
of immigrants being brought into the coun-
try, people who had not their pockets full of
money and a bank account besides. They
Were classed 'as paupers who should not be
brought into the country. My impression is
that a good class of labouring population i
one of the best that could be brought in, es-
Pecially in the west where we till the soil
and engage mainly in agriculture. But the
g0overnment have brought in a considerable
humber of immigrants the last two years
many of whom are said to be men without
means. I do not find fault with that class of
Deople. Of course any government could
bring in population if they helped them
When they come into the country ; but I am
under the impression that the Doukhobors
Tepresent a good, industrious class of people
and perhaps being vegetarians they will be
able to live at less expense and get on better
than those who require a more expensive bill
of fare. The point I want to raise is this.
that we in the Territories have no means of
raising a revenue to carry on the government
of our country. We are dependent entirely
on the grants we receive from time to time
from the federal government, and I may say
from the very earliest history of the coun-
try—I speak of the time I was a member of
the North-west Council—the Dominion gov-
ernment has given us large sums of money,
quite sufficient to meet the requirements of
the people to educate their children and
build roads and bridges for the convenience
of the settlers. We required to have roads
and bridges built to enable the farmers to
haul their produce to the market. We must
have good roads and bridges, because where
Droduce is hauled a considerable distance,
large loads cannot be taken if the roads are
not good. From the early history of the
country the government at Ottawa has been

called on to contribute considerable sums of
money to enable us to keep up an efficient
school system, and I say with some consider-
able pride that, thanks to the federal govern-
ment, both parties up to the present time
have made liberal grants so that we have
been able to maintain in the North-west Ter-
ritories a class of schools which will compare
favourably with those in any part of Can-
ada. The government has been liberal in
the administration of that particular fund.
Then our roads and bridges have been kept
in a very fair state of repair. The Doukho-
bors and Galicians have settled in a far off
corner of the north-eastern part of Assini-
boia. There is a district which requires
more money to keep the roads and bridges in
an efficient condition than the very southern
portion, which is a prairie section. In this
northern part of the country there is more
water and creeks are more numerous, and it
is more difficult to make roads there than
further south where there are fewer natural
obstructions in the way of bluffs, sloughs,
&c. Our Prime Minister, Mr. Haultain,
came down here last year, and Mr. Ross
also, one a conservative and the other a re-
former, and you would think they would be
able to reach both parties. They came and
could get no increased grant. Premier Haul-
tain said in two speeches which were report-
ed in propounding his new policy that they
had reached the end of their tether, the
jumping-off point—that they could get no
more money from the government at Ottawa
and had to resort to direct taxation or do
with less funds for schools and roads and

‘bridges. Under our system of government

we have received from time to time increas-
ed power, so that to-day we have all the
powers of a province proper with the ex-
ception of being able to issue debentures,
charter railways or raise money. We have
power to establish municipal organizations
and other requirements in that country, but
we have not the power to get money. We
have not the lands, the timber, or the min-
eral resources—in fact, we have no resources
from which we can get a dollar of money
except that raised from licenses for hotels
and billiard tables and other petty sources of
revenue. The balance of the funds to meet
our requirements has to come from the Fed-
eral government, who control all the resour-
ces of that western country. What I am
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stating now is with a view to giving this
government some information as to the re-
quirements of the west. Premier Haultain
delivered a speech at Yorktion in the early

we are going to hold an election after the
present session and will provide a policy to
go to the country on, and that policy is the
organization of provincial government. He
sald that course was forced upon him by the
fact that the government at Ottawa had re-
fused to give him any more money—that he
had to get to the end of his tether, the jump-
ing-off point, and must either have more
money from QOttawa, or increased powers by
which we can tax people or curtail our
grants to the schools and stop building roads
and bridges. This is the statement of the
Prime Minister in a set speech at Yorkton,
and in another speech at Oxbow. That is a
deplorable state of affairs. In a short time
we will have a general election. and it might
be my best policy, as a Conservative, not to
mention these things because it would help
us to defeat the government. It would be a
most deplorable thing for this government to
have it said throughout the North-west that
they had all the resources of the country,
that they will not give us money to carry on
our local affairs ; that they settle immigrants
in places where we have to build roads and
bridges and maintain schools for them, and
yet refuse to provide the money. I am a
patriot first, a party man second. My advice
to the government is to save us from that
position, because the majority of us do not
want to be obliged to take on the full re-
sponsibility of self-government and be liable
to direct taxation, as propounded by Mr.
Haultain. The farmers do not wish it, and
what I think they will do—because 1 have
always given this government credit that if
a matter is properly represented to them
they will do what is fair—is to come to the
rescue and give the North-west government
a sufficient sum of money for their local pur-
poses, especially as it will benefit the new
settlers that are going in there. You are
bringing in a class of immigrants who are
reported to have little money but are said to
be industrious and in that way an acquisi-
tion to the country. It is the man who can
labour and toil who will develop the re-
sources of the country. These men con-
sume the goods manufactured in the
enst and we have to buy from east-
Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

!em Canada as well as import goods,
'and consequently have to pay a larger
ishare of the customs duties than any other
: portion of ‘Canada in proportion to our popu-
part of the present session, in which he said .

lation, and it would be a very wise policy on
the part of the Federal government to see
that the North-west government are prevent-
ed from golng to the country on a question
such as they have suggested, because it will
redound to the discredit of the Ottawa gov-
ernment and they will not get a man in that
part of the country to support them. These
remarks are full of meaning if the hon. gen-
tlemen will only be gulded by them. It
should be the first consideration of the gov-
ernment, even from a party standpoint, to
listen to what I have sald. We do not want
anything that is unjust or unfair. We want
a fair proportion of the revenue of the coun-
try, to which we are entitled, to maintain
public roads and bridges and schools that
are mnecessary for the rapidly increasing
population. We do not want to be in a posi-
tion to mortgage our country and put our-

iselves in debt as some of the other provinces

are.

Hon, Mr. McCALLUM moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned.

SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, Feb. 7, 1900.
The Speaker took the Chair at 3 o’clock.

PRAYERS.

NEW SENATOR.

Hon. JOSEPH SHEHYN, of the city of
Quebec, representing the Division of Laur-

entides, vice Hon. E. J. Price, deceased, was
introduced and took his seat.

SENATE REFORM.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER--The Ottawa Citizen
of Saturday, 23rd instant, has the following
passage as part of its editorial :

He (the Hon. Mr. Tarte), has just told the peo-

ple of Toronto that the reason why Mr. Chap-
leau has been chosen (to the Clerkship of the
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Senate) is because the government has made up
its mind to reform the Senate.

I desire to ask the leader of the govern-
ment in this House if the Minister of Pub-

lic Works has made this official declara-
tion ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I had not noticed the
inquiry of the hon. senator on the motion
pPaper. I do not know what the hon. Min-
ister of Public Works said at Toronto, but
I desire the hon. gentleman to bear in mind
that he has stated as a fact here what an
hon. member of the government is reported
to have said elsewhere, which 1 am inclined
to dispute, and therefore I think, Mr.
Speaker, that this is not a proper question
to place on the order paper, and not one on
which the hon. gentleman can call for an
answer,

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

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Hear, hear.

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I call the hon. gen-
tleman’s attention to the fact that the
answer he has just given is beside the ques-
tion altogether. I do not question the

propriety of the appointment, or whether
the reasons for appointing Mr. Chapleau to
this House were good or bad. I believe he
is competent to fill the position as well,
possibly, as Mr. Langevin. But that is not
the question. I simply asked whether it is
true that the Hon. Mr. Tarte, who kas used
his own paper for months and months to
deliberately insult this House, has gone to
the province of Ontario, and made a state-
ment that is not worthy of a member of
this government or of any other govern-
ment. I would add more, if it was parlia-
mentary for me to use the expression that
1 have on the tip of my tongue, but I will
ask the hon. leader of the government, if
he takes the trouble to rise again, to con-
sider the question and not depart from the
meaning of the inquiry and from the mean-
ing which I had in my mind when I placed
the notice on the order paper, and not to
question the competence or ability of our
clerk. 1 simply draw the attention of the
government to this—I was going to say
flippant, but I will not use the word because
it is unparliamentary—to this declaration
made by a colleague of the hon. leader of

this House in Toronto.
i

THE ADDRIESS,
THE DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Orders of the Day
called—

having been

Resuming the adjourped debate on the con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor Gene-
ral’s Speech on the opening of the Fifth Sesslon
of the Eighth Parliament.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—In the few re-
marks I shall address to this House, I do
pot intend to make what my hon. friend
from Richmond calls a serap book speech.
I have been a good deal in parliament and
I think I know the promises and the per-
formances of the present government, and
to that subject I propose to address myself.
We are congratulated on the prosperity of
the country. We are all glad to know that
the country is prosperous, but it naturally
occurs to me to ask what has this govern-
ment done to promote that prosperity ?
Has it done anything ? Hon. gentlemen
used to say, before they attained power,
that they would get reciprocity with the
United States for the Dominion, and secure
markets for the farmers of Canada where
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they could sell their
eously.

products advantag-
They even went so far as to pro-
pose commercial union with the United
States. We do not hear anything about
commercial union or unrestricted recipro-
city now. It is very desirable, in the inter-
ests of the people of this country, that our
export trade should increase. Now, what
has this government done to help to give
markets to the farmers of Canada ? Their
promises have been loud; their perform-
ances have bheen nil, as far as my observa-
. tion goes. We had the promise of a fast
Atlantic service, to facilitate the transport
of agricultural products to the European
markets. Have they done anything in that
direction ? I believe we have the model of
8 bottle-necked ship, and that is about as
far as the government have gone. They
told the people of this country, when they
were in opposition, that if they turned out
the men in power—turned out these rascally
Tories—they would obtain for the country
reciprocity with the United States. Do we
hear anything about it now ? Have they
carried out any promise that they made to
the people of this country ? Not one. A
paragraph in the Speech refers to the war
in South Africa. My hon. friend the Minis-
ter of Justice, did not tell us yesterday how
much of the expenditure of the expedition

was going to be paid by the government. |

I consider that the action of the government
has belittled this country in the eyes of the
world. They have sent men to South
Africa—delivered them there, leaving the
British government to feed them—sent them
there C. 0. D. We ought to be ashamed of
ourselves to ask the spinners and weavers
of Great Britain to assume an expense
which we should pay ourselves. We have
had the advantage all our lives of being
British subjects. Do we appreciate what
we enjoy ? If we sail from sea to sea, from
clime to clime, we have the protection of
the mother country and the British flag—a
flag which, wherever it floats, is the symbol
of freedom to the slave and homour to the
brave. Yet we are led to believe that the
government will not pay our men after they
land them in South Africa. They blame a
certain member of the government for this.
I contend they are all equally to blame. If
the cabinet permit themselves to be bullied
by one member, they are unfit for their
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM,

position. They are all as responsible as the
Minister of Public Works for the position
he has taken. The paragraph in the speech
is very ambiguous, The government do not
say if they are going to pay the whole ex-
pense of our own forces, or how much of it.
The people of Canada look for information
on the subject, and the government mis-
represent the feeling of Canadians if they
expect the British government to pay our
men who have volunteered to serve in
South Africa. We are told that the send-
ing of these troops is not to be considered
as a precedent. The government was not
to send more than the first contingent ; but
they had to change their mind—the people
of the country forced them to send a second,
and the government deserve no credit
for what they have done. If they had not
sent more troops they would have forfeited
their positions as representatives of the peo-
ple. They had to be driven to do what was
right and honest in the interest of the em-
pire. While gentlemen on the other side
were in opposition they promised us prefer-
ential trade within the empire. I believe
we could have got it had we looked for it
and made a proper effort to secure it. I
know that a speech delivered by the premier
in 1896, in London, Ontario, was in favour
of preferential trade. He was then as much
in favour of it as even Sir Charles Tupper
was. He said what a benefit it would have
been to the farmers of Canada if they only
had a preference in the British market, but
when he went to England what did he say ?
Did he say he wanted preferential trade ?
On the contrary, he said no, that free trade
was a better policy for England and better
for Canada also, and he came back to Can-
ada wearing the Cobden medal. The people
of Canada have not forgotten that, and
will not forget it, but will take the first
opportunity to express their condemnation
of the course that the hon. gentleman pur-
sued. This trade question is a very im-
portant one. The government tell us they
are constructing canals and one would sup-
pose from the language in the speech that
they had made all these improvements.
They have merely finished up the work that
the former government commenced and car-
ried on for years. The government claim
that recent immigration into the North-
west is desirable. I take their word for it,
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though I have my doubts as to the charac-
ters of a portion of the immigration that
has gone in there of late years. However,
if the policy that the members of the pres-
ent government advocated when they were
in opposition had been carried out, there
would be no settlement there at all. If the
People in the North-west are prosperous no
thanks to the government. I remember
when the Liberal party said that the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, if built, would not
earn enough to pay for the grease to lubri-
cate the axles of their trains. One would
think, to hear these hon. gentlemen speak
now, that all the prosperity of the North-
west was due to their policy, whereas the
fact is prosperity has come in spite of them.
Now, let us look at their blunders. Vessels
engaged in trade in the inland waters of
this country could not get freight enough to
load from one Canadian port to another, yet
what did this government do ? 'They
allowed United States vessels to participate
in the coasting trade of Canada. They soon
found they had made a blunder and can-
celled the arrangement. But they are al-
ways blundering, and I hope they will soon
come to their end, because the government
made blunders or worse in their manner of
sending troops to South Africa.

- cents a bushel.

It may -

come all right. As far as the Minister of '

Public Works is concerned, his opposition
was a benefit to the country. Conan Doyle
says we ought to erect a monument as high
as Saint Paul's to Kruger because he has
done more than any one else to unite the
empire. Mr. Tarte has done the same for

Dominion. I believe that our people are
loyal to British institutions.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)—Except Mr.
Tarte.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Yes, 1 will except
him, because he has not acted as he should
have done. He misrepresents the feelings ot
the French Canadian people. From all I have
seen, and from what I know of their his-
tory, the French Canadians are loyal to the
British Crown and to the institutions that
Igive freedom to everybody, no matter what
his creed, nationality or colour. I am satis-
fled that the mass of the French Canadians
are loyal to the British Crown. Mr. Tarte’s
action has been dictated by political exigen-

‘one thing and the next day another.

cies. He thinks he can hold the French
Canadians together in that way. If he
wishes to raise a race cry, he is welcome,
but I have no feeling but one of kindness in
my heart for the French Canadians. They
are kindly and courteous as a race, and bear\
their share of the burdens of the country,
and I Dbelieve they are ready to shoulder
their rifles and fight for the honour of the
empire, when necessity calls for it, but not
to show their interest, as my hon. friend the
Prime Minister did, when he told the House
of Commons that if he were on the banks of
the Saskatchewan, he would shoulder his
musket and shoot down the Queen’s friends.
The government are one day advocating
What
had they done for this country in the way
of obtaining reciprocity with the United
States? The first thing they did was to
take the duty off corn, the very thing they
could use more than anything else to obtain
an advantage for this country. The Min-
ister of Justice says it is a grand stroke of
business, that by allowing free corn to come
in, Canadian farmers could buy it at 12}
They took the duty off
binder-twine and they manufactured it in
the penitentiaries. What is manufactured
in penitentiaries they sell to their friends,
who combine and sell to the farmers at a
high price. The Minister of Justice said
the object was to give employment to the
prisoners in the penitentiaries. I believe he

'is desirous that they should be employed,

but the government should see that we ob-

‘tain a fair price for the products.
Canada—~he has united the people of the |

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Hear, hear; we do.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—-The government
obtain 83 cents for it, and their friends sell
it to the farmers for 10 and 12 cents. Is
that a fair price? It is a strange thing, in
reference to the sending of this contingent
to South Africa, that the Prime Minister
and his government changed their minds
about it. In the first place, they said not &
man, not a dollar. But how they have
changed. The people drove them to do
something, but they have not told us exactly
what they are going to do yet. We know,
however, that the Prime Minister, in an in-
terview with the Toronto Globe, said:

— I may
As I understand the Militla Act—and

say that I have given it some study o{) lat:
our Canadian volunteers are enrolled to be us
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i the defence of this Dominion., They are | with a minister of the Crown. That is not
ng':d?&e;iz?ps' to be used to fight for C‘?‘ the only instance. There are other instances
of that kind to-day. I am mnot a prophet
That is a nice thing, if that is all they are | p4, the son of a prophet, but I can foresee
for. We are to have all the benefit of the | tha¢ the people of this country will not en-
protection of the mother country, and all We | gorse such conduct. We have thirteen min-
B h.t%ve to do is to defend ourselves. My hon.|jsters of the Crown. Our Saviour had
g‘]letnd theDMmiisiter of Justice isaid 3;35"‘31"]”3'1 twelve disciples, but one of them turned out
at our Dominion was growing wider, and | very bad. It is a strange thing now that
he to@ us last session that we had more | this one minister should bully the other
country and wanted more ministers of the | members of the cabinet and have his own
Crown to govern the country. That is the|way. I hope that Mr. Tarte will forglive
excuse for having so many ministers. They | me for naming him, but what was the duty
say now that the country is getting so large | of the government when they: found that
that they reguire seventeen ministers, not | Mr, Tarte controlled the ministry? Here
to govern this count.ry, but to play at gov- | are the ministers, my hon. friend the Secre-
ernment. The Premier further says : tary of State, the Minister of Justice, the
no’fhen acla\se of thT% SDuith African Republic is | Postmaster General, the Minister of Trade
analogous. ere is no menace to Canada, Mi
¥ng altl:ough hwe may be willing to contribute, Znsu?n%f:f;e:éhtii ;I:;i:;e;tofh(}ftoxgss:ﬁ
o not see how we can do so. Then, again, e board wi
how could we do it without parilament granting | Mr, Tarte dictating to them and controlling
us the money ?  We simply could do nothing. them. He was well named the controller
I do not think the government should wait . of the administration, or the boss, as they
:ior legflatlolr]l- Men do not wait for legisla- | call it, of the administration. They sat at
on when their houses are on fire. They |the board with him, and are all equally
put out the fire first and consider the cost | guilty with Mr. Tarte. Why did they not
afterwards. The government knew welllsay to the Premier: ‘If you want to sup-
enough that parliament would indemnify  port the Minister of Public Works in this
them. If the government run short of | matter, you can run your own show’? 1
money at any time, they issue a warrant | speak as an individual, and I say that I
and raise the money, and parliament always ' helieve Canada has not yet done her duty.
:;:n::ti;);lls their ?ction. ’f(;lef glighti ri?eel lslure She will not do her duty until she pays these
a e country woul ndemnify them | two contingents. That is not all. We should
against any expenditure in reason to assist | drill men in this country and be prepared
the mother country in South Africa. The ’ for war. There are a number of young and
Premier then said : | able men, and many of them well drilled,
1In ]thls present énstancteloutx;1 :imitatlilons are | who are ready and anxious to go to South
clearly defined, and so it 1Is at we have not . s
cffered a Canadian contingent to the home Africa. 1 recelve letters from day to day
authorities. from men who desire to go and fight the
This was the premier’s opinion at the out- battles of the empire. But the government
set. But the government to-day are divided ; Is the clog on the wheel. We are not doing
they are not a unit on this question. Per- our duty. Out of this trouble, when the
haps I have no right to refer to the conduct : War is over, will com.e preferential trade
of a member &f the other House, but I am a ' Within the empire. It is bound to come. It
British Canadfan, €nd I think that I have a ' cannot be kept back now. It is an important
right to speak of what took place in my point, as I look at it, in the history of this
country and condemn what I do not believe | country, and we should do what is right
in, and to applaud what I think is right. | 2nd proper in supporting the mother coun-
We know that a member of the Commons ' try in South Africa. We have lots of ma-
resigned his position on account of the | terial and it would not cost us very much.
action of the government in sending troops ; Even now subscriptions are being raised
to South Africa and paying them, but he Te- | throughout the country fo? the benefit of our
turns to parliament, and although he re- | Soldiers. People put their hands in their
signed intending to oppose the government, : pockets quite freely,.and the government
he proceeds to the Chamber linking arms -ishould come down quite handsomely in this
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.
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matter. Even supposing we had to borrow
a little money to support our soldiers in
South Africa, what of it? We think nothing
of spending millions here and there to carry
out the idea of the Minister of Public Works
in some frog-pond, but supposing we borrow
a certain amount of money now and have
the payments extended over a length of
time, we will not feel it. TLet us do our duty
by the mother country. She has done more
than her duty for us all, and is doing her
duty to-day. I know that during the Fenian
raid some of the British army were out here.
Did the Imperial government ask us to pay
their expenses? No. I was at Fort Erie at
the time, and I know the morning that the
battery arrived we were all very glad. 1
tell the government that if they fall short of
deing their duty on this question—which is
the question of all questions just now—the
people of this country will never forgive
them. Of course, in the matter of the tariff
they stole our clothes. But I forgive them
many of these blupders—and they are many
—if they will only act properly and rightly
in the interests of the soldiers semt out to
South Africa, and prepare to send others in
case they are required. We are not obliged
to send them, and if they are gotten ready,
the money is not lost.

Hon. Mr. POWER—There is generally no
difficulty at all in knowing where the hon.
gentleman from Monck stands. He speaks
distinctly and expresses his views clearly.
He has been, perhaps, rather more vigorous
than usual to-day. But I was very much
Dleased, indeed, to hear the sentiment with
which he closed his speech. There was a
good deal of the old pre-christian spirit in
the early part of the speech, but he wound
up by promising to forgive the government
their sins if they dm their duty to the em-
Dire.

., Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Many of their sins
—mnot all of them.

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

is hardly necessary to add my con-
gratulations to those of hon. gentle-
men who have preceded me to the

gentlemen Wwho moved and seconded the
address, on the speeches they made. The
hon. gentleman who moved the address in
reply to the speech, made an admirable and
patriotic speech, one which was a fine speci-
men of the oratory for which his country-
men are famous. I regret in a way that
that speech should have been delivered in a
language with which a great many members
of this House are not familiar. I can only
say the hon. gentleman will fill quite worthi-
ly, or more than worthily, the place of the
hon. gentleman who represented the district
of Delanaudiére in this House for so many
years, and who was, during all those years,
a prominent and much respected member of
the Senate. The speech of the hon. gentle-
man from Sunbury was characterized by
that sound common sense which we all
know him to possess; and hislong experi-
ence in public life will be, no doubt, of great
value to the House. The first paragraph of
the speech congratulates parliament on the
continued prosperity of the Dominion, and
on the remarkable increase in the general
volume of trade reflected in the exports and
imports of the country. My hon. friend from
Monck (Mr. McCallum) seems to think that
almost improper—that the government were
claiming credit for that prosperity—but the
speech does mot say so; it simply congratu-
lates the members of the House, and,
through them, the country, on the fact that
Canada is prosperous. Does the hon. gen-
tleman from Monck deny that the country is
prosperous? The speech does not say that
the prosperity is due to the government.
There is no question about the prosperity.
From Cape Breton to British Columbia the
country is experiencing an unusual degree
of prosperity, and the statement with re-
spect to the general volume of revenue, and
the imports and exports of the country, 8
more than fully borne out by the figures.
In 1896, the last year before this administra-
tion came in, the total volume of trade was
a fraction over $239,000,000. Last year
three years later, that volume of trade had
increased to over $806,000,000, an increase
of some $67,000,000, and the figures for the
last half year show that this increase con-
tinues. It is a gratifying circumstance,
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apart altogether from the fact that it is a  more than one change, in the times, without
good thing for the country to be prosperous, 'a change of tariff. The National Policy so-
that that prosperity continues, that the rev- | called, which was adopted in 1879, has been

enue has been increasing and trade bas been :
increasing during the last three years. Hon.
gentlemen will remember that for a long
time it was apparently supposed that there
was somie sort of secret understanding be- !
tween Providence and the leaders of the
Conservative party ; that it was only when
the Conservatives were inpower that the
sun shone and the rain fell at the proper sea-
sons. It is a comfort to think that now,
while the Conservatives have been out of
power for nearly four years, the sun shines
and the rain falls as effectively as during
any previous years. It is one of those myths
that it is well to get rid of. The fact is we
see now that the crops have been abundant
for several years; business of every kind
has been prosperous; the manufacturers
have prospered ; the markets for our pro-
ducts are good, and generally there has been
a greater degree of prosperity during the
Liberal administration than at any time be-
fore in the history of the country. I do mot
claim all the credit of that for the Liberal
government, but I say it is satisfactory to
feel that no one party has a monopoly of

credited with a great deal of the prosperity
for which it deserved no credit at all. All
the prosperity would have come, as the hard
times «came, and from reasons of a similar
character, if the tariff had not been changed
at all ; and the only effect of the increase of
the duties, or the principal effect, was to
prevent natural causes from operating as
fully as they might. Under the tariff which
was adopted in 1897, a tariff which is less
protective than the one which immediately

_preceded it, the country has prospered.
! Trade has developed to a wonderful extent,

as shown by the figures which I quoted at
the beginning ; and as I said the figures for
the last half year show that that improve-
ment continues. I do not say that the tariff
of the present day is perfect. I think it

‘would bear considerable reduction yet be-

fore it would be quite perfect ; but as far as

_the changes have gone, they have been chief-

ly in the right direction. #The hon. leader of
the opposition stated in his speech the other
day that the tariff of to-day is the tariff of
the Conservative régime. I do not wish to

~say anything discourteous of him ; but my

the blessings of Providence. As to the tariff, | impression is that he made that statement
I do not think that the imposition of duties : because the country was prosperous. If the
has as much effect in the way of improving | country had not been prosperous—if times
the condition of the country as some hon. ‘ were much worse than they were four years
gentlemen suppose. The imposition of high -ago, the hon. gentleman would have attri-
duties may interfere with and prevent the buted the bad condition of affairs to the
development of the prosperity of the coun- : mutilation of the tariff by the blundering
try, but cannot improve it. It will be re- Grits. Of course, my hon. friend from
membered that this country prospered under | Monck would have applauded that senti-
the old revenue tariff. That tariff was in ment to the echo.

ration from 1867 to 1879. During one _
g:tion of that period the country was ex-]; Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The hon. gentle-
ceedingly prosperous. In the year 1873 the | man is guessing now.
country had reached a high state of pros- Hon., Mr. POWER—There has been a good
perity. The trade of the country for that ! deal of guessing done. The hon. gentleman
year was substantially as large as it was | guessed a great deal as to what was done
for any subsequent year until the Liberal ' in the cabinet, and all the guessing should
government came into power in 1896. The mot be on the one side. The statements of
tariff rémained the same, but the country | the hon. leader of the opposition in this
grew more prosperous, and then afterwards  House to-day do not agree with the state-
the country grew less prosperous. The fact ! ments made by his leaders in another place.
is that Providence and the conditions which | In the discussion on the tariff in 1897, if any
exist in other countries have a great deal | hon. gentleman will look at the speeches de-
more to do with prosperity than anything in | livered by the hon. gentleman who was for-
the way of theimposition of duties. There ‘merly Minister of Finance and the hon.

was, 1 say, between 1867 and 1879 a change, | leader of the opposition, they will see that
Hon. Mr. POWER. B
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they prophesied the direst results from the [ so0?' I did not refer to the hon. gentleman
mutilation of ‘the tariff, but those results individually so much as to that side of the
have not come. Hon. gentlemen will find by : House, because my remembrance was that
referring to columns 1214 and 1291 of the | the hon. gentleman had mnot spoken in the
Commons Hansard of 1897, the opinions ex- : discussion, as I believe he had not. Then
pressed by the representatives of the Con- | the hon. gentleman told me that the govern-
servative party on financial questions. If : ment ought to get up a contingent. I did
Prosperity had not come, the hon. leader of ]‘ not remember that the hon. leader of the
the opposition would have blamed the , opposition had said anything of that kind.
change on the tariff, and as it has come he i‘ I have since read the speech of the hon.
does not give the tariff any credit. It is a | leader of the opposition dellvered in this
80Tt of heads I win, tails you lose, policy. |House on the resolution moved by the hon.
The second clause of the speech, which ‘ Minister of Justice and seconded by the hon.
deals with the difficulty in South Africa, has |leader of the opposition. I shall read what
received more attention than any other. I l the hon. Jeader of the opposition said on this
think it is very much to be regretted that on ; subject. At page 1010 of the Senate Debates
4 question of this kind, where the sentiment | of last year I find this language :
of this country is practically unanimous, so ; While it is not our province, ir this Chamber,
much party feeling should have been intro- |0 even suggest an appropriation of money, or

4 J | the raising of money, to assist in carrying on
duced. It is a fact that CanacClans are all ‘a war, should a war unfortunately occur, we

Dractically agreed on the matter. Substan- :can at least sag thﬁt agy appropriation that will
tiall ; ibe asked for by the Commons, no matter who
; ¥, Canadians all approve of the ac'tion | might be in power at the time, would readily be
aken by the government. Let us consider | voted by the Senate for that purpose.

the facts solely. I do not think it is digni- |
fled or right for us here, in our places in the ' Now, that did not mean that the government
Senate, to frame pictures of scenes which | Would be justified in the recess of parlia-
might have taken place In the executive ment in taking a large sum of money for
council of the country, or of things which | the purpose of assisting in this war. It sim-
might have taken place in the editorial ; Ply said that ‘if a war should unfortunately
rooms of newspapers—or things of that kind. | ccur,’ and the hon. gentleman did mot ex-
We have to look at the facts—what we know ! pect it any more than most of us expected
1o be facts ; and we are not justified in spe- |that war would occur—and all he said
culating as to what the opinions of different %was that if war should occur any appro-
people may have been. Let us look at the 'Priation made by the House of Com-
facts, hon. gentlemen. In August last a re- gmons would be concurred in here. It
solution was adopted by both Houses of ) will be seen that the hon. gentleman
parliament, adopted without any division "from Marshfield, who is generally fairly
in this House, and I think without any divi- ’aocurate, was accurate in this case.
sion in the other House. I may say that | Whilst speaking of the hon. gentleman from
there were iwo or three hon. gentlemen in | Marshfield, I may say that he made some
this House who did not altogether approve reference to what was in my mind. I know
of the resolutions, but they did not put | that the hon. gentleman is a very indus-
themselves on record as voting against them, | trious and accomplished gentleman—a gen-
and those hon. gentlemen were not members | tleman who knows a great many things, but
of the Liberal party. ‘We then expressed | I did not know that in addition to his other
our sympathy with the mother country in | Qualifications, he possessed the faculty of
her difficulty with the Transvaal Republic, | mind-reading. What was the position? We
and intimated our readiness to support her. | took this action in August. It was not gen-
I do not understand that at that time any | erally expected at that time that there would
hon. gentleman claimed that we should do | P & Wwar. Then the next step was a de-
more, and I ventured to ask the hon. gentle- | SPatch from the Colonial Secretary dated Oc-
man from Marshfield (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) | tober 3. At that time war was certain. The
why he had not suggested getting up a con- | hon. gentleman from Marshfield stated that.
tingent at that time. I am sorry that I | He stated, what we all know, that England
should have addressed the hon. gentleman | fefrained from eending troops to South
directly. When I said ‘ Why didn’t you do | Africa simply because ghe did not wish to
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provoke war. If England did not send
troops to South Africa herself, why should
we have sent them? Why should we have
raised a contingent then, when nobody knew
whether war was to break out or not, and
when the mother country herself had not
ventured to send troops to South Africa for
fear of provoking war.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-—No one expected
anything of the kind then.

Hon. Mr. POWER~—But the hon. leader of
the opposition blamed the government for
not having acted immediately on receipt of
Mr. Chamberlain’s despatch.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—No.

Hon. Mr. RPOWER—I beg the hon. gentle-
man’s pardon. That is the fact. Supposing
the government had acted, as the opposition
leader thinks they should have acted, on
October 3 or 4—supposing they had set ma-
chinery in motion to collect a large body of
troops at Ottawa or Quebec, to send to South
Africa, and suppose war had mnot broken
out, what would hon. gentlemen opposite
have said to the government under such cir-
cumstances? They would have denounced
them for having needlessly squandered the
public money and for having leaped before
coming to the stile. Hon. gentlemen in this
House should be a little moderate and rea-
sonable and look at the facts. It may be
said, and the hon. gentleman who leads the
opposition in this House said so, that Sir
Charles Tupper had guaranteed to the
leader of the government the support of the
opposition. That is the fact, although there
were some rather peculiar circumstances
about the offer. It is a rather singular thing
that the despatch which the hon. leader of
the opposition sent from Nova Scotia to the
premier was published in the Montreal Star
some days before the premier recelved it.
That is not the way in which gentlemen
usually deal with each other either in pub-
lic or private life ; and it is quite clear the
object of the leader of the opposition was
rather to gain credit for himself and to dam-
age the government than to assure the gov-
ernment of his support.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-—Was not that caused
by a fault of the telegraph company?

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do mot know, but
there is the fact that the hon. leader of the
Hon. Mr. POWER.

opposition did not send his despatch to the
premier first.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—He did.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Excuse me. I under-
stand that it is alleged that the despatches
were sent simultaneously ; one reached the
Montreal Siar, and the other did not reach
the Premier. The leader of the opposition
might have sent his telegram to the Premier
first and afterwards informed the Star,

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—Where was the
Premier at the time?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In Ottawa, I believe.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The leader of the
opposition made a public statement at a
public meeting at Yarmouth and the report-
ers sent it to the Montreal Star.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It was addressed to
the Montreal Star by the hon. leader of the
opposition. I know whereof I speak.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I do not understand
it that way.

Hon. Mr. POWER—This is a matter to
which, perhaps, I should not have referred,
but it is one of the things which indicate
the spirit in which the offer was made ; but
the same leader of the same opposition had
pledged his support and the support of the
Conservative party to the measure which
this government proposed to introduce for
the construction of a railway from Teslin
Lake to the Stikeen River, and he was mnot
able to implement the promise. When par-
liament met, the hon. gentleman was not
only not able to induce his followers to make
good his pledge, but he did not carry it out
himself, and he opposed the scheme which
he had promised to support. Omne could
readily understand that the Premier would
not feel himself justified in trusting to the
pledge of one who occupied such a position
—who did not appear to command the obedi-
ence of his followers.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Will the
hon. gentleman allow me to give the reasons
for the charge of view?

Hon. Mr. POWER—No. Is the hon. gesn-
tlemsn a mind feader also, like the hon.
gentleman from Marshfield? If the Hon.
gentleman knows the redsons which influ-
ence the present leader of the opposition in
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his actions, he is a wiser man than I take
him to be.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I know
Qne.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The action of the Pre-
mier in connection with this matter, as set
out in the correspondence submitted to par-
Hament, was just the proper attitude:; as
I shall try to show. What was the attitude
taken by the Premier? The despatch of the
Colonial Secretary was the first step in the
hx’storx of this contingent question. The
next is an extract from the report of the
Committee of the Privy Council approved
by His Escellency on October 14, 1899,
which is to be found in the correspondence
laid before the House. It will be observed
that this report followed almost immediate-
ly on the declaration of war by the Trans-
vaal, That declaration of war was on Octo-
ber 11 or 12, and this report was adopted on
the 14th, about the day on which the Boers
crossed the border. The first paragraph of
this report of the Premier’s simply refers to
the way in which the Colonial Secretary
thought the troops should be sent, if sent at
all. The report goes on :

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

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

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

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

that the Minister of Militia make all necessary
arrangements to the above effect.

4

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—Hear, hear.

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

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—That is an infer-
ence.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It is a fact. The
legislature was sitting in every colony ex-
cept New South Wales, and the Governor
of New South Wales said that what his
colony did was to be subject to the approval
of parliament, which was afterwards ob-
tained.
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Hon, Mr. PRIMROSE—I should like to
put a question to the hon. gentleman. Had
the circumstances in these colonies which
he has cited been the same as they are in
Canada when these circumstances occurred,
does he suppose that the action of the Aus-
tralian colonies would have been different
from whnat it has been because of the mere
fact that the legislature was in session ?

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

Relerring to your telegram of October 3, gov-
ernment New Scuth Wales approve of Lancers,
Aldershot, volunteering for service in South
Africa, but matter subject to approval of par-
llament, which meets on October 17; definite
Anstructions will wait them on arrival at the
Cape.

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

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

The conclusion which I draw is that if
the legislatures had not been in session in
those colonies the governments would not

have undertaken to send the troops.

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

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

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-—Hear, hear.

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

Hon. Mr. POWER.

land was rather in a tight place too,when, in
the language of Rudyard Kipling, “Fussy-
wuzzy broke a bloomin’ British square,”
and England seemingly needed troops more
than she did in South Africa on October 14
last. It appears at least to me to be so,
and you will find that the British govern-
ment refused the offers of batteries and
troops from more than one colony about
the last mentioned date. The right hon.
gentleman, who was looked upon as a
model of loyalty, and who is now looked up
to as a sort of saint by the Consetvative
party, Sir John A. Macdonald, did not send
any troops, and yet the hon. gentleman
from Monck denounces the present govern-
ment for their meanness in connection with
these contingents, the meanness of this
county in not paying the whole expense of
the troops while in South Africa. It will be
remembered that at that time, in addition
to giving permission to the Imperial govern-
ment to enlist troops for their own regi-
ments in Canada, they were allowed to take
some voyageurs to the Nile, but those voya-
geurs did not go at the expense of Canada.
They were paid by the Imperial government.
I think when the hon. gentleman denounce
the present government they should re-
member the kind of things that have hap-
pened in the past. The conduct of the
present government compares most favour-
ably with the conduct of the government
in 1885, when the Conservative party ruled
this country, led by the man whom they are
all proud to claim as their leader. It is
greatly to be regretted that this question
has been made a party question. When the
government of Canada determined to act,
they acted promptly. They determined to
act on October 14, and on October 30,
a2 thousand and fifteen men salled from
Quebec. Although Canada did not make
her offer as early as the other colonies did,
the Canadian troops sailed from Quebec on
the same day on which the troops sailed
from Australia. Some of the troops sailed
from Australia on the 30th, and the Queens-
land troops did not leave until November 2.
Some of the troops left Sydney, I think on
October 28, but they had to go round to
Western Australia, so that they did not
leave Australia till November 30. Our
troops were in' South Africa immediately
after the Australian troops, and our govern-
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ment did the work in a little more than]
a fortnight. As a Canadlan, I feel proud
of the way in which the Department of
Militia did its work. I have not heard a
single complimentary word with reference
to the Minister of Militia for the manner
In which he despatched the contingent. Con-
sidering that we are not a people who have
engaged in wars, and have never had to
send troops abroad, I think that it is a
remarkable thing.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. POWER—I was going to say
something with respect to the hon. leader of
the opposition, but in his absence perhaps
I had better mot. It was simply that the
hon. leader of the opposition has been a
member of an administration himself; he
was Minister of Militia for some time, and
there was no one in this House who was in
a better position to know how creditable an

43

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That is
not worthy of the hon. gentleman.

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

Hon. Mr. ALMON—No, no.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—No.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—The Herald and Mail
never did anything of the kind. It is now
the word of the junior member from Hall-
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willing to be tried with him on that issue.

Hon. Mr. POWER~I read it in the Hali-
fax Evening Mail.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Read it now.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not carry con- |

servative papers with me. I have some-

thing else to do besides carrying conserva- :

tive papers. Hon. gentlemen know that
what I am stating is correct. Hon. gentle-
men from Ontario know that the Mail and
Empire started in on an anti-French crus-
ade.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-—I do not think the hon.
gentleman is stating the facts correctly. T
do not approve at all, never did and never
shall, of efforts to create race hatred in our
country. But while I am bound to say that
there may have been articles in the Mail
and Empire of which I would not approve,
the articles were directed against publica-

tions in French papers, such as La Patr-ie|

and others, commenting upon their utter-
ances, and I think several articles will bel
found in the Mail and Empire in which they |
express itheir regret that there should be
any such feeling.

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

~ Hon. Mr. POWER—Bach hon. gentle-

man must judge for himself. I am in ithe
judgment of the House and the public out- !
side. Perhaps it is not to my credit, but I ;
may say that I read the evening edition of {
the Halifax Herald when I am at home, !
and I saw certainly not less than two or;
three articles at a certain juncture which
pointed in that direction which clearly in-
dicated that that was the policy which they X
were about to adopt. There was a sudden |
change of face. It was found that that |
policy was not going to work and it was|
abandoned, i

Hon. Mr.

(+that. There was an indication that the
iFrench people were not as loyal as they
I ought to be.

i
i Hon. Mr, FERGUSON—I have no doubt
i that they said Mr. 'Tarte was not loyal.

Hon., Mr. POWER—With reference to the
Minister of Public Works, it has been
stated by hon, gentlemen here that be had
given utterance to disloyal sentiments. No
hon. gentleman bas produced any such ut-
terance, and no hon. gentleman can produce
it. The hon. Minister of Public Works
declared that he was opposed to sending a
contingent without the authority of parlia-
ment. That is a very different thing.
There are a great many loyal men in Eng-
!land who disapprove of the wayr altogether.
| I am satisfied that the gentlemen who pre-
Hend to almost a monopoly of the padrio-
i tism, although their preteasions are not as
| strong that way as they were some years

|
|

| ago, were prepared if they thought the
action would have the effect of bringing
them back to power, to light the fires of
race hatred in this <ountry, o set three
millions of English speaking people against
two millions of French speaking people.
and it was only when they found that the
majority of the people would not endorse
them that they stopped.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—No, no.

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

Hon. Mr. POWER—I have the floor.
Several hon. MEMBERS—Order, order.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—No man, I do mot
care ‘who he is, should utter such senti-
ments. We are looking for immigrants all
over the world.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Order, order, order.
Hon. Mr. DEVER—I call the hon. gen-

FERGUSON—The hon. gen- tleman himself to order. These people are

tleman said that these papers had concurred not going to take charge of this country.

in saying that the French in Canada were ' Loyalty comes by conviction mot by coer-

a bad lot. { cion, and we are going to have loyalty in
Hon. Mr. POWER. i
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this country, and I want hon. gentlemen
to understand that.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Order, order.

Hon. Mr, POWER—With respect to the
loyalty of the French Canadians, it is Dot
necessary to say much. A few weeks ago it
might have been necessary, but it is not ne-
cessary now. The hon. gentleman who mov-
ed the address in reply to His Excellency’s
Speech referred to that matter in a most
effective way. He told us what was per-
fectly true, that if the Fremch Canadiaus
had not been loyal to Great Britain at the
time of the Revolutionary War of 1773, and
the following years, Canada would have
been lost to British Empire. He spoke
of the action of the French contingent at
Chateauguay, probably the most remark-
able victory which was gained in Canada
during the war of 1812 and the hon. gentle-
man referred to the fact that the son of our
Speaker was proving his loyalty in South
Africa ; and I may add that the son of the
hon. gentleman from ithe Gulf division is
also serving his country in South Africa.
Another circumstance to which attention
has not been directed is that during the
North-west Rebellion of 1883, two French
batialions went out, the 65th and 9th, I
think, and served their country as well as
any other battalion, although the people of
their own blood and language. After that,
any man who undertakes to question the
loyalty of a French Canadian does so
without any justification. T think it was
Lord Dufferin who said that the last shot
that should be fired—

Some hon. MEMBERS—No, Taché,

Hon. Mr. POWER~—I thought it was Lord
Dufferin. It is a fact, however, that there
are no people more true to the British Crown
than French Canadians.

Hon. Mr, PROWSE—Tell us about the
musket and Saskatchewan Valley.

Hon. Mr. POWER—There is just one
-other point to which I desire to direct at-
tention before 'I leave this question. I know
I am devoting an unconscionable time to
this matter, but this is a subject to which
almost the whole attention of :this House,
and of the other House also, has been di-
rected and it is an important subject. I
would call the attention of hon. gentlemen

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

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

It is a singular thing that no reference
has been made to the fact that when it
appeared that the trouble was serious thé
government here offered to send a second
contigent. There was no pressure brought
to bear on them to do it; they did it vo-
luntarily. If one can rely on reports which
appear in the newspapers, the Minister of
Public Works stated in Toronto that he
was in favour of sending the second con-
tingent. I think it is very much to the
credit of Canada that, when it looked &Ts
if it was not going to be a picnic in South
Africa, a great many more men offered
their services to go on the second contin-
gent than offered to go on the first. They
are not ‘holiday soldiers. T am not going
to ask hon. gentlemen to compare what
has happened now with what happened
in 1885, during the KEgyptian campaign,
but I say that the record of the government
in this matter—the things that they bave
done are creditable to Canada, and that they
are so regarded in Canada, and in England,
and all over the British empire, and it 18
only in this country that we hear the mi-
serable fault finding and attempts to pick
flaws in their conduct which we have heard.
Having said so much on this warlike sub-
ject I pass on. There is a well-deserved
compliment in the Speech to the high com-
missioner for his generous act. In offering
to furnish a contingent at his own expense,
Lord Strathcona has done more than any
private individual in the whole empire, and
though we cannot elaim Lord Strathcona a8
a naiuve Canadian, he has lived here all
his life and represents Canada at home,
and there is no doubt that his conduct re-
flects credit op himself and on the Dom-
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inion which he represents. His Excellency

says:

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. POWER.

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

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

It will be observed that the Speech does
not say that these measures were taken ex-
clusively by the present government—in
fact it does not say by whom they were
taken, It says the measures which have
been taken from time to time. The
hon. leader of the opposition wuses lan-
guage—I did mot take it down In
shorthand, but what he said was substan-
tially this: not a single step has been
taken by the present Minister of Agricul-
ture which had not been taken by the late
government. I wish to call attention to
certain facts in connection with this matter
which do not bear out the hon. gentleman.
In 1895, Prof. Robertson, a government
officer who served well and faithfully un-
der the previous administration as well as
under the present government, asked for
some money to put in a cold storage plant.
He was given a small amount, twenty
thousand dollars, and with part of that
amount he fitted out two or three
steamers with insulated chambers to be
cooled by ifce. This was found unsatis-
factory, although 4t was better than
nothing. The next year he asked for more
money, but was not given any more, That
was the last year of the late administra-
tion. At that time and before, the Austra-
lasiang and the Americans had been using
a thorough equipment of mechanical cold
storage. As a result of this Australasian
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equipment, Australasian butter was out- | road lines. The new Minister of Agriculture

selling «Canadian butter in the English
market by from 10 to 12 shillings per hun-
dred ; and our butter did mot them make

any appreciable advance on the Australa-
sian,

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

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

Hon. Mr, FERGUSON—What did the hon.
gentleman say ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—They allowed the
amount to remain the same. They did not
increase it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
is entirely wrong.

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The hon. mem-
ber can have mo possible authority for say-
ing that the government, in 1896, refused
to increase that amount beyond $5,000.

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

put mechanical cold storage of the most ap-
proved class, which has not yet been im-
proved upon, anywhere, into seventeen
steamers the first year, now increased to
twenty-five or twenty-six; induced the put-
ting of refrigerator cars of an improved class
on all the railroad lines converging to the
ports ; offered a bonus to refrigerator com-
panies at the points of shipment to Eu-
rope ; and by a system of bonuses brought
about the establishment of refrigerator
chambers at the creameries. By this sys-
tem our butter was kept cool from the mo-
ment it was made until it reached the En-
glish retailers ; and the result was an im-
mediate advance in the reputation and
price of our butter, starting in 1897 and
continuing still more in 18908 and 1809 ;
the result being that the last season our
butter averaged fully eight shillings a hun-
dred more than the Australasian butter in
the same market, while the price to the
Canadian producer at the creamery here
has this last year been fully 2 cents a pound
more than it has been in twenty years;
and we have sent $4,000,000 worth of but-
ter to Great Britain in the year 1899. The
difference between the last government's
dealing with this matter and ours is that
they worked it on a very timid and small
scale, not giving the necessary funds to the
department to carry it out successfully.
The present minister boldly asked his col-
leagues to give him $100,000 a year for
three years, and got it from them, with the
result that the farmers of the country have
been millions of dollars in pocket. This .
shows that the hon. leader of the opposi-
tion was mnot fully informed about the
steps taken by the present govern-
ment. I shall not confine myself to &
statement of that kind without authority,
but one can go to the blue books. Taking
the quantity and value of butter and
cheese exported from Canada during the
yvears ending June 30, 1894 to 1899, the
following statement will prove interesting:
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STATEMENT ol the Quantivy and Value of Butter and Cheese (Domestic Produce) Exported
from Canada during the Years ended June 30, 1894-9.

|
Burrer. i CHEESE.
Y Eaks. - { T
Quantity. Value. ! Quantity. Value.
T e e e — | ‘

Lbs. $ | Lbs, | $
1894, ... . o 5,534,621 ¢ 1,095,583 | 154,977,480 l 15,488,191
1895, .. ol 3,650,258 697,476 1 146,004,650 © 14,255,002
1896, oot 5,889,241 1,052,080 | 164,680,123 | 13,956,571
1897, . oL 11,453,351 | 2,080,173 ' 164,220,699 14,676,239
8. ... 11,253,787 2,046,686 | 196,703,323 ! 17,572.763
1899, . Sl 20,139,195 L 3,700,873 g 189,527,829 | 16,776,765
At the same time the export of cheese Hon. Mr. POWER—Carrying out what

and the value of cheese exported increased,
although not in the same ratio. Canadian
cheese had made a reputation before, but
butter has the same high standing now.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Do I understand
the hon. gentleman to say that cheese show-
ed a larger exportation in 1899 than in 1896
and 1897 ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—I have the figures
from 1894 to 1899. 'The value of the cheese
exported in 1898 was $17,572,000.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—What about 1899 ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—The quantity is 189,-
827,000 poumxis, and the value was $16,-
776,765.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—A decrease of over
$1,000,000.

Hon. Mr. POWER—About three-quarters
of a million. Prices will go up and
down. They do not go up steadily to the
extent I have indicated, but I wish to draw
the attention of the hon. gentleman from
Marshfield to the fact that in the two last
vears of the late government in 1893 and
1896, the export of cheese was considerably
less than in 1894. In 1894 the quantity was
154,977,000 pounds, and the value was $15,-
488.000. In 1895 it was 146,000,000 pounds,
and the value $14,253.000. The mnext year
the value was still less. I think that the
hon. leader of the opposition was in error
when he stated that not a single step had
been taken which was not taken by the
late government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—It was simply car-
rying out what the late government inau-
gurated.

Hon. Mr. POWER.

|
'

they had intended to do. Intentions are
very good things, but they do not, as a rule,
count for much in this wicked world .

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—You followed in
the footsteps of your illustrious predeces-
sors,

Hon. Mr. POWER~—I had some statistics
here to show how Canadian has advanced
in value upon Danish butter. Canadian
butter has gained within the last three years,
ten shillings on the Damish. It was very
much more behind Danish than it is now.
We o not attribute all the prosperity to
the government, but the government can
help it along. We find that in February,
1897, as a result of a visit made Ly the
Minister of Agriculture to Washington, the
embargo was taken off Canadian cattle
in the United ‘States, and the figures are
somewhat interesting. Take the three years
1890, 1891 and 1892, the number of cattle ex-
ported to the United States was 11,154, worth
$152,025. In February, 1893, the United
States set up a quarantine against Canadian
cattle, and during the four years and a
half before the end of the official year in
1806, the total number of Canadian cattle
exported to the United States was 3,762,
value at $52,600. In the two years and six
months after the quarantine was taken
off, as the result of the efforts of the Min-
ister of Agriculture, the exports of Cana-
dian cattle amounted to 213,735, valued at
$3,012,000. I think the Minister of Agricul-
ture, at any rate, can claim that he has done
something for the Canadian farmer.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON--In removing that
quarantine.
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Hon., Mr. POWER—Yes.

Hon Mr. FERGUSON—Does not the hon.
gentleman know the history of that quaran-
tine?

Hon. Mr. POWER—No. I have no doubt
the hon. gentleman could present a history
of the quarantine which would take away
all credit from the Minister of Agriculture.

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

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

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

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

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

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

triotic action. No responsibility taken; on
the contrary an unwillingness, a holding
back, an indifference, and lack of grasp of
the situation—so different from the colonies
of Australia, and New Zealand, which of-
fered their quota of troops early, and spon-
taneously. They did not hesitate, or wait
to be pushed into action. Supposing the
country to be in danger of attack or inva-
sion by any other power, to whom would
Canada look for aid and protection from
the invader ? What could those who have
been so tardy and unwilling to aid the em-
pire 4o ? What could the Minister of Public
Works, and the member for Labelle, and
those who think with them do ? Simply
nothing—unless to whine and cry for British
protection.

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No.

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

Having said this mnuch on tae tardiness of
the government, I have much pleasure in
commending the excellent manner in which
ilie Minister of Militia, and his department,
after authority was given, have conduected
the enrolment, mobilization, equipment and
transportation for South Africa. I am sure
all of us hope for a glorious victory for the
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empire, an early end of the war, and the |the Meil and Herald had articles inducing
complete obliteration of the Transvaal and | that, and those are the organs of the Con-
Orange Free Republics as independent ; servatives in Halifax. I will not use any

States, and that the British flag may before |

long float triumphantly from Khartoum to
Cape Town. The whole Dominion turns
with pride to the munificent offer of Lord
Strathcona, which should be emphasized,
and heralded froms Cape Town to Van-
couver Island. Although this is no: a con-
vivial meeting, I think the House might
adjourn for five minutes in order that we
may wish Lord Strathcona long life, hap-
Diness and prosperity with three Britisa
cheers. Tbere is an important question not
alluded to in the speech from the Throne—
that is the condition, and administration of
the Yukon country. I am fully convinced
1hat the country is irimensely rich, and will
brove to be so for many years to come, and
it deserves at the hands of the government
every care and encouragement for its deve-
lopment. I was informed by an American
lady, who had resided at Dawson for a year,
that we had no conception of the country
We poszessed and its resources. Very good
vegetables were now being raised, land was
being cleared. and this branch of agricul-
lural industry would be a great boom to the
miners and pay handsomely. But the ad-
ministration of the district was not what
it should be, and should be subjected to a
searching investigation. This is not a party
question in any degree, and the government
should, for its own sake, and for the good
name of the Dominion take steps to ascertain
if the officials are doing thelr duty honestly,
free from all pernicious influence. I believe
men who have grievances will not testify in
an open tribunal, afraid of the displeasure
of officials. A trustworthy detective service
would no doubt ferret out crooked work, if
there is any, and put the government in pos-
session of information it should have.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—I have only a few
words to say, and nothing in regard to the
Speech from the Throne. That has already
been threshed out. I am not in the habit of
shootiug the dead Indian. But I wish to
refer to a portion of the speech from the
senlor member for Halifax—that firebrand
which he threw on the floor of the House.
He accused the Conservatives of his native
country of endeavouring to incite racial
feelings against the French, and said tbat

language to characterize that statement, but
if the Hon. Wm. MeDougall’s word is good
for anything, his statement is not correct.
There was another thing that offended me,
but I cannot say that I was astonished at it.
I refer to the language used with regard to
Nir Charles Tupper. He stated that ke had
acted in a way no gentleman could act. He
said he had written a telegram to the pre-
mier and published it in a paper. [ do not
like to hear one hon. gentleman speak of
another as ‘no gentleman’ when he is not
present—to tell him Dbehind his back that
he Is no gentleman. I do not like to hear
that statement made among friends of Sir
Charles Tupper, wheu we know that it is
not correct. It reminds me of the fable of
the viper and the file. A viper, surcharged
with venom, enter a carpenter’s shop, and,
seizing the first thing that came in his way,
commenced to gnaw it with his venomous
fangs. Tlhe carpenter, hearing a noise
among his tools, rushed in, but when lLe
saw the reptile was knawing a well-sea-
soned file, he smiled contemptuously and
said : * Go ahead, viper ; do what you can;
you &re knawing a file.! The ineffectual at-
tempt of the hon. senior member for Halifax
to injure the character of Sir Charles Tup-
per as a gentleman and politician, brought
this fable of the viper into my mind.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—The circumstances
under which we have this year assewmbled
are such as to fill the heart of every British
subject with anxiety and his mind with a
{eeling of responsibility that can hardly be
expressed. it is omly two years that we
were in this House rejoicing at the number
of years thai Providence has been so good
as to give to Her Majesty and at the pros-}
perity and peace that had adorned the long
reign of our Gracious Sovereign. To-day,
ho;vever, instead of {hat peace, England
and her colonias are entangled in a war, the
first result of which has been full of sur-
prise and sorrow. It is some consclation,
however, to be able to refer with pride to
the gallantry of our troops. Errors may
have been committed. As to that, bowever,
we should be very reticent, because we are
not in a position to pass any :IUdSmint-
What we see clearly is ihe bravery and gal-
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lantry of every man bearing the uniform of
Her Majesty’s soldiers. In his remarks with
regard to the subject, the mover of the ad-
dress ‘has referred to the loyalty of that
group of the nation to which we both be-
long. No doubt he had in his mind some
ontside utterances whieh have been, to say
the least, very ungenerous. 1 must join
with the hon. gentleman to vindicate the
loyalty of the French Canadians. Indeed,
to say the least, it is very annoying to have,
after a century and a haif of counspicuous
loyalty and of zood serviees to the Crown,
to undertake a demomstration of owr loy-
alty. Why, hon. gentlemen, few years had
hardly elapsed after the surrender of Can-
ada to England when we showed our loy-
alty. At the tie of the American rebellion,
who were the disloyal pcople, French Can-
ada or the English colonies south of us?
Then there was a noble geuneration still liv-
ing which had scen the French flag floating
over the Quebec citadel. Many hearts weve
still bleeding at the remembrance of the
disaster which had brought the change. At
that time also appeals were made to them.
Those appeals sounded like the trumpet of
liberty, an< liberty from men having the
same blocd running into their veins. For
it is well known that Lafayefte and Ro-
chambeau themselves sent invitations to the
French Canadians to join the battle of the
thirteen colonies. Nevertheless on that occa-
sion as on subsequent occasions, our people
remained loyal to the British lag—our militia
went to the front and secured thereby Can-
ada to England. Ior it cannot be denied
that if French Canadians had cast their lot
with the Americans, Canada was lost to
England. England could not have then
saved Canada more than she has saved the
other thirteen colonies. And since then noth-
ing has taken place to impair the situation in
that vespect. To-day, if a plebiscite was o
be held to ascertain whether any desire for
a return to Franch allegiance exists amongst
us, so general would be the negative answer
that we may say that the whole population
would vote for the statu quo.

There are reascns for that which I need
not refer to at present. [ may nention,
however, the faet that notwithstanding any
friction that may from time to time arise
here and there. we have been enjoying for
A long time such an amount of liberty under

Hon. Mr. BERNIER.

the British flag that there is everywhere a
general satisfaction as to the lot that good
Providence has bestowed upon us. We are
enjoyving to a full extent the advantages of
a self-governing people, and we hope that
nothing in the future will happen to alter
that position.

1 have just made an allusion to some
friction which arises some times amongst
ourselves. Everybody must have under-
stood that I was referring to the position
in which the minority of Manitoba has been
placed.

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

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

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

We have here in this Senate fellow mem-
bers whose hearts are beating with pride
and with fear on account of the dangers
that are now in store for their sons on that
distant battlefield. Let us express to them
our sympathies. ILet us say to them : ‘ May
God spare the lives of your beloved sons
snd thereby spare to yourselvas all - the
anxieties consequent on such sacrifice.’

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

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

Hon., Mr. PRIMROSE moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.
THE STANDING COMMITTEES
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—With the consent of
the House I beg to move that, pursuant to
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rule 79, the following senators be appoint-
ed a committee of selection to nominate the

senators to serve on the different commit-

tees:—Hon. Messrs. Scotf, Sir Mackenhzie
Bowell, Boldue, Lougheed, Miller, Mac-
donald (B.C.), King, Power, and the mover,
and to report with all convenient speed the
names of senators so nominated. The com-
mittee is precisely the same as last year
with the exception of ithe substitution of
Mr. Bolduc for Mr. De Boncherville, which
was done at his request.

Hon. Mr, PROWSE—I wish to call the
attention of the mover of the resolution to
the omission of any representative from
Prince Edward Island on that committee.
I have had to refer to this matter on sev-
eral precious occasions. It is an invidious
distinetion and an unfair exclusion that the
province of Prince Edward Island should
not be represented on that committee ; the
result in former years has been that Prince
Edward Island bas never been represented
on certains committees at all, while on
other committees two or three members out
of the four have served, and if there had
been a member of the Island on this com-
mittee such an anomoly would not have
occurred. I am not disposed to offer any
amendment, but I merely suggest the pro-
priety of adding one name {0 that commit-
tee, and I would mention that of the hon.
gentleman from Marshfield,

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

Hon. Mr, BERNIER—There used to be one.

Hon, Mr. LANDRY—There are three from
Ontario. .

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

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

, committees, and we are then functis officlo,
-and I think every member will feel disposed
to see that ample justice is done to Prince
Edward Island and Manitoba, which are
. not represented on the committee,
! Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I do not think
| there could be any change made just now.
' The committee is the same as last year, but
"I really think it would be well to amend
| the rule so that Manitoba and Prince Ed-
ward Island could be represented on the
| committee.

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

The motion was agreed to.

i
{

! DELAYED RETURNS.
INQUIRY.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I will make inquiries.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Perhaps, if it is a
matter of fact, I will not receive an answer.

The Senate adjourned.
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Ottawa, February 8, 1900.
The Speaker took the Chair at 3 o’clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
REPORT ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. MILLS, from the Committee
of Selection appointed to nominate the
Standing Committees of the Senate, pre-
sented their report. He said: With the
permission of the Senate I beg to move the
adoption of this report. I do so in order
that the various committees might meet to-
morrow and appoint their chairmen. If
that is done I think I might very well give
notice this afternoon that when we adjourn
to-morrow evening we stand adjourned un-
t1 two weeks from Tuesday next, to meet
at 8 o’clock in the evening.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I do not know why !
this disregard of the usages and rules of the
House should necessarily take place In |
regard to this report. The whole proceed-
ing in connection with the striking of these
committees, if not irregular, is something
approaching very mnear to irregularity.
Yesterday, the motion was carried without
any notice, and it was by accident that I
received my notice to attend the committee
this morning. Having appointments out-
side, however, I was not able to be present,
and therefore did not know, until just im-
mediately preceding the meeting of the
House, what changes had been made on the
various committees. I see no necessity for
baste in connection with this business, and
I think there is another objection to it.
It is true it may not be unparliamentary to
make this motion and strike the committees
at the present time, but it i{s well under-
stood that it is a matter of courtesy to the
‘Governor General that no business should
be transacted in the House until the ad-
dress in reply to the speech from the
Throne has been passed. I say that it is
not, strictly speaking, an irregular course |
to transact this or any other business
before the address is passed, because we
have a right to do any business, and we
assert that right on the opening of parlia-

- ment by the introduction of a Bill pro forma,

which is lald on the table, and never goes
further than the first reading. Except in
cases of emergency it is considered dis-
respectful to the Crown to do any business
of any kind—and this is very important
business—before the speech from the
Throne has been replied to. I did intend to
prevent this report from being read to-day,
but as the hon. Secretary of State had the
courtesy to send me a copy of the changes
made in the various committees, I do not
intend to do so, but if I had not been in-
formed Dbefore the House met of the
changes in the committees, I certainly
should have not have allowed the report to
be read to-day. This haste, I understand,
is due to the fact that there is to be an
adjournment. It is quite apparent that

 the government is very anxious to have an

adjournment, and it is equally apparent
that there is no work ready for parliament,
and an adjournment would be a convenient
thing for the government just mow, but I
should like to ask why there is no business
ready for submission to the House imme-
diately. For instance, there is the Crimi-
nal Code—business connected with the
department of the Minister of Justice—
which might be very well considered now.
The subject is a very important one, re-
quiring a great deal of patience and at-
tention from the House, and no better time
for the transaction of that business could
possibly be selected than the first few weeks
after the opening of the session. Then there
is another important question which must
come before us this session, the Banking
Bill, and although the Minister of Finance
and the Minister of Trade and Commerce
are not members of this House, it is pecu-
liarly a measure which should be considered

;in the Senate before going to the House

of Commons. In fact, I see a great many
advantages in introducing the Bill here.
We have more time to discuss it and better
opportunities to consult with persons who
are interested in banking from outside.
These are two important measures which
should be introduced at the present time,
and I can only express my regret that the
Minister of Justice is not prepared to in-
troduce them instead of asking the House
for an adjournment. I do not intend to
oppose the motion, but I do not think the

minister can have any justlﬂpaﬁon what-
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ever for not being prepared to introduce the
Criminal Code immediately for the con-
sideration of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—As far
as Irregularity is concerned, I concur in
the remarks of the hon. gentleman from
Richmond, but there is a mode of getting
over that difficulty by declaring that it shall
not be a ‘precedent’ The hon. gentleman
elucidated very strongly the objection that
I took to the course pursued in the other
House. 1 make the suggestion, in order
that it may go on record, that hereafter it
is to be understood by this House that this
is not to be considered a ‘precedent’ for
future action. I concur also in the sug-
gestion which the hon. gentleman made
about introducing measures here. I had
a short conversation with the Minister of
Justice, upon, not only the propriety of in-
troducing the 'Criminal Code Bill into this
House at a very early date, but if it were
possible, that he should have it printed as
soon as possible, and have it sent to each
member during the vacation in order that
a Bill of so much importance may be tho-
roughly considered—particularly the new
provisions it is proposed to make. The
minister very courteously said he was mak-
ing some changes as to which it was neces-
sary to consult some persons interested in
certain clauses, but that he would have it
printed and circulated at the earliest pos-
sible moment. T shall be very glad, for
one, if it can be distributed among all the
members, because if we have it at home
during the vacation, there are persons,
such as magistrates, whose duty it is to
administer the laws, with whom one might
have a consultation as to the result of the
proposed amendments. That is the sug-
gestion I made to the hon. gentleman, and
he very courteously said he would do so at
the earliest possible moment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do not quite agree
with what my hon. friend opposite says as
to the irregularity of the proceedings. I
have already stated my view of that ques-
tion to the House. The very object of in-
troducing a Bill in each House at the be-
ginning of the session is for the purpose

|
I

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

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I did not call it irre-
gular.,

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I qid
not mean anything of the kind. I meant
the point to which wmy hon. friend from
Richmond took objection. I did mot say
anything about the adjournment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Because I was going to
xay in either case after the committees have
been constituted, T believe in this House
there has been an adjournment of a longer
or shorter period of time. Last session our
adjournment was for a very short period
of time, and then we had a further agd-
journment ; and it seems to me that after
the expression of the opinion of this House
at the last session it would be better if we
had an adjonrnment for a fortnight, when
the legislative business from the other
House would be before us in addition to the

! business we would be prepared to deal with

ourselves. It would be more convenient

of asserting our rights to proceed with { than to proceed directly until the close of
public business irrespective of the speech | the session with the business before this
altogether. Otherwise it might be assumed 1 House. The Criminal Code Bill is no doubt

Hon. Mr. MILLER.
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a very important matter, but that subject
has been discussed on a number of occasions
in this House without any action having
been taken in’ the House of Commons.
There are perhaps a few changes, not any
that are at all important, to be made in the
Bill as it was submitted last year. The Bill
is at tle present time in the printer’s hands.
When it is received from the printer, I in-
tend to discuss it with my colleagues who
are members of the legal profession, with a
view to revision, and then submit it to this
House as revised. I do mot apprehend it
would lead to a great deal of discussion, be-
cause it has already been discussed in this
House. We gave it very careful consider-
ation last year, and I do mot apprehend that
members will dissent very muech from the
opinions that we then expressed, and it did
seem to me to bring that Bill down, as we
might do in a day or two, would hardly jus-
tify us detaining thiz House for any con-
siderable period when perhaps the consider-
ation of the Bill would occupy but a very
short period. We would not be facilitating
public business, and we might be inconve-
niencing members by keeping them here
from day to day without having, in the first
irstance, very much business before them
to be tramsactzd. It was with a view of
meeting the convenience of members and
anticipating their wishes that I suggested,
when the committees were struck, this
House might adjourn for a fortnight from
Tuesday to maxt week.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I think the reasons
given by my hon. friend the Minister of Jus-
tice for pressing this motion, are to me sa-
tisfactory—namely, appointing the com-
mittees and organizing them before the
House adjourns—but I may add, as a sort
of eoutribution to the discussion, following
up what the hon. gentleman opposite said
on the subject, I think it will be found in
the reports of the Senate, that upon one
occaslon, when Sir John Abbott was leader
of the House, and he had been so for a
very short time, he introduced some Bill
before the address was disposed of, objec-
tion was taken to it. I do mot know whe-
ther, it went so far as to say it was irre-
gular, but it was stated that it was con-
trary to the customs of this House, and Sir
John Abbott withdrsw the measure.

5

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have looked at the
discussion. and my impression is that the
Ynglish practice had not been brought un-
der the attention of the House at that time,
or in all probability that rule would not
have been adopted.

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

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I do not wish to
prolong the discussion upon this, what I
may term academic question, but I do not
wish to seem to subscribe to some Views
which have been expressed with referenmce
to the alleged irregularity of the proceedings
taken yvesterday in reference to the nomin-
ation of members to act upon the selection
committee. I therefore would make sufil-
clently freo with the House to read, tl;a;s
haps at a little length, Bourinot 'ul)t'ml i
particular question, and I fancy it wil bf
abuse all our minds of auny difference O
opinion which we may hold in reference to
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this particular point which, if my recollec-
tion serves me right, has arisen session after
session and yet appears cloudy. I refer to
page 281 of Bourinot, where there is a short
resune of the aathorities upon this parti-
cular subject as follows :(—

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

I might say to hon. gentleman that this{
was what was done yesterday, and in pnr-i
suance of that motion the committee of
selection met this miorning and have sub-
mitted their report whicih we are now con-
sidering. [ would not wish the House to
infer that the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond has taken an opposite view, as I un-
derstand he has npot. But the other view
has Dbeen rather concurred in by my hon.
friend from Hastings, who seems to be of
the opinion that it was absolutely irregular.
Bourinot proceeds :

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

cirenmstances, any great violence has been
done to parliamentary procedure, and I
fancy after this little ventilation which the
point has received, there ufay be found to
be no very great difference after all amongst
us.

The meotion was agreed to.

Hon, Mr. PROWSE—The report has nct
been read in full and I think that should be
done,

Hon. Mr. MILLS—TIhe clerk of the House
started to read the report, and hon. gentle-
mmen said ‘ dispense.” and that was the rea-
son it was not read.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE--I did not understand
it that way. I understood the question was
raised by the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond to dispense with the reading because
it was not the time for reading it, and there
was no necessity for itf, hecause no motion
had Dbeen made for the suspension of the
rule. I understood that the motion was that
the rule be suspended so that the Teport
might be read at the table. I do not think
the hon. gentleman from Richmond intended
that tke reading of the report should be
dispensed with entirely until a motion was
made to make it regular,

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes.

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

DISALLOWANCE OF PROVINCIAL
ACTS.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL gave
notice—

That an humble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid upon the
Table of the Senate, copies of all orders in
council disallowing Acts which had been passed
by any of the legislatures of the provinces of

5%

the Dominion, or by the legislative assembly of
the North-west Territory, since the first day of
August, 1896, together with all correspondence
in relation thereto ; also, copies of any and all
correspondence between the federal and any of
the provincial governments relating to any sug-
gestions of changes or amendments to any local
Act which may have been passed by such local
legislature, and the action taken thereon.

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

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

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

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

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

THE ADDRESS.

DEBATE CONTINUED,
The Order of the Day being called—

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

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—The hon. senlor
member for Halifax, in the course of his
remarks in regard to the speech from the
Throne, in reference to the first clause of
the speech, said that the government did
not claim any credit for the prosperity
which Canada is at present enjoying. That
is absolutely true. No one can controvert
the statement of the hon. gentleman, but it
is equally true that from far Vancouver to
Cape Breton the press of the Liberal party
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has under double-leaded head-lines, flying
flags and crowing roosters, claimed all the
credit of that prosperity.

The claim is so absolutely absurd that it
cannot be entertained by any gentlemen who
claim an average share of intelligence in
Canada. The real fact is simply this, that
it ds a time of prosperity amongst all na-
tions the world over. We who have attained
to years of maturity, and perhaps a little
more, know perfectly well that there seems
to be a system of cycles of prosperity and
of depression, which return at well recog-
nized intervals, and it is my opinion that we
are at present within the scope of one of
these cycles of prosperity. In regard to the
second clause, the hon. gentleman asks what
he evidently thinks to be a very pertinent
and unanswerable question: what would
the Conservatives say had the government
sent a contingent and no war had occurred?
In reply to that, I would simply say that no
man, claiming any degree of foresight or of
prescience as a statesman, in Canada or
elsewhere, could fail to see that the prospect
of war was so imminent that it was a wise
thing in Canada and in the mother country
to be prepared for the ultimate issue that
has come upon us, and I, for one, can assure
the hon. gentleman that I think I know the
feeling of the Liberal Conservative party
well enough to say that mot a man of us
would raise his voice against Canada taking
a most active part under the circumstances.
What was the actual state of matters in re-
gard to the government's disposition to send
a contingent? It seems to me that they did
not even, so to speak, tighten the traces of
the government go-cart until the sharp goad
of an incensed public opinion pierced be-
tween the interstices of a rather thick
cuticle and compelled them to realize, as did
a very misguided man in days of old, that
it was hard for them to kick against the
pricks, and so they woke up. They woke
up a little too late, it is true, in the order of
time, and they hastened to retrieve the mis-
take, but only in time to place Canada, the
firgt-born, the brightest gem in the British
Crown, not where she ought to be, at the
head of all the other colonies, but away
down at the bottom. What a fall was there !
By the action of the government she for-

feited her place of honour at the front. The Uife.

Ithe leader of the opposition.

that the legislatures of almost all the other
colonies were in session at the critical time,
and that therefore they were in a position
to receive at once the authorization of their
different legislatures. The hon. gentleman
must think we have very short memories
in this Chamber. It is not so very long ago
that the government of this country at a
period antecedent only by some five days or
something of that kind to the meeting of
parliament, made an appropriation of the
wealth and assets of Canada under an
Order in Council for a sum, which I think I
am justified in saying would far exceed the
expense of the contingent we are sending
to the war—for what? For the construction
of a tramway from nowhere to nowhere in
the Yukon Territory, and which would cer-
tainly have been carried out had it not been
for the intervention of this House. No, the
reluctance of the government to send a con-
tingent to the assistance of the mother
country must be looked for in other quar-
ters, and other reasons must be assigned for
it—reasons which now are perfectly well
known to every Canadian, and which I do
not say anything more about. It is far more
attributable to that than to the want of
sanction of the parliament of Canada. Now
I come to another matter, and if I speak in
somewhat stronger terms than might per-
haps be deemed, I shall say proper, you will
have to excuse me. I shall try and not com-
mit any breach of the rules of the House in
what I have to say. The hon. gentleman
took occasion, in the course of his speech of
yesterday, to indulge in a piece of most un-
called for and unjustifiable invective against
Well, I have
had the pleasure and the privilege—I esteem
it both a pleasure and a privilege, in the
highest sense of these terms, to have known
that hon. gentleman intimately since 1843,
and when Sir Charles Typper, then simply
Charles Tupper, M.D., had just completed
his curriculum as a medical student. All
through the intervening years I have had
most intimate associations with that gentle-
man, and I claim to be here and now in a
better position by far than ever was or ever
will be the hon. senior member for Halifax
to know something of the motives which
actuate that gentleman in his course through
I do not know what prompted the hon.

hon. gentleman laid great stress on the fact l gentleman to make the unwarranted attack

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE.
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of yesterday unless it be indeed that, being
in some sort somewhat of a classic, he did
not forget the old Roman adage, ‘he that
would shoot high must aim at the sun,’ and
so, from his low level, so much below the
level of the high mark at which he aimed,
he twanged his little bow and sped his
vemon pointed shaft at his noble quarry, a
man whose fame as a statesman is world-
wide, and who among Canadian statesmen,
how eminent soe’er they may be, is easily
‘ the noblest Roman of them all’ He towers
S0 far in mental equipment, statesmanship
and valuable services to Canada during the
course of a long public life above the medi-
ocrities on the government benches, that it
is little wonder that the lesser lights in the
Liberal firmament have to resort to the
ignoble course of baseless defamation and
calumnious criticism adopted by the senior
member for Halifax. The hon. gentleman
had two principal counts in his bill of in-
dictment : first, that Sir Charles Tupper’'s
action in reference to urging the sending of
a contingent to South Africa was prompted
by a desire to make party capital, and,
secondly, that Sir Charles Tupper was and
always had been an abettor and promoter
of racial and religious animosity.

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

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—Yes, very much
that. I am in the sense of the House.

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

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—I accept the ex-
planation willingly. In that case I must
say that I misunderstood the hon. gentle-
man. How utterly baseless and base as
they are baseless these allegations are 1
shall try to show. 1In support of his
first allegation he cited the instance of
the sending of Sir Charles Tupper's tel-
egram to the Montreal Star. In regard
to that matter he said, and he iterated
and re-iterated the statement, ‘I know
all about this telegram.’ Well there
are two of us. I know all about this tele-
gram. Perhaps I know more than the hon.
member from Halifax does, because I have
the facts from the gentleman who sent the

telegram. The telegram was sent by Sir
Charles Tupper on the 5th October last.
It reached the hands of the Premier on
the 12th of October. In the interim be-
tween these two dates, Sir Charles Tupper
saw in an issue of the Qlobe, the date of
which 1 do not recollect at the moment,
that the Premier of the country had come
to a decision not to sen®¥a contingent. Then
and not until then did Sir Charles Tup-
per make his telegram public. I quote
now from an item in the Ottawa Citizen
of this morning, purporting to give a re-

‘port of the speech of the hon. senior mem-

ber for Halifax.

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

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—Will the hon.
gentleman raise his objections to it as I go
along.

He charged Sir Charles Tupper with having
sent his despatch offering to support the gov-

ernment to the Montreal ‘ Star ’ before it reached
the Premier.

Is that incorrect ?
Hon, Mr. POWER—I said that.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—I shall place
before the House circumstances as they
occurred, as given to me not many hours
ago by S8ir Charles Tupper himself, and
the House will decide which is the best
authority. The hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax said in his remarks that this was ‘not
the way gentlemen did.”’ ‘There are other
cases in which gentlemen do not act exact-
ly as gentlemen should act, and perhaps it
would be well for the hon. gentleman to
take that to heart. The report continues :

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

Here comes the question, now did the
hon. gentleman from Halifax obtain that
information? I make mo charge. I desire
to make no imputation of any kind, but
it is clear to an outsider conversant with
business methods, that it could only be
through an operator in the Halifax office.
I wish to say in the first Instance the Pre-
mier got this message on the 12th, and on
inquiry within an hour afterwards, the mes-
sage was handed to him, and an expla-
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nation was made that some mistake had
occurred in the Halifax office. Again I
refer to the question—how did the hon.
senior member from Halifax get his in-
formation ? To an outsider, and at the same
time a man who knows something of
business principles, it would seem that there
could be but one source, that is the opera-
tor at Halifax, ang the hon. gentleman
got this information there, that operator
was violating the oath he took when he
gave that information.

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

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—I suppose the hon.
gentleman will not be so candid as to tell
us where he did get it ?

‘Hon, Mr. POWER—No.

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

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

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

sition——
Not the leader of the government whose
duty it was,

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

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE.

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

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

I have been instructed to convey to you Her
Majesty’s high appreciation of the loyalty and
patriotism thus displayed, which, following the
preference granted under the present tariff to
articles of British manufacture, has had the
happiest effect in cementing and intensifying the

cordial relations subsisting between Canada and
the mother country.

What a collection—what a juxtaposition!
What under heaven has the tariff to do with
the loyalty and patriotism displayed by Lord
Strathcona? What under heaven had they
to do one with the other? Nothing in the
world ; but I have this to say about this pre-
ference for which so much 1is claimed, that
it undoubtedly is, and is recognized to be a
tariff much more in the interests of the
United States than it is of Great Britain, as
is abundantly and incontrovertibly proved
by the fact that the trade between the
United States and Canada is immensely
greater than that between Great Britain
and Canada. T admit that the trade be-
tween Great Britain and Canada has in-
creased to some extent, but nothing like in
the same ratio as the trade between the
United States and Canada, showing that
the tariff gives a very decided advantage to
the United States. Next comes a Delphian
oracle sentence—

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

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

which they may lose their lives or be
maimed for life, under a C.0.D, stamp—
mercenaries, after all. The speech con-
tinues:

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

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

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

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

Negotiations are now in progress with several
of our sister colonies in the West Indies which
it is hoped may result in increasing and de-
veloping our trade with those jslands, and pos-
sibly with certain portions of the adjacent com=
tinent of South America.

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

I am happy to observe that the number of
settlers who have taken up lands in Manitoba
and in the North-west Territorjes is larger than
in any previous year, and affords conclusive evi-
dence of the success . which has attended the
:ftorts of my government to promote immigra-
jon.

I do not think so at all. I do not think
there is any reason to conclude that this
immigration is satisfactory to Canada at
large, and it is less so in the immediate
neighbourhood where these people have
settled than in parts of Canada more dis-
tant. There is one thing against which 1
think we ought specially to guard in con-
nection with this matter of immigration,
and that is that we do not fall in to the
same cardinal mistake and error that the
United States government have fallen into,
in promwoting in their country the immi-
gration of an uneducated and a poor class
of immigrants, who at no time and under no
circumstances can be of great advantage
{0 the country in which they settle.

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

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

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE.

Then, we come to the last paragraph, the
allusion to the taking of the next decennial
census, and In conjunction with that, the
better arrangement of the electoral dis-
tricts I hardly know what it means, or
what it implies, but it seems to me a curi-
ous conjunction of two ideas—that taking
of the next decennial census and a measure
for the better arrangement of the electoral
districts almost immediately before the
census is taken I do not see why there is
any necessity for rearranging the constitu-
encies, when the next general census is so
very near at hand. The subject to which all
others in the speech are subordinate, and
justly so, is that of the war in Africa, a
war forced upon Great Britain by the cir-
cumstances, a war to do away with and
abolish the wretchedly cruel slavery of ihe
native races at the hands of the Boers, a
war to place British subjects on a footing
of equality with others, not in the condi-
tion in which they were when this war was
initiated, deprived of the rights and privi-
leges of free men, denied representation
and taxed for the principal part of the re-
venues of the country. We all know that
the Uitlanders are very much more numer-
ous than are the Boers. We all know that
the contributions of the Boers have been
infinitesimal in comparison with the con-
tributions of the Uitlanders to the revenue,
and yet they, being British subjects, have
Deen deprived of representation. The abso-
lute necessity that was laid upon Great
Britain to enter upon this war strictly in
liey own interest must be evident, I think,
to every one. I say it was an absolute ne-
cessity «hat Great Britain should hold
South Africa, in the light of the position
which South Africa occupies, being a balf-
way house between Great Britain and her
Indian possessions ; so that, in that light,
it would never have done to have allowed
the Boers to control the affairs of that
country. In time, let us hope for the
establishment of a government modelled
upon the plan of the British government,
under whose benigu sway every man can
sit under his own vine and fig-tree, none
daring to make him afraid, where every
citizen will enjoy all the privileges and
immunities possessed by the residents of
the British Islands themselves; and, after
a few years’ experience of that position, [
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am sanguine enough to hope that even the‘
Boers themselves will after realizing what
it is to enjoy the privileges of British cili-l
zens, be even willing to risk life and limbl
in the defence of that glorious flag which
has done so much for the world in the days
ithat:hire gone, which, in whatever part of
the world the breezes of Heaven kiss its
glorious folds, is the emblem and the fore-
runner of Christianity, civilization and com-
merce,

Hon, Mr. MILLER—I seldom ‘take part
in the debate on the address in reply to
the speech from the Throne, and alhough
on the present occasion subjects of an ex-
ceptional character claim the attention of
the parliament of Canada, I would follow my
usual course, and await the submission to
the Senate of the subjects referred to in
His Excellency’s speech to express my opiu-
ion regarding them, were it not for the at-
tack of the hon, member from Halifax on
the distinguished leader of the opposition,
an attack, as my hon. friend from Pictou
has said, alike bitter, uncalled for, and
devoid of *truth. But as the lon. gentle-
man has brought me to my feet I feel in-
clined to contribute some general remarks
to the discussion.

The year that has just closed bas Wwit-
nessed a new departure—a new era in the
history of this Dominion, which, whatever
may be their serious aspects, must be view-
ed with feelings of gratification and pride
by every loyal and right-thinking Cana-
dian. We have seen our country assume
the position of an ally of the motherland
on the battle field—realizing the vision of
the fathers of confederation of a united
empire in war as well as in peace, and pre-
senting to the world an object-lesson, which
has been contemplated, even by the enemies
of Britain, with surprise and admiration.
‘Whatever, I repeat, may be the sad features
of the bloody struggle in South Africa, no
one can doubt that it bhas proved the most
potent factor of modern times in promoting
the unity and future federation of the Bri-
tish Empire. There could be mo better
proof of the justice, freedom and happiness
of British rule, wherever its enlightened
methods prevall, than the spontaneous offers
of assistance tc the empire, in the hour of
need and peril—as exemplified in the wave
of loyalty and patriotismn that has swept

the outlying portions of the empire—mnotably,

India, Australasia and Canada. Let its
enemies predict as they please, the decad-
ence and fall of the British Empire, never
in its history did it present to the world
so grand a spectacle of Imperial unity and
strength, on land and sea, as it does at
the present hour. ™The best and noblest
blood of the nation is being freely spilled
in the cause of liberty and civilization in a
war forced upon it by injustice, lyranny
and barbarism. It must not be forgotten,
that Iingland is not the aggressor in this
wicked war, but that she has been insult-
Ingly challenged to the confliet, and that
her power and prestige are involved in the
issue. Jealous of her proud position, it can-
not be demied that mmany of ihe nations of
Europe, whose liberties she has so often
fought for and preserved, are exulting to-day
over any reverse she suffers, in 'var or in
diplomacy, throughout her world-wide do-
minjons. There, therefore, never was a
time when it more behooved the great col-
onies che has planted in both hemispheres,
and nurtured and proiected in their infancy
to show their gratitude for past care and
kindness, as well as thelr appreciation of
the free institutions bescowed upon them,
without distinction of race or creed or col-
our under the glorious folds of the British
flag—the symbol, as has Deen truly said, of
justice and liberty in every quarter of the
globe in which it fluiters to the breeze.
This spirit of Imperial justice and liberty
has nmowhere been more conspicuous than
in this Great Dominion, where we enjoy
the most abhsolute self-government consist-
ent with our allegiance to the Crown ; and
we all felt proud of the prominent position
of Canada in the celebration of the Queen’s
Jubilee as the premier dependency of the
empire in all the elements of colonial
strength and greatness. However much we
may and do deplore the reverses so far sus-
tained by the British forces in South Africa,
the blood of the heroes who have et an
untimely grave in the cause of the empire
will only stimulate the courage of the na-
tion to pursue nndaunted the bitter struggle
10 a successful termination. But one feel-
ing must animate Britons in every quarter
of the empire, and Canada will do its duty
and vindicate its affection and loyalty in
this great emergency, however hampered
she may be by sinister and unpatriotic in-
f'uences where they should least be expected
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to exist. 'I'he patriotic ardour of our peo-
ple carpot be trammelled by the half-
hearted language of ‘permission’ to our
volunteers to enlist as soldiers of our gra-
cious Queen, in the defence of the houour
and integrity of the empire.

Under all the circumstances—to use the
mildest language—it was very regrettable—
it was even very exasperating, that wlhen
the occasion presented itself of provipg by
our acts our loyalty to the motherland,
Canada did pot take the lead, which was
her place in the hour of danger as it
was in the procession of honour, and set
an example to the other colonies by offering
all the assistance, both in men and money.
that ber means and resources would justify.
But if this was not done—and we know it
was not done—it was not the fault of the
people of Canada. The loyalty of the people
of Canada was unmistakably exhibited from
the beginning of the Transvaal difficulty :
it had found emphatic expression in Dboih
Houses of parliament, and Canadians every
where were clamouring to go to the assist-
ance of the empire in South Africa. Whose
then was the fault—whose the delinquency,
at that critical moment ? Chiefly—I am
sorry to say—but the facts are undeniable—
they ave matters of record that can not be
blotted out—the fault—the delinquency—the
recreancy to his high trust and duty, rest-
ed on the Primne Minister of Canada—over-
loaded though he was with the honours of
liis Sovereign, through the accident of office
dishonestly obtained ; drilled or inspired—
if he needed any drilling or inspiration in
that direction. whieh I doubt—Dby the dis-
tinguished statesman, who is so well known
as the Tory master of a Liberal administra-
tion—a gentleman who I perceive has lately
become almost as exhuberant in his profes-
sions of loyalty as he was very recently in
liis tirades of disaffection and hostility, in
the vain endeavour, as at Toronto, to allay
public indignation at his previous unpatrio-
tic, if not seditious utterances.

The refusal of the premier in the begin-
ning to respond to the wishes of the people—
his evident intention not to send any assis-
tance to the Imperial forces in South Afriea,
on the pretext that Canada had mo guarrel
with the Boers ; that he had no legal author-
ity to do so; that he could not, and would
not, take a dollar from the public treasury
for such a purpose, supplemented by the
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hostile stand taken by the Minister of Pu-
blic Works, with the object of exciting racial
antagonism, aroused all loyal Canadians, and
Dboth these high functionaries saw the wis-
dom of averting the gathering storm that
threatened to sweep them to their doom. In
thorough harmony with their inconsistency
on nearly all grave questious of public po-
licy, they changed their tactics, and called
for voluntecers for the Transvaal—or, in Sir
Wilfrid Laurier’s own words, they ‘ permit-
ted’ volunteers for enlistment in the Bri-
tish army in South Africa. But Mr. Tarte
boasted that the Order in Council calling
for volunteers contained a declaration that
the action of the eabinet was not to be takep
as a precedent, and that not one dollar of
Canadian money was to be spent in main-
taining them at the seat of war.

We must all blush to think that such an
Order in Council will remain forever among
the archives of the Dominion—an indelible
disgrace to Canada.

'The government and its friends talk as if
the attitude of the Prime Minister and the
Ministar of Public Works was due to their
apprebension of constitutional ditficulties
that stood in their way, and not to any hos-
tility to the patriotic wave that was
passing over every part of the Queen’s
dominions. and which frightened them into
a sense of their duty. The excuse of being
nnable to use the publie funds without the
sanction of parliament has well been called
a quibble, for the same men did not hesi-
tate, as one of their first acts as a govern-
ment, to draw large sums from the trea-
sury. wilh only qaestionable justification of
their action. If ever there was an unforseen
emergency—when they could rely om the
approval of parliament for putting their
hands as deeply as they pleased into the
pockets of the people—an emergency clearly
within the scope and meaning of our con-
stitutional practice—this was certainly such
an unforseen emergency, in which our ho-
nour, and loyalty, and patriotism were all
involved. They had nothing to fear, and they
knew it, from the people of Canada to pre-
vent them from doing their simple and ma-
nifest duty. Their unpardonable hesitation
and their worthless excuses at the critical
moment spoke stronger than words that the
pulse of the govermment did not beat in uni-
son with the great part of the people, and
the thought of their delinquency—their evi-
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dent design to check popular enthusiasm, is|accurate recollection of the stirring scenes
now the night-mare of the Liberal party. innd incidents of political life in my native
‘We must all be proud that when the loyal! province during the last half century than
people of the Dominion were ‘permitted’; he perhaps can personally remember, al-
by their rulers to volunteer for service un-jthough, as a diligent student of history, I
der the flag of the empire in South Africa, ! am aware he is very well informed.
more brave Canadians than could be accept-f With regard to any charges of racial or
ed readily offered their services, and if a|religious bigotry or intolerance, wkherever
dozen contingents had been asked for, in- ' made against Sir Charles Tupper, I am in
stead of one or two, the patriotism of eur' a position to say that such charges are des-
people, it was clear, would prove equal 10| titute of the slightest foundation in truth.
the demand. That the sturdy men we have ! No public wan in this country to-day has
sent to the seat of war will do honour t0 . a prouder record for liberality and broad-
themselves and their country, we all have | mindedness, no man who has figured in the
the most unbounded confidence. public life of Canada during the last half
Although events in South Africa have not.. century has been less open to the charge of
so far, afforded us much reason for rejoic-| religious higotry or racial prejudice than the
ing—but indeed quite contrary—there canl venerable leader of the opposition. His voice
be no doubt that a change will in due conrse has always been for equal rights to all clas-
of time take place for the better ; and that!ses and creeds, and favouritism to nome, and
victory in the end will perch on the bammrs! if there is a phase of his political career to
of the empire, we all firmly believe. Eng'[ which he can look back with unailoyed pride
land’s struggle is in a just cause; she Is, and pleasure, this is that feature of it. Sir
fighting—in a fight, it must never be for-’Charles Tupper entered public life in Nova
gotten—for equal rights to all, against 4 Scotia about the year 1854. In 1857 a disputs
cruel and barbarous tyranny, which should : arose which separated the Roman Catholies’
not be allowed any longer to retard the ci- of that province from the Liberal party and
vilization and enlightenment of some of the | drove them into the ranks of the Conservu-
most valuable regions of the dark continenut | tive opposition. Immediately a cry of pros-

—where white men and black men are now
alike victims of Boer oppression and cruelty.

I do not think it necessary to go further
into details or quote dates and public papers
in order to substantiate my assertions, be-
cause I know these figures and documents
are as familiar to hon. gentlemen as they
are to myself, and I do not wish to weary
the Honse by reading them.

1 said in 1y opening remarks that I wouid
have followed my usual course, and uat
have spoken in this debate, as I consider it
more in accordance with British practice
that the various subjects in the speech from
the Throne should be discussed as they are
presented to the Senate, with full inform-
ation, during the session of parliament. [
admit there are times when a contrary
course is quite justifiable.

Had it not been for the unwarranted at-
tack of the hon. member from Halifax yes-
terday on the distinguished leader of the
great Conservative party in this country, I
would have maintained my customary si-|
lence. I am, I regret to say, an older man
than the hon. senior member from Halifax,

and have from experience a more full and

cription was started against them by the
Jiiberal party and their organs. That un-
scrupulous organ of the Liberal party to-
day in Nova Scotia, the Halifax Chronicle,
then edited and owned by Mr. William An-
nand, a thoroughpaced bigot and proserip-
tionist, teemed with the vilest abuse of Ro-
man Catholics and their religion. A ‘mo
popery’ howl was started throughout the
province, which raged for years. That foul
cry brought the Liberal party back to power
in 1879, with a very slim majority, The Li-
beral organ declared that it would be a long
day before any Roman Catholic would again
occupy a seat in the government of Nova
Scotin. I myself, then a law student, was
present in one of the outlying districts of
Halifax County at the departmental election

'of Annand as Financial Secretary, and I

heard him on that occasion. before a purely
Protestant audience chiefly composed of
illiterate farmers, declare that he hoped
never again to see a Papist pollute a seal
at the council board of Nova Scotia.
These were the sentiments of the Liberal
party at that time shortly after Sir Charles
Tupper appeared in the political arena, and
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t
with a courage, ability, eloquence and ener-

gy that have always distinguished him, bat-
tled against those principles of proscription;
he crushed the head of the viper of reli-
gious bigotry and intolerance under his feet,
and carried the elections of 1863 with an im-
mense majority. It was due to the herculean
efforts of the young, able and brilliant poli-
tician at that memorable period that reli-
gious proscription received its deathblow in
Nova Scotia forever. Up to that time, the
respected father of the member from Hali-
fax, whom I well knew, and of whom I
would only speak with sentimewts of (lie
highest esteem for his memory, was a
staunch and influential supporter of the
Liberal party, but he then forsook his
political associates and became a supporter
of Dr. Tupper, whom he followed for the
next ten years when the question of confe-
deration in 1865 broke up all the old party
affiliations in that province. During the pe-
riod of tha ‘no popery’ howl the Halifax
Chronicle teemed with the foulest abuse cf
the clergy and the rites of the Chureh of
‘Rome, and everything that its adherents held
dear. I say, and I know whereof I speak, it
was the ability of Sir Charles Tupper, who
was usually then alluded to in the Chronicle
as the hero of the ‘red stockings’ govern-
ment, in insulting connection with the foot-
gear of certain dignitaries of the Roman
Catholic Church, that frustrated the Liberal
campaign of religious intolerance and sectat-
Ian strife, and the effect of it is visible to
this day.

But beyond all this, the public career of
8ir Charles Tupper is full of incidents of
liberality and justice towards Roman Cath-
olics. Perhaps there was no man in Canada,
when we omit the names of Sir John Mac-
donald and Siv George Cartier, who was bet-
ter entitled to a seat in the first cabinet
of the Dominion than Sir Charles Tup-
per. Why was he not there ? He was
not there because of racial troubles and
difficulties, for which he was not re-
sponsible, but to appease which he volun-
tarily sacrificed his great claims. In order
to overcome this racial and religious diffi-
culty, he, one of the most prominent men
in Canada in connection with the passage
of confederation, sacrificed himself that
an Irishman and a Catholic, as repre-
sentative of the Irish race and Catholic
body, should get a seat in the first cabi-
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net of the Dominion. It was an instance of
the greatest magnanimity, when it is re-
weiwnbered that the gentleman for whom he
gave way had personally no great claim to
the position to which he was appointed, but
was simply a very respectable Irish Roman
Catholic—the late Sir Edward Kenny. I re-
peat, that if there is a man in this country
whose record will bear inspection in connec-
tion with racial and religious questions that
person is Sir Charles Tupper, and it is only
fair and wanly that this record should stand
him in good st2ad when he is slandered and
misrepresented by his opponents at the pre-
sent time. But the last man in Canada to
trump up against him a charge of religious
bigotry or racial prejudice should be an Irish
Roman Catholic, or the son of an Irish Ro-
man Catholie.

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

More than all this, no Roman Catholic
ever sat on the judicial bench in the mari-
time provinces, until the Liberal-Conserva-
tive party, then largely guided Dby Sir
Charles Tupper, placed the lamented Judge
McDonald on the Supreme Court bench of
Nova Scotia. Subsequently the Conserva-
tive party placed Sir John Thompson and
Judge Meagher on the same bench. In
Prince Edward Island, never did a Roman
Catholic sit on the Supreme Court Bench
until the present able and accomplished
Chief Justice was elevated to that position
by a Conservative government. In New
Brunswick, no Roman Catholic occupied a
seat on the Supreme Court Bench unti} the
worthy Judge Landry—-a French Acadian-—
was clevated to that position by a Conser-
vative administration. ‘There was 10 1ore
potent factor in securing these acts of jus-
tice than Sir Charles Tupper. He Jed the
way and showed what ought to be done in
Nova Scotia and the provinces of New

Brunswick and Prince Edward Island fol-:

lowed suit. During the Mackenzie regime,
seven county court judges had to be ap-
pointed in the province of Nova Scotix ;
there was not a Catholic among them, and

7

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

I do not stand here as the champion of
Roman Catholic rights in the provinces of
the east. I make no pretensions to such a
position—in fact, it is proper, perhaps, that
I should disclaim any such pretensions to-
day—but I am giving utterance now only to
sentiments that might be freely expressed
by any liberal-minded Protestant. It is per-
haps unfortunate that racial, religious or
sectional distinctions have to be taken into
consideration in the formation of govern-
ments in this country, but until we have
.outgrown our present prejudices and the
inarrow ideas of our national infancy, this
must be done. It is the condition of our term
of tutelage as a nation that we cannot ignore
' just yet these distinctions ; but I trust the
1 day is approaching when we will be able to

ido so, without destroying the harmony that

not until a vacancy occurred in the Antigon- ; should prevail among all classes and all
ish district, was a Roman Catholic appointed | sections.

to a county court J'udgeship-—“m‘f1 then by a| T qiq not intend to occupy the time of the
Conservative government. It is true, the‘HOuse as long as I have done. I do not
position was offered to onme or tWo Ien | nyinase to go over the different subjects in

whom they had no reason to suppose would ; the speech, which have already been so ably
accept it, but there were plenty of others to. gisaycsed from the opposition benches by
whom they could have given the coveted | po yon senators who have preceded me.
office, if they had been actuated by MOUVeES fnyg 1 ocnority of the country is admitted ;

of justice and gratitude to thelr party fol-,j¢ i5 5 source of pleasure to every one of us.

lowers. {We know the cause of it, at least in a great

With regard to the cabinet, I do not know : degree, is that the hon. gentlemen who now
whether the hon. member from Halifax is hold the reins of power did not fulfil the
satisfied with the want of representation of | pledges they made to the people by abolish-
his co-religionists since the advent to power | ing the protective policy of their predeces-
of Sir Wilfrid Laurier, but I have reason | sors, and that, with a few trifing amend-
to think that he is anything but happy or ‘ ments, they have left the tariff of the Gor'l-
contented. Is it, then, due to want of cabi- ' servative party nearly as they found ‘f
net timber among the minority in the lower ' when Sir Charles Tupper went out of power
provinces that it has no representative in|in 1896. During the period of the Mac-
the Laurier cabinet? Surely, that cannot |kenzie regime the present Minister of T_rnde
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and Commerce used to freely say that gov-
ernments could do nothing to promote the
prosperity of the people—that the then gov-
ernment was nothing more than ‘a fly on
the wheel’ in that connection, and this
is pretty much what the Liberal govern-
ment is to-day, only a worse sort of fly.
I think it can be safely said, however,
that there never was in any British colony
with representative institutions a govern-
ment that made such pledges on all ques-
tions, and afterwards proved themselves so
faithless in the performance of their pro-
mises, as the party now in power in this
Dominion. And they also have done so
many things that they promised they would
not do. What could be a more striking in-
stance in point than that referred to by
my hon. friend from Marsfield with vre-
gard to the appointment to office of mem-
bers of the House of Commons ? What
could be more indecent than the inconsis-
tency of the government on that question ?
It has simply been a scandal, the scramble
for office in the popular branch since the
present government came into power. Rest
assured, the electors of this country have
taken stock of all these things. 1 could
keep the Senate in session till midrpight, if
I could depend on its patience, enumerat-
ing the promises the government have made
and broken, as well as the general incon-
sistencies and tergiversations that have
marked their advent to power. I have
reason to believe that the government in-
tended to go to the country in January, but
thay realized that if they did so, they would
be swept from power. They know that the
electorate is simply waiting—that the
people of Canada are impatiently waiting
—for the opportunity to say to the govern-
ment, as Cromwell said to the Long Parlia-
ment : ‘Get you gone ; give place to better
men ; the Lord has done with you’

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

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

Hon. Mr. DEVER—The Conservative party
has raised it. I ask this House and this
country if they can find a single word
in the Liberal newspapers of Canada that
is calculated to excite bigotry or racial feel-
ing. Is it so with the Conservative press ?
Is there a Conservative paper that is not
issuing forth in the most unblushing man-
ner almost every day something offensive
and intended to excite race bigotry ? I do
not wish to say anything that might at-
tach it to Sir Charles Tupper. I believe
anything that has been imputed to him by
those papers as emanating from him, has
been in mistake, because those who know
him best will not accuse him of religious
bigotry. It is well-known that loyalty is
like religion, it comes by conviction, not by
coercion. Why should parties in this coun-
try be coerced to speak and act as certain
classes speak and act ? Under the British
system of government it is well-known that
freedom of speech and freedom of discus-
sion are looked on as almost a religious duty.
I am very much displeased to see a certain
class of men strain every nerve for poli-



[FEBRUARY 8, 1900]

tical purposes, to brand their opponents
with disloyalty and other crimes in this Do-
minion at present. This may succeed for a
time, but it is poor statesmanship in a
country like ours where we desire our people
to remain and encourage others to come
amongst us. There is another considera-
tion it is well to bear in mind, and that is,
that under British law, where freedom of
speech and discussion  is authorized, cer-
tain men claim all this freedom for them-
selves and attempt to dictate to others
what they shall say and think in discussing
public questions. 1s this not true? Do
we not find that certain parties in the pre-
sent cabinet are assailed and pronounced
disloyal because they happen to have indi-
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“in their loud talk. I do not hope that we
debate our subjects for the benefit of the
‘country and do to others as we would have
;others do to us. This calling of hard
inames generates hatred that true patriots
-shudder at, because they believe that a
T:house, or a country divided against itself
. will come to grief. We want no hatred in
:this Dominion. We want to be a united
'people, to feel that we are all Canadians,
‘true to our flag and true to our country,
;and whilst those hatreds are fostered for
éDolitical purposes we will never have that
1true loyalty and confidence in our future
" that people in this new country should have
‘and will have if we are only guided by such
' statesmen as will put their foot down on

vidual opinions upon political questions ? such meanness—because, after all, if there
Why should not men have that liberty in'is anything mean it is exciting religious
this country that the British government. higotry. Gentlemen who are educated never
give to all their subjects, freedom of oPiN-  think of exciting bigotry ; it is only a class
ion and the right to publie discussion ? We% of men whom I might call an inferior class
may differ in opinion on details and still i _men who pander to societies and little
unite on one grand object, and in this case: cliques. Our present government is a dif-

it is to support the mother country in her
difficulties. It has been claimed by some
that the government did not act promptly
in offering assistance in sending a contin-
gent.
front as soon as there was a declaration
of war against Britain. Our mayor called
a meeting of citizens at which all rallied
and a contribution was made and a gua-
rantee given to our first contingent, that
for six months—because at that time we
thought the war was going to be a picnie,
and that no serious fighting would take
place and that our men would be back in
six months—we guaranteed that each one of
them should receive fifty cents a day. That
is what we did as citizens. I mention this
to show that there is loyalty everywhere
in this country. All our people are loyal
Ido not think it is fair to accuse any one of
disloyalty. It is comtemptible to raise such
a cry against an opponent that you are unfit
to meet in any other way, thus forgetting
what a gerat authority once said of such
cheap loyalty. ‘ILoyalty ! loyalty I’ he said,
‘the last refuge of political scoundrels.’
Try those men and where is their loyalty.
I know many of them have been running
round the country with this loyalty cry
in their mouths, but they would not enlist
to go to the front. Their loyalty consists

In St. John I think we were to the;

ferent class of men. I say that a certain
| gentleman laboured to make it appear that
‘Catholics are not represented. I do not
iclaim to be a religious man, and do not
speak for any church or denomination, but
I know that if the Catholics felt aggrieved,
I would bave heard it. I never heard a
complaining voice. T believe, on the con-
trary, the Catholics are well pleased. They
are not unreasonable. It does not follow
that because a few demagogues who want
positions are dissatisfied, that the rest of
the Catholics are.

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

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

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—By whom ?

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

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

Hon. Mr. DEVER—The hon. gentleman
and his associatés. They were always
floundering in deficits of three or four mil-
lions, and now their cry is that the duties
are higher, although the government has
largely taken off the duty on raw material.
They say the manufacturers are the ouly
persons who receive the benefit, and that
prices are higher, instead of lower, after
the duty is taken off the raw material.
That is not very logical. They conceal the
fact that prices of goods have advanced
from 10 to 40 per cent in England and the
United States, especially cordage, iron, &c.,
whilst business of all descriptions is boom-
ing in Canada. May I not say, with a large
measure of gratitude, that much of the lat-
ter is caused by our wise government,
which is looked upon by the people as being
anxious for the peace and prosperity of all
classes in Canada ? I make this statement

in contrast with the declarations 1 have.

heard so often, that this government have
done nothing since they came into power.
I answer: Have they not finished the
canals ? Iave they not extended the In-
tercolonial Railway into Montreal 7 Have
they not built elevators for grain at
Halifax ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Hear, hear.

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

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudidre)
—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—That is a bitter pill
for some hon. gentlemen. The fact is that
the government have done everything that
men could do, and have placed Canada, in

Hon. Mr. DEVER.

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The hon. gentle-

man’s place would be better on the other
side.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—Another hon. gentle-
man had the audacity to say that the gov-
ernment were very slow in sending the con-
tingent. I say that good statesmen should
proceed cautiously in such a matter. The
people can see plainly that, instead of being
a4 despotic government, taking the people
by the throat and compelling them to do
things without due consideration, they did
as statesmen should do, and waited until
they saw that the country was ripe for the
sending of a contingent to South Africa.
They also waited with patience, notwith-
standing the taunts, and I might say, im-
pertinence, of their enemies, until they were
apprised by the mother country of the
proper time and condition under which that
contingent should be sent, and when they
did act, they had a full knowledge of all the
surrounding circumstances, and they had
the country at their back, there being a
general feeling of loyalty all over this coun-
try, so that they had the country to sustain
them in this action, which they had not a
legal right to take, from the best informa-
tion I can get. They felt they had the
confidence of the country, and, as states-
men, they carried the will of the people
into execution. This is the trouble now
with hon. gentlemen on the other side of
the House. They are sorry that the gov-
ernment did not make a great mistake, and
sorry that they did not act as despots, and
take the people by the throat, doing what-
ever they elected to do because they felt
that they were a goverhment and that no-
body dare oppose them afterwards. The
fact is that they did the right thing, and
sent the contingent at the proper time. It
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is my opinion that the country is satisfied,
and my hon. friends know it. They may
hark, and bark, and talk, but the fact now
is that they are left behind.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Hear, hear.

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I hope
not.

Hon, Mr. DEVER—We have two or three
Scotchmen, but we have no cause to look
upon them as disloyal, because they class
themselves as Scotchmen. Mr. Tarte is
not a Dutchman. It would be a falsehood
for him to state that he was an Hnglish-
man. The whole British element is compos-
ed of aggregations of nationalities. We
have Irish, Scotch and English. We have
India now, and we are going to have South

6

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

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—He is not disquali-
fied.

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

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

Hon. Mr. DEVER~—They say that Mr.
Tarte is not all that Canada might expect.
TFor my part, I do not know much about
Mr. Tarte.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—We can see that.

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I have no objection to
Scotchmen. 1 look upon these attacks as
an effort to injure the cabinet—a cabinet
which has the confidence of the country,
because the country believes they are hon-
est men, anxious to promote the well-being
of people of all classes, without distinction
of creed. Therefore, I think it behooves
every man who looks upon our ministers as
men of that class, not to allow false ac-
cusations to go abroad, but to put their veto
on them, and to denounce the men who are
making the accusations. I felt it was my
duty to express my views on this occasion.
I am aware that senators have probably
made up their minds, and what I have said
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may notamount to much, but it is better
that we should let the country know that
certain parties who raise these racial feel-
ings are not liked, and are not going to run
this country.

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

The motion was agreed to and the Senate
adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, February 9, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRrAYERS.
BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (A) * An Act for the relief of Edwin
James Cox.’—(Mr. Lougheed).

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION POSTPONED.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved :

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

He said : It did not occur to me that the
Wednesday following the day on which we
would meet after this adjournment is Ash
Wednesday, and therefore a legal holiday.
With the consent of the House I would ask
to be permitted to substitute Thursday the
first day of March for the date mentioned
in my motion and we could meet at three
o'clock. 'The only time we will lose will be
Tuesday evening after eight o’clock.

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

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Of course there would
not be an adjournment until the debate was
concluded.

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

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

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

The motion was allowed to stand.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Before the orders of
the day are called, 1 ask permission to
make a personal explanation. On looking
at the report of the speech which I made in
the House the other day, I find that I used
the following language :

It is a rather singular thing that the despatch
which the hon. leader of the opposition seat
from Nova Scotia to the Premier was published
in the Montreal °‘Star’ some days before the
Premier received it. That is not the way in
which gentlemen deal with each other either in
public or in private life.

Then in reply to another hon. gentleman
I said :

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

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

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

Now, hon. gentlemen if I had mot used
these last words I should not trouble the
House with this explanation. It appears that
1 did not know exactly the whole whereof
1 spoke, although I thought I did, and for
that reason I ask to be allowed to explain
and correct. The hon. leader of the opposi-
tion made a speech in Yarmouth, N.S., in
which he used this language :

I am going to tell you a secret, that is except
that it is known to the telegraph operator: I
to-day took the responsibility, with full knowl-
edge of what that responsibility means, of tele-

graphing to the Premier of Canada the hope that
he would offer to send to South Africa a body
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of volunteers, aund assuring him that such a
project would not only have my support, but I
believed that of the people of all parts of Can-
ada. !

I read from the Montreal Star of the 6th
of October. It became known shortly after-
wards that this despatch had not reached
the Premier of Canada, and some people in
Halifax were uncharitable enough to say
that such a despatch had not been sent to
the Premier. [ et a gentleman who gave
1we to understand that he knew from the
best authority—he did not give me the au-
thority, but I gathered from the way he
spoke that he had it from some one about
the telegraph office—that Sir Charles Tup-
per had sent a despatch to the Premier at
the same time that he sent the despatch to
the Ster ; and he spoke, not in an unfriend-
1y spirit to Sir Charles Tupper, but to show
that the feeling which existed amongst cer-
tain persons in Halifax, that no despatch
liad been sent to Sir Wilfrid Laurier wuas
not well founded ; and consequently he was
speaking rather as a friend of Sir Charles
Tupper. I gave the statement as it was
made to me by that gentleman. I have every
reason to believe that he spoke with author-
ity. Consequently, I spoke in that sense.
Now I find that the despatch does not ap-
pear in so many words in the Star, but ap-
pears in a report of the speech; and I
think that it is only right that I should
wake this explanation. Of course my reflec-
tion * that is mot the way in which gentle-
men deal with each other either in publie
or private life,” would not apply if the des-
patelr was sent by the correspondent of the
Star, as it would now appear. I think 1t
only right that having found that I had
made a mistake I shouald eorrect that mis-
take. It is not a matter of very much cou-
scquence. I think that those members of the
House who have known me for many years
feel that I would not knowingly and wil-
fully misrepresent the most bitter political
opponent I might have; and I make this
explanation, partly for the benefit of hon,
gentlemen who have not been long in the
Senate, and partly in order to put the facts
before the public.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I may say that
was the view I tried to put before the House
when the hon. gentleman was speaking. I
was in Nova Scotia at the time.

63

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN THE
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I have a matter
whizh I wisih to bring to the notice of the
Senate before proceeding with the order of
the day. It is now a well-known fact that
the Senate is likely to adjourn for several
days, and I may not be able to bring up the
matter before the estimates are brought
down in the House of Commons. I there-
fore bring the matter of the administration
of justice in the North-west Territories be-
fore the notice of the government as repre-
sented in the Senate. I do not desire any
particular notoriety about this matter, and
therefore I have not put any notice upon
the order paper ; but I desire to eall atten-
tion to the facts as they exist and bring
them to the notice of the government. It is
a well-known fact that Eastern Assiniboia
is a very important district. It extends
about 120 miles east and west along the line
of the Canadian Pacific Railway and from
the international boundary to Saskatche-
wan. This district is settled almost all over,
and in every section of it there are settle-
ments of farmers or ranchers. It is one of
the most important agricultural districts re-
presented in parliament. It is a distriet that
has some large rivers in it. There is the
Souris River and Moose Mountain Creek in
the south. Itis also difficult to build bridges
across these streams. Then we have Qu'Ap-
pelle River, White Sand River, together with
many tributaries of these important streams
all requiring some considerable expenditure
on roads and bridges. The statement I am
gzoing to make is one which will startle
members, and even the ministers themselves,
and that is, that the geantleman who has re-
presented that district in the House of Com-
mwons during the past four sessions who has
had that distinguished honour, has mever
obtained from the government, has not seen
fit to give him one single dollar for his dis-
trict—I might go further to say not one dime
has De received in aid of a public work In
that whole district. The district would be
as well off without any representative what-
ever. I am sure if the government knew the
conditlons existing there, they would not
treat us in that way. Apart from the moneys
which he should have obtained for impor-
tant bridges and roads, it is a large judictal
district, and there are oaly two court-houses
in the whole of it—one at Moosomin and
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the other at Wolseley. In North Eastern As-
siniboia, Yorkton is the terminus of the
Manitoba and North-western Railway. I do
not hesitate to say that it is one of the most
important towns in the North-west Terri-
tories. It is one of the finest grazing districts
and the largest number of cattle are ship-
ped from that disirict with the exception of
Calgary.

Hon. Mr. MILIS—Six thousand head last
year.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY~I am glad that the
hon. Minister of Justice realizes the fact
that it is a very large cattle-exporting dis-
trict. The people in that district having
become satisfied that the country is going
to be a success, are investing their money
in solid structures. We have fine stores and
hotels constructed of brick, finished with all
the modern improvements necessary to
carry on the affairg of the town and distriet,
but we have no place to hold court. The
surroundings of the court and the manner
of administering justice have much to do
with the respect that is entertained for the
law. We have to hold court as circumstan-
ces permit. It is very desirable that there
should be a court-house and jail built at
that place. We have in Wolseley a court-
house with two cells where prisoners are
locked up. Before we had it, we did not
realize the importance of it, because prison-
ers were sent to Regina. Except in Wolse-
ley and Moosomin, when a person is drunk
and disorderly, the question is what are we
to do with him? Such offenders have often
to be let go, whereas if there was a jail or
place to confine them in, they would be pun-
ished. When a crime of a serious character
is committed, the offender is taken to Re-
gina. To bring a prisoner from Yorkton
round by railway to Regina and back again
to Yorkton to be tried, is very expensive;
therefore I hope that when the estimates
come down, the hon. minister will see that
there is a sufticient sum provided to build
a good court-house at Yorkton. The town
is becoming a very important centre. Then
again, take the southern portion of East
Assiniboia, where there are half a dozen very
important towns. The court is now held at
Oxbow. It has to be held in the school-
house or a public hall, and the same diffi-
culty occurs in the prosecution of criminals

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

there. An offender has to be taken to Re-
gina and kept there until the court meets,
when he is brought back to Oxbow. There-
fore, it is equally important that a court-
house should be built in the southern sec-
tion. 1 do not say where, but in one of the
principal towns would be a proper point.
Then, we have Whitewood, halfway be-
tween Wolseley and Moosomin. It is a very
important part of the western country. A
large section is tributary to Whitewood.
Cases are tried there, but there is mo place
to hold court but the school-house. A court-
house should have heen built years ago.
Then, we have the two Qu’Appelle’s and In-
dian Head, at one of which places a court-
house should be provided. I say that it is,

to my mind, a gross injustice to the mem-
ber representing the district that such a
state of things should exist, because he has
been a faithful supporter of the govern-
ment, and I do not think the government
have treated him as he deserved. They
have not given him a farthing towards any
public building or to assist the people in any
way whatever. There was a little revote
of money that had been voted in the last par-
liament for the repairing of the court-house
in Moosomin, but what was revoted during
the first session of the present parliament.
That is all the money that has been ex-
pended in that district. I hope, before par-
liament meets again, there will be a suffi-
cient sum in the estimates to provide the

| conveniences I have described ; if not, it will

militate against the government very much
indeed. 1 do not desire to make any poli-
tical capital out of this. If I did, I would
have put a notice on the paper, but I thought
it my duty to call the attention of the gov-
ernment to it in this way, because I believe
they have a desire to do fairly to all dis-
tricts, when matters are brought properly
to their attention.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The question of estab-

lishing further court-houses in the North-
! west Territories has not escaped my atten-
| tion, nor of many parties in the North-west
| Territories, for they bring the matter under
| my notice. With regard to the court-house
' at Yorkton, I think that the settlement of
the country has made such progress as to
indicate that point in all probability as the
preferable location for a court-house in that
. section of the country, and I think there is

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

DELAYED RETURNS.
INQUIRY.

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Before the orders
of the day are called, I wish to direct the
attention of the hon. leader of the House
again to this question of returns called for
last year with regard to the supply of ofl
for the Iantercolonial. 'On July 12 last, I
made certain inquiries_of the government
with regard to this oil question, and my
hon. friend gave certain answers. To three
of the most important of those inquiries, he
gave us an answer that they were too vol-
uminous, and could not be brought down
without a motion for a return. Acting on
that suggestion, I moved somewhat later,
for all these papers, and although I made
several applications during the remainder
of the session for these papers, and pressed
the government all I could to bave them
brought down, they were not forthcoming.
I called my hon. friend’s attentlon to it
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the other day, and knowing the urgency
with which I regarded this matter during
the last session, I am rather surprised that
we have not the papers by this time.

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

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

THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE CONCLUDED.

The order of the day being called—

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

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

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

I have not the good fortune, to be able to
speak or to have as good a knowledge of
the French language as I would iike.
However, I have tried, in some measure. to
remedy that deficiency by affording as
much opportunity as possible for members
of my own family, to acquire a knowledge
of that language, and I am very proud that
they are able not only to understand it but,
in some instances, to speak it witn some
accuracy and fluency. The hon. mover of
this address bears an honoured name in his
own province. We had heard of him be-
fore he came here. He comes to this House
adding additional lustre to an honourable
namesake in this House, and I might say it
gives me the very greatest possible pleasure
to meet in this chamber, a friend of earlier
days in the other House, the hon. seconder
of the address. He, too, bears an honoured
name in the great province of New Bruns-
wick, and 1 trust that he will be spared for
many years to give this chamber the benefit
of his counsel and advice in all matters of
state. The speech of His Excellency bris-
tles with important subjects, any one of
which should occupy, to do it anything like
Justice, the limits accorded to a speech of
moderate length. I have been spared the
necessity of attempting anything of that
kind by the speeches of the mover and sec-
onder of the address, followed by the able
speeches of the leader of the opposition and
the leader of the Senate, the hon. Minister
of Justice, who, in discussing this address,
has, as I think every hon. gentleman on both
sides of the House will admit, discussed it
in an able, fair and very wise manner. I
have listened with great interest to other
speeches that have followed, and I need
hardly say, hon. gentlemen, that personally,
I, as a rule, take more interest in a speech
of an hon. sepator whose sentiments and
thoughts upon public questions are not en-
tirely in accord with my own, because, I
like to examine them. I like, in the words
of scripture, to prove all things and to hold
fast that which is good. What prompted
me more particularly to say a few words
and to ask your indulgence for a short time
this afternoon was caused by some remarks
of the hon. senator from Monck. I do not
see him present. He is an old and warm
personal friend of mine. Hon. gentlemen -
will recollect his speech on this address.
What I say is said in all kindness, and it is
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because he is an honourable man and I
highly respect him, that I feel called upon
to give as much attention to his remarks,
as I shall crave the privilege of doing this
afternoon. That hon. senator, on rising,
asked the question—I think he repeated it
twice or thrice—what has the present gov-
ernment done for this country ? That ques-
tion is a very serious onme. But without
giving the opportunity to some one who
supposed the government had done some-
thing for this country, he assumed the res-
ponsibility of answering it himself. And
what was his reply ? ‘ Nothing—absolutely
nothing.’ That is a pretty serious position
for any hon. senator to take, but the seri-
ousness of that answer did not rest with the
hon. senator who gave it. I was particular
to observe that his answer seemed to meet
with the sympathy and approbation of a
large number in this House. It occurred to
me, therefore, that I might probably spend
a few minutes, and I shall perhaps occupy
that time in trying to answer that question.
I am doing so upon my own responsibility,
and of my own motion, because if the
answer which he gave to his own question
be true, I do not want to stay here another
hour. No government has a right to hold
power in this country which does nothing
for the country. My position is that while
it was the hon. gentlemen’s privilege and
the gates were his to open, they are not
his to close, and I do not propose to allow
the hon. gentleman to ask the question and
answer it himself. I shall, in a feeble way,
endeavour to give an answer to that ques-
tion. I had supposed—and notwithstand-
ing the speech of the hon. senator, I still
suppose and believe—that this government
has done a great deal for this country, and
1 shall be surprised if the majority of sena-
tors are not of that opinion. I am speaking
now not as a supporter of the government,
which I am proud to say 1 am, so far as my
duties as an individual member in this
Chamber will allow me, but I am speaking
a8 a Canadian who tries to take an intelli-
gent interest in public affairs. May I ask
hon. genilemen to follow me for a few
minutes, and I will mention a few of the
things that I think will be considered
something which has been done for this
country. I have merely jotted down the
points that I wished to consider, not in any

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

Hon. Mr. as

protective.

FERGUSON—And nearly

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

Hor. Mr. FERGUSON—It is for
broken promises we blame them.

their

Hon. Mr. KERR—I never knew that the
present government promised to ruin any-
body. They have not done it at any rate.
I am looking at the consequences of what
they have done. I do not pretend to know
all their promises. So far as my memory
serves me, they have substantially redeem-
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ed the pledges which they gave to the peo-
ple of this country at the polls, and on which
the people endorsed them and sent them
into power. Now, there is first the prefer-
ential tariff ; second there is the readjust-
ment of the tariff relieving the burden
where the gall of high protection made the
shoulder sore, and mitigated any severities
which might have existed. All honour to
them for that. Another point to which
I shall invite the attention of the House is
the great reduction which was made in the
letter postage between this country and the
mother country and in our own Dominion.
That has been attended with the very best
results, and the government, particularly
the Postmaster General, are entitled to the
thanks of the people, and are receiving the
thanks of the British public for that wise
and judicious step. Is not that something ?
In regard to all these things I am told some-
times that that is nothing—that they could
be easily done. Yes, they could be easily
done, but they never were done until the
present administration did them. A great
many thought it was a very easy thing to
discover America, and it was simple, be-
cause Columbus discovered it first. There
are a great many of that kind of people
in this honourable Senate. Following the
preferential tariff, and almost next in order,
this government sent their talented Prime
Minister as the head of a delegation from
this great colony to Her Majesty’s jubilee,
and I think it is universally conceded that
he acquitted himself well upon that occa-
sion, and that every Canadian was proud
of the noble and dignified and able manner
in which he upheld the dignity and name of
this Dominion. I do not think it is dis-
paraging any one in public life to-day to say
that no other man in this Dominion could
have attracted the British public and done
so much for this colony in Great Britain as
was done by that delegation, led by the
hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier. I have mention-
ed four things this government have done.
My belief is that by these three things alone
the preferential tariff, the reduction in let-
ter postage, and the sending of our Premier
on that occasion to the jubilee, consider-
ing the results that followed., have donc
more to bring this Dominion before fhe Bri-
tish public than all that was done by all
the governments in the last twenty-five

Hon. Mr. KERR.

years. I do not wish to make an extrava-
gant statement, but I believe that that is
a fact. If it is not a fact, I do not wish it
to be recorded as a statement of fact.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Have it withdrawn.

Hon. Mr. KERR—No, I shall not with-
draw it. I have mentioned four things.
Then I think the government are entitled
to the thanks of the people of this country
for substantially settling the Manitoba
school question which was distracting the
minds of the people of this country and
was an irritating subject calculated to
work irreparable mischief as it was being
dealt with before it was taken up by the
present government.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—It is not a settle-
ment ; it is a surrender.

Hon. Mr. KERR—The hon. gentleman will
remember I used the expression ‘substan-
tial settlement.’ 1 do not suppose there
ever was a question yet—I do not suppose
there ever will be in your day or in mine
any question on which there are opposing
opinions settled to the perfect satisfaction
of both sides. There cannot be. It is not
in the nature of things. Both sides must
concede a little for the public good, and
that is what has been done in the settle-
ment of this Manitoba school question. That
is the fifth answer to my hon. friend.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—There is no settle-
ment at all.

Hon. Mr. KERR—I know the hon. gen-
tleman says so. Another guestion to which
I shall invite attention, and for which I
claim credit for the present government, is
that they have, during their tenure of office,
brought about a better state of feeling be-
tween all the provinces of this Dominion.
Will hon. gentlemen think that over ? I
claim that for them—that they have, by the
course which they have pursued, been in-
strumental in bringing about a better state
of things between the different provinces of
this Dowinion, and if they have, they are
entitled to great credit for it, and I pelieve
a large majority of the people of this Do-
minion think as I do on this question. I
know this at any rate, thav if I had thought
that that was not one of their aims, they
would not have had my support, for if I
have any mission in this world, it is to
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teach the doctrine that man is man’s
brother. I was early taught a creed which
has been a blessing to me through life;
in the first place‘to love God, and I say it
with the profoundest veneration and res-
pect, to honour my Queen and to love my
neighbour, and that is the course that I
want the present government to pursue
and the course which I think they have
substantially pursued. But the wave of
good will which they have largely been in-
strumental in setting in motion has not
embraced the several provinces only—I
claim that by the course they have pursued,
the present government have given sub-
stantial aid to the British government and
the British people in bringing about a more
friendly sentiment between Canada and
Great Britain and the United States. The
governinent is taunted with not getting re-

what we have not always had—I empha-
size it—in my opinion four years of wise,
honest, and salutary administration of pub-
lic affairs.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Honest !

Hon. Mr. KERR—Yes, honest ;
it, honest administration of our affairs.
Now that is a very important matter., Hon.
&gentlemen may think that these are only
i1the views of a tryo in this House, I admit
{the charge, but I will yield to no man in
ithis House, or out of it, in my devotion
‘to the best interests of this Dominion and
my attention to public affairs. Whether
a Conservative or Liberal administration
lis in power, that is what we want, a practi-
}cal, honest and wise administration, and I
“claim that for the last four years we have
'had that. These are only a few of many

I repeat

ciprocity with the United States, and that " answers that 1 might give to my hon.

much abused word is spoken of as though' frjend's question. 1 ask him in all fair-
it were a disgrace to use it. Why hon. gen-' pess in fairness to his own intelligence, in
tlemen 1 am a thorough bellever in reci- | fajrness to the government, in fairness to
procity. "the country, to consider these things, and pro-

o ‘nounce an unbiassed judgment upon them.

Hon. Mr. POWER—And prohibition too. fI want to call the attention of this Senate,
Hon. Mr. KERR—Yes, at the proper time,}\w'itll emphasis if I can, to the fact that
1 am a thorough believer in reciprocity and ' at no period in the history of Canada was
this country never was so prosperous, ex-: there a greater degree of happiness and
cept to-day, as when we had reciprocity, | prosperity than at the present moment.
but I would not have reciprocity at the! But you say the present government is not
expense of any compromise of principlei‘entitled to a particle of credit for that.
or interest which we hold, and we all know |1 do not know whether they are or not.
that the reason why that question was not!If they have acted honestly and done their
settled was that other and more important business well, that is all anybody can do;
questions which the commission or dele- but if you will not give them credit for the
gates properly considered the first ques- good times, I will ask you, if the times
tion to be settled—that is the Alaskan boun- - should hecome bad, not to charge it to them.
dary. and that that was a question which' I never took any stock in that silly way of
must be first settled as a coundition pre-%talking, giving the Conservatives or Liberal
cedent to taking up the other questions,  administration credit for making good times
and on that I think the Canadian people or making bad times; but I will go this
endorse their action. Not only has the far that any government, whether Liberal
circle of that wave widened and taken in the ‘ or Conservative, can by wise legislation and
whole of our provinces and the United ' wise administration do a great deal to help
States, but it has also widened and takenin good times or to hinder them, and that
the British Empire itself, so that in that re-‘is what I claim for the present government.
gard the government is entitled to thef\ﬂiat is the state of our country to-day ?
gratitude of this House, and these are some ' Ask any man who is in business,—do not
of my answers to the questions propounded . confine yourself to a man of one particular
and answered by my hon. friend, who does stripe of politics. I have asked men on both
not happen to be present. There is another : sides, being a professional man and not
point on which I claim credit for the pre-‘understandlng the laws and operation of
sent administration. They have given us “trade, and T have yet during the last three
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years to find one man who seems to be! Hon. Mr. PERLEY—The next election will

dissatisfied with the present state of things,
Prosperity prevails everywhere except in
the imagination of some of my hon. friends
here. This country has, so to speak, reach-
ed clearly the high-water mark of pros-
perity, and I trust we are all sufficiently
grateful for it, because my theory is that
while puny men can do a little, it is only
an overruling and a wise Providence that
can send us, in all its fulness, the great
blessings of a bountiful harvest, and of
the financial results that flow from it. Why,
hon. gentlemen, what is the state of things
at present ? At this moment, while we
are assembled in this chamber, there swells
from the broad bosom of this Dominion an
epic more sublime than Odyssey of Homer
and sweeter than the Aneid of Virgil, set to
the sweet music of happiness and peace, it
is sung by the busy hum of the Atlantic
cities, it is chanted by the loud whistle of
the proud iron horse and the gay boat song
of the St. Lawrence, it is caught up in vol-
ume and in glory by that province which
is growing up to the west of Ontario. and
which is ultimately destined to be, in my
view, the central province of this Dominion,
and it is re-echoed over beyond the Rocky
Mountains by the colony that is growing
up upon the shores of the broad Pacific.
That is what I think of Canada to-day.
The words come to me just at the moment,
can I not truthfully say with the poet
that :

Every prospect pleases and only man is vile.

Hon. 'Mr. PRIMROSE—Liberal
Conservative man?

man or

Hon. Mr. KERR—Both. And everybody
seems to be contented except the hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. 1 do not like to call any
hon. gentleman in opposition. I would like
to have you all on one side, Iam of a kindly,
sensitive and sympathetic nature, and the
object of my speech will be obtained if I can
get you all to think as T do, but I am con-
fronted by that other thing that ‘a man con-
vinced against his will is of the same opinion
still.”
in what will result after I have resumed my
seat. My friends of the opposition, I am
sorry for you if you will not be happy.
Everybody else is happy.

Hon. Mr. KERR.

I have no doubt that will be verified

change your feelings.

Hon. Mr. KERR—Some ‘of my friends in
the opposition remind me of Rachael weep-
ing for her children and refusing to be com
forted. Although you have in a sense lost
your children for a time, you have lost office,
and you have lost offices, I almost feel good
natured enough, not 'quite, to come to your
rescue, but I could not give you back office,
or offices, it I would. I do not know, but I
rather think not if I could, at present.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Or any
other time.

Hon. Mr. KERR—Your case is one that I
have at heart, and I am sure I wish you all
well. There is one thing about it, you will
have to make up your minds to I am afraid :
you will have to act upon that text of scrip-
ture which has been of comfort to many a
wayfaring man and weary soul on his jour-
ney forward—learn in whatever state you
are therewith to be content. I would com-
mend that as a good sentiment—a sentiment
that I know has been practised by the Lib-
eral party for eighteen years. 1 commend
that sweet poem to you ‘ The Psalm of Life.’
It is beautiful reading too, and that senti-
ment seems to fit exactly your case. You
would get a great deal of comfort from it.
I know for the last eighteen years it was a
great comfort to me to learn to labour and
to wait. I should expect that if the present
government continued to, as the farmer said
about his sons, behave as well in future as
they have in the past, that they will have a
pretty long lease of power. I think we had
better all make up our minds to that. I
should be glad if I could hold out a ray of
hope, but I am sorry to say that I cannot
hold out one ray, so that after all it just
comes back to this, you will have therewith
to be content. Your time will come. All
things come to those who wait, if they wait
long enough. I now come to the oversha-
dowing part of the speech from the Throne.
I will be brief upon that point, because the
leaders in this House, and others have made
very able speeches upon it, and I could not
hope to add anything that would interest or
be of profit to you, except one thing, the
great credit that I am going to give now,
the overshadowing credit to this govern-
ment that they have been instrumental in
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sending two noble contingents to the aid of ; —perhaps it would not be proper—the leader
the mother country when she Is in a mighty | of the opposition will tell me whether it is
struggle with her enemy in South Africa. | proper,and ifIfollow his example, I would
And they are giving their sympathy and ac- ;

tive aid and support to the raising and send-
ing of a third contingent, and I would just
like to say in regard to that third contingent,
raised and equipped and the expense borne
by a private individual is greater than I can
really estimate. I do not know—some hon.
gentleman may know, but I know nothing
in ancient or modern history that will com-
pare with the action of Lord Strathcona in
that matter.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—Was he appointed by
the Conservatives or by the Liberals as High
Commissioner ?

Hon. Mr. KERR—I come now to the cru-
cial point of the case. I am told, suppose
the government had done fairly well up to
the present, their conduct in regard to the
sending of the Canadian contingents is cen-
surable. By their laches and delays and
want of alacrity they have not shown them-
selves the right men in the right place.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—That is where the
Liberals have learned to labour and to wait.

Hon. Mr. KERR—I was struck with the
boldness of the utterance of my very es-
teemed friend the senator from Victoria, an
hon. gentleman whom I highly esteem, an
hon. senator with whom I have had the pri-
vilege of being acquainted for a great num-
ber of years. There is one thing about the
opposition in this House, they certainly are
pretty bold in their statements, and my hon.
friend from Victoria was no exception {o
that. He made this broad, sweeping state-
ment, that he did not believe the Premier or
Mr. Tarte would have sent these contingents
unless they were forced by pablic opinion.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Do you think they
would ?

Hon. Mr. KERR—My answer to that is
this : they had no right to send a contin-
gent until public opinion was sufficiently de-
veloped to take the place of the authority
of parliament. *

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—We are
agreed on that point.

Hon. Mr. KERR-—Then, I will not argue
any more, if we are agreed. I do not know

not be censurable, but there is no part of
the administration that I would be more
happy to defend before the electorate of
this country than their course in this
matter. I am not as. old a parlia-
mentarian as some hon. gentlemen, but I
claim that I am a deligent student of
constitutional and monarchical institutions,
the best in my opinion, that the human
mind has been able to evolve from the wis-
dom of ages, and I read that no government
is authorized to take such an important step.
the expenditure of so large an amount of
money, without the authority of parliament,
or the authority of the people clearly and
unmistakably put forth, and I contend that.
as soon as that was given, they acted, and
if they had acted one minute before they
were satisfied on the point, they would have
acted prematurely. I am satisfied that if
Sir John Macdonald, of whom I was a life-
long admirer, though differing from him in
his political views, had been the leader of the
government at that time, that he would not
have acted earlier than the present govern-
ment did. I believe, if my hon. friend, who
has led the government of this country, and
who, for ought I know, may lead it again,
had been at the head of that government,
knowing his prudence, knowing his caution,
he would have taken care not to have acted
hastily ; he would have acted on the advice
given by that great English commoner who
said that any statesman, any man having
the responsibilities of office upon his shoul-
ders, must think wisely and well, must think
not only for the present, but for the years
that are to come. I contend that that is the
course the present government has taken.
1 wish to repeat, that if the Right Hon. Sir
John Macdonald, who perhaps, taken all in
all, was the greatest Canadian of his day,
were at the head of the government, he
would not have acted otherwise. I venture
to say that if the hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House were in power at
the time, they would not have acted other-
wise than the present government did in the
way of moving cautiously and slowly, and
in accordance with the opinions of the Bri-
tish government, which they are bound to
consult. It appears that the opposition in
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this House and a few people in the country
seem to take a different view, but I am glad
to know that in my part of the country the
great bulk of the people, not only Liberals,
but Conservatives, think that the govern-
ment acted as soon as puhlic opinion was
sufficiently developed to entitle them to act,
and they need have no fear of that night-
mare of which my hon. friend spoke so elo-
quently yesterday. I am a member of the
Liberal party. That nightmare has not
visited me yet. A great deal is endeavoured
to be made out of these despatches. I mever
in a court of law, or this higher court of
parliament, shall waste my time and ener-
gies, so to speak, in tweedle-de-dum or
tweedle-de-dee. 1 shall take the situation
substantially and deal with it. Perhaps the
order of these despatches is very important,
perhaps it is vital to the proper decision of
the question. I do not know whether it is or
not. I have had them on my desk, but I
have not felt that that way a crucial point.
The crucial point is, did the government
honestly wait for the development of public
opinion ? We have no reason to think that
they did not. They have acted and shown
that in regard to the militia of this great
Dominion, they were in a state of prepared-
ness that astonished the people of Great
Britain? In many respects they were ahead
of Great Britain itself. But I want to bring
this matter to the attention of the Senate.
The British people, having the weighty re-
sponsibility of this war on their hands, are
thoroughly satisfied, not only with the loyal-
ty of Canada, about which there can be no
question, and their responding with alacrity
to the call, but they are satisfied with the
conduct of the government in this whole
matter, and have said so through their Col-
onial Secretary. However much I might
desire to have some hon. gentlemen in this
Chamber satisfied, they will not think me
unkind or uncharitable or invidious, if I
say that I would prefer to have the British
government and the British people satisfied
with what the administration of this Domin-
ion have done in this matter, than to have
the endorsation and approval of some of my
hon. friends. I think it is more important
and the best endorsement they can have.
The British Empire is at war with the Boer
republics in South Africa. We had this
matter before us last session, I think in the
Hon. Mr. KERR.

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

nity and ability, is in distant Africa defend- -
ing the mother country. We find perhaps '

others in this House who have sons there,
and we know some members of the govern-
ment have sons in South Africa. My prayer
is that a kind angel may spread its wings
over them, and, if it be the will of Provi-

dence, bring them back in safety to their
parents. They have done as the Spartan
mother said to her son when he was start-
ing to war, ‘Bear-this shield back or be
borne back upon it’ That seems to be the
spirit in which our young men have gone to
war. Their faith has been equal in some in-
stances to that of Abraham, who was pre-
pared to sacrifice his only son, so great was
his faith. I think I see in the near future
an early and a glorious termination of that
war, and that Great Britain will conquer,
and that the blessings of British institutions
will be early planted in that country. I
think that the poor Boer rifieman feels it
already—that the beginning of the end is
coming. His song is:

But now from snow-swept Canada, from India’s

torrid plains,
From lone Australian outposts hither led,

Obeying their commando, as they heard the

bugle’s strains,
The men in brown have joined the men in red.

They come to find the colours at Majuba left
and lost,
They come to pay us back the debt they owed;
And I hear new voices lifted, and I see strange
colours tossed, )
'Mid the rooi-baatje (red coats) singing on the
road.

The poor, unfortunate Boer meets the vie-
torious march of the British and Canadian
heroes, and he says:

The old, old faiths must falter, the old, old
creeds must fail—
I hear it in that distant murmur low—

The old, old order changes and ’tis vain for us.
to rail.

The great world does not want us—we must go.

- And veldt, and spruit, and kopje to the stranger
will belong,

No more to trek before him we shall load.

Too well, too well I know it, for I hear it in
the song

{ Ot the rooi-baatje singing on the road.

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

in the world there be many nations, and there
gathers round every throne

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

As long as the winds are tameless—as long as
the waves are salt.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Before the debate closes
I should like to make some observations on
a subject which has been very prominent
in this debate, and to correct misstatements
that have been made by honourable gentle-
men who have spoken on that subject, mis-
statements which, I am quite sure, have been
made inadvertently without proper inquiry
into the facts, and they have formed a basis
for a very unfair and unjustifiable charge
against the administration. It is alleged
that the administration has not responded to
the public sentiment of Canada with the
alacrity which the loyalty of the people of
Canada fairly demanded. My hon. friend
from Richmond (Mr. Miller) spoke very
strongly in denunciation of the administra-
tion. In the early part of his speech I lis-
tened with very great pleasure, as 1 am sure
every hon. gentleman did, to his eloguent
dissertation on the great advantage of Im-
perial unity. Instead of giving any credit
to the administration for having favoured
that sentiment, the hon. gentleman, on the
contrary, found fault with the course they
had taken and with, I may say, every act of
the present administration. Now, I claim
that this government is largely entitled to
credit for the sentiment of Imperial unity.
Imperial federation was started about
fifteen years ago in Canada and in England
by a few enthusiastic men on both sides of
the Atlantic. Mr. McNeill, in the other
House, was one of the prominent figures in
Canada, with the late D'Alton McCarthy

Hon. Mr. KERR.

and others, and they usually had a banquet
once a year in which they exchanged com-
pliments with their friends on the other side
of the Atlantic, but nothing whatever came
of it. It died of inanition about three or
four years ago, before the change of gov-
ernment took place. The stimulus which
created new life in the Imperial unity senti-
ment occurred in the month of June, 1897,
when the Premier of this country appeared
in the Queen’s procession on the ocecasion of
her jubilee. The presence there of the
French Canadian Premier gratified the pride
of the British people. They regarded it with
intense gratification that a French Canadian
should be the Premier of so important an
appendage of the British Crown as the Do-
minion of Canada. Another advance was
made in Imperial unity when the present
government passed the law giving a pre-
ference of 25 per cent to all importations of
British goods. I am quite aware that it is
the policy of the opposition to belittle that
offer, but the British public do not so regard
it. ‘They consider it as the only substantial
evidence that has ever been given by any
part of the empire in the direction of Im-
perial unity. That preference stands, and
is there to stay. If a change of government
took place to-morrow, it would not be re-
moved. The only changes that ever will
be made in it will be to increase it from
time to time until free trade within the
empire is reached. That may be a distant
day. It is not for me to foreshadow or
name the time. It depends entirely on cir-
cumstances that I need not now discuss, but
no one who is conversant with the British
public sentiment, can question the fact that
a very great stimulus has been given to the
cause of Imperial unity. Then, I maintain
that Canada’s attitude in sending 2,000 men
to assist the empire in South Africa has fur-
ther aided in the development of the feeling
in favour of Imperial unity, and so far from
Canada having been backward in raising
and sending out a contingent, T say that the
Dominion took an advance step, far beyond
any other part of the empire. Canada is the
only part of the British Empire that has
taken the responsibility, through its govern-
ment, of sending a force there without the
authority of parliament. Even in Great Bri-
tain, although the British government are
to-day very strong, commanding a very
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large majority of the House of Commons,
and although there was a strong British
sentiment when it was felt that the war was
really going to be a very serious one, yet

Lord Salisbury did not undertake to increase |

the British forces or take money from the
public treasury to largely increase the Im-
perial army without the authority of par-
liament, and so parliament was called on
October 17, to obtain the sanction of the re-
presentatives of the people for the prosecu-
tion of the war. Before that date, as hon.
gentlemen who have read the newspapers
and followed the course of events will re-
member, it was not believed that the war
would last many months. It was supposed
that President Kruger wnuld have given
way to the reasonable request for an en-
largement of the franchise.

It was generally thought by those persons
who closely followed the correspondence
during the months of July, August and
September, that some settlement would have
been reached, and hon. gentlemen are aware
that there was a division of opinion in an
important element of the British people
who differed from the policy adopted in
forcing the President of the Transvaal to
agree to the demands made at that time.
That element embraced public men who on
other questions held widely different views ;
several of them were Privy Councillors,
among those who criticised and dissented
from the action taken by Lord Salisbury’s
government were Right Hon. Mr. Bryce,
Mr. Leonard Courtney, a Liberal-Unionist ;
Sir Edward Clarke, a leading Conservative ;
Sir William Harcourt, and while I do not
agree with the sentiments expressed by
those gentlemen, believing as I do that it
was ouly a matter of time when the crisis
had to come, and the sooner the better, yet
when such distinguished members of the
British House of Commons opposed the war
should not those of us who boast of our
Anglo-Saxon or Celtic origin be more toler-
ant and considerate in our judgment of the
opinions of Mr. Bourassa and others who
think that the authority of parliament
should have been obtained before raising
troops for service abroad ?

Reference has been made to the papers to
which I have called the attention of this
House. They will show that the British
government never dreamed, even ten days

{before the war began, that it was likely to
| culminate in the manner it did, nor did
"they in any way appreciate the magnitude
‘and strength of the Boer position. When
Sir Alfred Milner, a month. or two before,
asked for additional troops, the British
government sent 2,000 men, and when a
further appeal for more troops was made
in September, they ordered 5,000 men to be
sent from India, showing an absolute want
of appreciation of the condition of things in
South Africa, and when the circulars of
October 3 and 5 were sent to the colonies,
what did they suggest—only that each col-
ony should be fairly represented, ¢ but if the
force is to be fully utilized it must be limit-
ed to units which were to form part of
Imperial forces. The apportionment was

as follows :

From Queensland........ .......... 250
From New Zealand................. 200
From New South Wales............ 250
From Vietoria...... .........0vee 250
From South Australia.............. 125
From Canada...... ....cecveevvnnn. 500

1,575

Those units were to be absorbed into Bri-
tish regiments on arrival at the Cape. The
British government said in their despatches
that ‘infantry will be accepted, ignoring
the greater suitability of cavalry and artil-
lery. The proposal to receive a certain
proportion of volunteers from the different
colonies was limited to a comparatively
small force. Canada’s limit was 500 men,
the largest of any of the colonies, What
was our reply to the suggestion for four
units of 125 men each ? We said : No, we
decline to send units ; we will send a regi-
ment. We will double the number. Instead
of 500 men we offered 1,000, and as we
wanted to preserve the identity of Canada
in the force sent over we insisted on fur-
nishing a Canadian regiment. Finally the
British government agreed, and we sent &
regiment—not as originally intended, but
with the usual staff officers. At first it was
stipulated that only a major was to be sent.
We insisted on having a commanding offi-
cer, having surgeons, nurses and chaplains,
and equipping our contingent as a regiment
of the line, In nome of the other colonies
was that done. In view of those facts, how
little justification there is in the charges
made for political purposes by the Tory
press that the government acted in & half-
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hearted way in responding to the circular
despatch of October 4. In no other part of
the empire was equal earnestness shown in
promptly sending forward substantial aid to
the British forces in South Africa, and our
action has been warmly appreciated by Her
Majesty and the Imperial cabinet.

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

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

That was the position in Queensland,
which the hon. gentleman commends as
having made a generous offer, and which
it was said was prepared to send a con-
tingent at once to the front. What do we
find ? A vote came up. I do not know how
long the debate lasted, but it ended on Oc-
tober 19, and the motion was only carried
by a majority of 8. The vote stood : yeas,
38; pays, 29. (See No. 56 In correspond-
ence,) That is what Queensland did. That
government was obliged to get the approval
of parliament before they undertook any
expenditure of that kind, even for the small
force they proposed to send. That conting-’
ent only sailed on November 2, when our
contingent was well under way. Then,
take the case of New South Wales. The
offers were made on July 21, not by the
government of New South Wales, but
just in the same way that the offers of Can-
ada were made, by individuals; but it so
happened that in New South Wales the
offers were made through the government,
and so they appear in the blue-book. It is
well known that offers were made from
Canada in August and September—pro-
bably early in July. These offers were an-
swered with a polite acknowledgment,
stating that they were not required, but if
they should be required, they would be
notified. The Colonial Office had a very
vivid recollection of a former occasion
when volunteers were invited from the col-
onies, at the time of the Soudan trouble,
and they did not propose to be placed in
the position that they were then by prac-
tically getting a snub from the government
of Canada, and so they were exceedingly
cautious in answering those offers from
Canada. For the information of honour-
able gentlemen who are criticising the con-
duct of the present government, I will quote
Canada’s offer :

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

(Received )

Telegraphic.

February 12, 1885.—Government ready to sanc-
tion recruiting by Canada for service in Egypt
or elsewhere. Force should be specially en-
rolled from different parts of local battalions
under Imperial Army Discipline Act. Laurie
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preferable to Williams. I would suggest brigade
of three battalions (five hundred), each from
marine provinces, Old Canada and North-west.
Laurie might command brigade and Williams
one battalion. Melgurd would like to serve as
brigade-major ; entire cost would fall on Im-
perial Exchequer.

And what was the courteous reply of thei
‘War Office :

The offer of the government of New South
Wales, which has been accepted by Her Majesty’s
government, was to provide an organized for:e
fully equipped and ready for immediate service,
and the government of the Dominion will, ao
doubt, fully appreciate the difference between
the two offers as regards the use which could
be made of them by Her Majesty’s government,
and will not, Lord Hartington feels sure, con-
sider that in declining their patriotic offer for
the present, any undue preference has been
given to the colony of New South Wales.

The contrast between our action in Octo-
ber and the action of the very loyal Tory
government on a former, but similar occa-
sion, is too marked to need comment.

One of the offers for service in South
Africa was from Col. Hughes ; it was sent
to the War Office through His Excellency
the Governor General; no offers weat
through the government. A number of
offers went from the different provinces
from individuals, and they all got the same
answer that their services were not re-
quired, because up to the month of Octo-
ber the British government did not pro-
pose to accept any of the offers, not con-
sidering such aid was at all necessary. In
the first place, they underestimated the
strength of the Boer position, and, in the
second place, there was a further strong
opinion that there would be no war. Taking
New South Wales, as I have said, offers
from individuals were made in July. They
were simply placed on record. It may be
remembered that there was at Aldershot a
small detachment, some 25 men, Lancers
belonging to New South Wales. On Octo-
ber 7, they offered their services to the
British government as volunteers to join
one of the British cavalry regiments to go
to South Africa. The premier of New South
Wales was communicated with, and what
was his answer ? He would be very glad,
but he could not give his consent for the
volunteers then in England without getting
the approval of parliament. I refer hon.
gentlemen to despatch No. 24, dated Octo-
ber 7. Then, on October 11, before they

got the authority, they said they thought
-~
[

they could offer a battery if they got con-
sent, but the British government refused it.
8ee Nos. 20 and 50 of the correspondence.
The government so little appreciated the
magnitude of the war, even at that late
day they said they wanted infantry only. Of
course, a few days after that they discov-

’ered that cavalry or mounted infantry was

of the most value to the army, one to be on
the same place as the Boers in order that
they might move about as rapidly as the
Boers did. In New South Wales, before
they could do anything, they had to get a
vote of parliament, and the vote was car-
ried by 78 to 10.

I am quite sure, {f this question had come
before the ‘Canadian parliament, it would
have been a unapimous vote—there would
not have been a single man in either House
who would have hesitated for a moment to
support it, and that is the record of Canada
as compared with the Australasian colonies,
which have been quoted as showing a much
more loyal spirit than ‘Canada manifested,
and whose governments have been lauded to
the skies for their action as in marked con-
trast to the course taken by the government
of ‘Canada. In Queensland, before it was
carried even by 38 to 29, they had a three
days’ debate over it, so you can scarcely say
that the feeling in that colony, at all events,
was anything like the feeling that prevailed
in Canada. The New South Wales contin-
gent were to leave on October 30—I do not
know whether they got away on that date.
In New Zealand the House was in session on
September 28, and they sent a proposal to
forward a unit. On October 3 they got the
same circular which ‘Canada got, and ac-
cepted it. There was, I believe, some de-
bate in the House—I do not know whether
there was a division—and the contingent
saile@ nine days before the Canadian con-
tingent got off. The Canadian contingent
was the second to go, New Zealand’s being
the first. Hon. gentlemen will find {n No. 60
the date of the sailing. Now, coming to
Western Australia, parliament was in ses-
sion there in October, and on October 5 they
passed a resolution expressive of loyalty and
devotion, and sent the resolution to the Im-
perial government. A reply was received on
October 6, saying they would accept a unit.
However, there was another body which
was to be consulted—the other Chamber, and
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that Chamber, I do not know for what cause, '
did not pass the resolution until Qctober 17,
although it had passed the Lower House on

October 15. It passed, however, finally on

the 17th, and their contingent embarked on

November 5, just six days after the Can-

adian contingent. Tasmania offered on Oec-

tober 9 ; the offer was accepted on the 10th,
and the contingent sailed on November 5. !
Victoria’s offers were from volunteers in the

first instance, just as Col. Hughes and other |
Canadian officers volunteered. The answer
was in the usual formal way, that, if re-
quired, their services would be availed of. !
On July 9, public meetings were held in Vie-
toria, and resolutions were adopted, much
in the same spirit as the resolutions which
were offered in other colonies, expressing
loyalty to the empire, but without making
any specific offer. On October 11, a resolu-

tion was carried in both Houses to agree to
the terms suggested in the circular despatch
and send a contingent, and a contingent sail- .
ed on November 5. The Victoria, Tasmania,
New South Wales and West Australia con-
tingents all sailed on November 5. In South ‘
Australia the proposal was only approved in ;
the House on October 13, the same day that:
Canada sent its announcement that we:
would forward a contingent. The vote in
the legislative assembly stood 18 to 9 ; in the
legislative council it was a tie, and was only
carried in South Australia by the casting
vote of the president. That contingent sail-
ed on November 5. I think hon. gentlemen
who have made the statement that Canada
has disgraced itself, or that the government
of this country has not creditably performed
its duty, ought to withdraw the charge, be-
cause the Australasian governments were
taken as the standard of loyalty and patriot-
ism in their offers to aid the empire. Now,
what are the facts in reference to this de-
spatch? Some houn. gentlemen more than
hinted that Sir Wilfrid Laurier, when he
gave that interview to the Globe, was aware
of the despatch to which I have referred.
I have the original despatch here myself,
which any hon. gentleman can see. It is
addressed to the Administrator. His Excel-
lency the Governor General had left for
New York on the 30th, having accepted an
invitation from Sir Thomas Lipton to atteud
the races there, and he had one or two other
invitations, I believe, from the governor of
the state of New York. He left here on the

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

30th. He did not return until Sunday, the
8th of the following month, so he could not
be seen until Monday, November 9. In the
meantime, under the regulations, Lord Sey-
mour would be the Administrator., Perhaps
hon. gentlemen are aware that very often,
when the Governor is to be absent for only
a few days, the Administrator does not come
to Ottawa to be sworn in, but remains in
Halifax. In this case he came to Quebec,
and Mr. McGee was sent down to swear him,
after which the Administrator returned to
Halifax ; so that practically all that week
there was an interregnum. Hon. gentlemen
may also remember that Sir Wilfrid Laurier

‘had been invited to attend a great banquet at
:Chicago to meet President McKinley. There

was to be some celebration there, the open-
ing of some public building, and he had ge-
cepted an invitation to be there on the Sun-
day and the Monday—that would be the 8th,

- 9th and 10th—in Chicago, where he delivered

a very eloquent speech, as he always does.

. That despatch was not seen by any minister,

at all events, before the 5th. My hon. friend
the Minister of Justice was in British Col-
umbia. The Minister of Militla was also ab-
sent, I think in the lower provinces. Sir
Richard Cartwright was not here. It is
usual, being senior privy councillor, that the
duties, under such circumstances, devolve
on me. I did not see the despatch before the
Sth. It is marked from the Governor Gen-
eral’s Office, addressed to the Administrator,
telegram, October 4, and was marked ‘ Sent
to the Minister of Militia.’ I do not know
when it was sent to the Minister of Militia,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
Imperial despatch says it is dated 8rd.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I find
5.30 p. m.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Yes,
on the 3rd of the month,

it is dated

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

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It is
a copy, and I should judge that this copy
was made on the fourth, the original having
been received on the third, I do not think it
makes much difference. If the explanation
of the hon. gentleman be correct, and 1
have no right to dispute it, it would relieve
the Premier of the responsibility which I
had attached to him.

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL—The
only thing is the ministers were all out of
town at a very important time.

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

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

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

The governments of two colonies, Queens-
1&311(1 and New Zealand, have offered respectively,
C.

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

73

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
was after I had spoken.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I had not discovered
them before. I supposed that return was
complete or else I could have had them
printed. This was published at the time
in the newspapers. All the British govern-
ment would accept were from Queensland
250, New Zealand 200, New South Wales
250, Victoria 230, South Australia 125 and
Canada 500 men. All the others except
Canada conformed to the proposal and ac-
cepted the conditions. New Zealand offered
to pay the men. The I'mperial government
said ‘No, we think that all should be on
the same plane’ We knew the terms on
which the contingent would be accepted,
and it seemed rather a singular position if
we had said to the Imperial government :
‘We insist upon the men getting double
the pay of all the other men who are serv-
ing under the British flag in South Africa.’
Here was an army of 145,... men ; 143,
000 were being paid on one basis and
2,000 men on another basis. ‘We In-
sist upon our men getting double pay’
That, of course, would have destroyed
the esprit de corps which ought to exist
an army. It would have created a spirit of
jealousy. It would have been productive of
anything but satisfactory good feeling be-
tween all parts of the army, and therefore
what we said was, ‘We will make it up
when the men come back.’ They go in as
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part of the British army. We do not de-| man in either House who would object. The
sire that there should be any distinctlon'feeling in Canada is loyal. Canada recog-
while they are serving there, but we will nizes the high position she holds, and is
increase the pay to the level of the Cana-| ; not going to do anything to demean it. If
dian rates paid to the mounted police and i hon. gentlemen will look at the thanks sent

the cavalry regiments and the artmery,
which is double the pay of the Imperial
corps. We thought that was the fairest |

and most reasonable view to take of it, and | ;

was most satisfactory to the Imperial gov-
ernment. When the agitation was got up
in Canada that we were doing the sha.bby
thing in not paying, we telegraphed over to !
know if any of the colonies were departing
from the rule laid down by the War Office !
as to the pay, and we were advised that |
they were not. They were all on the same !
plane,
our part to say, ‘Oh, well, we will not al-i
low our men to go there on a shilling a day.
We are not satisfied with English pay and
will give Canadian pay.’
tructive of the good feeling that ought to
prevail in the army there. We propose to!
make up to the men, or to their families in
this country, the additional amount to
make their pay equal to the Canadian pay.
I think I have shown pretty clearly
that Canada does mot occupy the position
in which some 'hon. gentlemen have been
disposed to place her in order to have
a shot at the present government, but
we have acted really more promptly than
any other part of the empire., Canada is
the only part of the empire where the
government have felt that they +were
justified in acting on public opinion. I
have shown how the government of oue
of the colonies that I have mentioned made
the offer, based on public opinion, and the
opposition in the legislature said they had
no right to make the offer, and it had to be
debated from day to day, and they had to
send the humiliating answer that they
could not give the Imperial government a
reply at once.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That is in strik-
ing contrast to the conduet of the opposi-
tion in Canada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
is the best compliment the hon. gentleman
could pay us.

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

It would seem rather bumptious on

It seemed des-(

by the lmperial government and published
in the state papers, they will see that the
. language used to Canada is very different
from that used to other colonies. It is
much more heartfelt and earnest. There
are several messages from Mr., Chamber-
lain, messages from the government and
. from the Queen herself. There is an air
of sincerity in all the messages of thanks
that have been cabled to Canada, showing
Ithat Canada occuples an exceptionally
. good position. Canada’s action was prompt.
Hon. gentlemen say that we hesitated.
i Surely men ought to be judged by what
they did and not by what was sald about
them.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Or what they say
| themselves.

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

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Did not the hon.
Premier say to the Globe correspondent ?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That

has been the complaint for the last ten
years.

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

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-—Only one.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That only one car-
ried any grain.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—And
that shows that the representations which
were made were improper, because there
were sufficient British bottoms to do the
work.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, but the United
States carrying trade was not equal to what
was offered. The demand for iron ore was
so great that vessels refused to take the
grain. They refused to take a return cargo
of coal in order to save a few hours and
get back for another load of iron ore, which
paid them more than double, and the reason
of it was the great demand for iron in the
States,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELELL—We
will forgive the hon. gentleman Lecause the
Premier apologized.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I probably was the sin-
ner, because I made a report in favour of
it.

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
may have been right, but I think the pres-
sure was greater this year, and it did not
hurt anybody, because only one vessel load
was taken. Some hon. member has stated
that we deserved no credit for having forced
the canals through. I think we deserved
credit for that. Ifor many years the Conser-
vative party had been allowing the con-
tracts to be carried on as if they never in-
tended to finish the canals.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—ONL,
no.

Hon. Mr. S8COTT—I sent over to the De-
partment of Railways and Canals to know
when the contracts were given out for
the increased depth of the Welland Canal.
I find the increased depth to 13 feet was
given out when Alex. Mackenzie was Min-
ister of Public Works.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI—There
were contracts given before Sir Alexander
Mackenzie came into power, and he ecan-
celled them and advertised for others.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. 8COTT—The contracts for the
cutting of the Welland Canal to the depth
of 13 feet ran from April 6 to August 31,
1874. To the late Mr. Mackenzie is due the
credit of increasing the depth of the canal
system to 14 feet. The contracts for deepen-
ing the Welland Canal to 14 feet were given
out between September 25 and October 29,
1877. What was the use of deepening the
Welland Canal unless we had a correspond-
ing deepening of the St. L.awrence canals ?
The first contract on the St. Lawrence
canals was on September 24, 1892, That
was fifteen years after. All that time the
Welland Canal was useful only to the
United States vessels. They could go
through with 14 feet draught, but few Cana-
dian vessels went through, because they
could not get to Montreal. The contracts
for the Soulanges Canal were given out
from September, 1891, to May, 1892. When
the change of government took place it was
found that more than half the sections on
the Soulanges Canal were at a standstill,
and the government had to take out of the
hands of the contractors about six or seven
sections. Two of those sections belonged to
My, Stewart. He maintained that the gov-
ernment did not want to go on. The time
had passed for the completion, and it was
argued that In consequence of some case
decided in court that the contractors were
not bound to finish them except at their
leisure, and if I am not mistaken Stewart
stated, either in evidence or in giving an
explanation of why he had no rushed the
work, that the Minister of Railways and
Canals was not anxious to push it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In
answer to that, 1 can say—and I say it from

' my own personal knowledge—that the in-

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We had to cancel the
contracts on seven sections.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Mr. Osler put the ques-
tion to Mr. Haggart, ‘ Well, how did you put
it to him?’ and the answer was ‘I told him
that if it was any advantage to him to go
slowly that he could do so.’
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Here is the best evi-
dence. I find in the years 1894-5-6 the gov-
ernment expenditure was $7,738,000, and in
the years 1897-8-9 the expenditure was $9,-
455,000, nearly two millions more, expended
in the way of forcing the completion of the
canals in those years. As it is six o’clock I
will have to bring. my observations to a
close, After the explanation T have given 1
hope that the government will be relieved at
least of the charge of showing any disloyal-
ty to the empire. I think that we deserve
special credit, and had we not been making
preparations in advance of the time that cir-
cular letter was received, it would have been
absolutely impossible to have got together
the thousand men. There is no parallel to it
in any of the colonies. We did it quickly.
because we knew the people of Canada were
behind us ; all political parties approve of it.
I think with that acknowledgment the oppo-
sition ought to be reasonably fair and not
seek to deprecate our action. We claim no
credit ; we merely discharged a duty, but
we ought not to be accused of disloyalty be-
cause we did what we thought was our duty
and did it as rapidly as possible.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Who
charged the government with disloyalty?

Hon. Mr, SCOTT—I will not go into the

newspaper articles. I do not keep a scrap
book.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
extracts from a great many newspapers
upon that question, and I deny that charge
altogether.

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

AFTER RECESS.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I regret exceedingly
if I have been the instrument by which our
hon. Speaker has been prevented from leav-
ing the city this evening. Had I known
he desired to leave, I should not have at-

tempted to interpose to prevent him. With !

respect to the prosperity of the country,
we all know that the Dominion is prosper-
ous and has been prosperous. We have
been preaching that doctrine for a great
many years, and I am glad to find the
Liberal party at last concurring in that
opinion. The revenue of the country has
increased also proportionately with the busi-
ness, a very natural result, and I only hope
that the large expansion of revenue may
g0 to decrease our national debt. That
would be a source of satisfaction to the
citizens of this country. Hitherto, unfor-
tunately, we have not had an opportunity
of reducing that debt to any appreciable
extent, but now, with a large excess of rev-
enue over expenditure, it is nothing but
right to expect that there shall be a si ilar
reduction in the aggregate amount of the
public debt, unless the extravagance of the
government during the past year has more
than offset the increased revenue. The bal-
ance sheet at the end of the financial year
will show all these facts. and we will be
able to discover whether the amount receiv-
ed over and above the expenditure has been
properly applied to reducing the general
debt of the country. With reference to the
prevailing prosperity, these gentlemen seem
to take credit for everything that has oc-
curred, but in my opinion facts wil prove
that a great deal of it is due to the National
Policy which they have been obliged to
continue, knowing it is the only policy un-
der which the prosperity of the country
could be continued. Therefore, they ought
to divide the credit between the Conserva-
tive and the Liberal parties. My hon.
friend, the member for Cobourg (Hon. Mr.
Kerr) to-day, as is his custom, seemed to
think that everything was due to the rule
of the present government., He is entitled,
of course, to his opinion upon that point,
but he ought to have some consideration
for the opinions of other gentlemen who
may differ from him very aterially in
respect to this matter. He thinks, and very
properly, from his standpeint, that this is

reference to the speech from the Throne, so ' the best government that ever ruled the

much has already been said upon this sub-! destinies of Canada.

That may or may not

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

occaslon.

I take exception to some para-| will have an opportunity of deciding that
graphs of the speech, but as a whole, and | question,

and I mistake very much the

upon very many points, I certainly concur | sentiment of the country if they do not
with the sentiments therein expressed. With | disapprove of very many acts of the pres-
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ent government during their four years
tenure of office. However, that remains to
be seen. Coming in contact. as I do, with a
great wany of the people of this country, I
find there is a wide feeling of dissatisfac-
tion which certainly will nullify the opinion
of the gentlemen on the goverment benches
that we, on this side, are to remain in the
cold shades of opposition for the next eigh-
teen years. If makes very little difference
to me whether one party or another is in
power as long as they administer the affairs
of the country in a manner that will con-
duce to the best interests of the country,
and therefore, in my humble judgment, the
Dominion will be better governed, and has
heen better governed by the Conservative
party than it possibly can be by the Liberal
party. It is true the Reform government can
expend money to any extent ; that has been
their stock-in-trade, which may possibly
enable them to carry a certain number of
constituencies in the future; but the great
mass of the people of this country have
been erying out against the extravagant ex-
penditures of the present government. The
day of reckoning will shortly come, and my
predictions will be verified. The government
also take credit for the construction and
completion of the canals. That is an absurd
proposition. The canals were constructed a
great many years ago, and the work on the
enlargement of the canals which has been
in progress fcr years, has heen completed
this year. ['his government did not initiate
that policy. The work on the canals was
well advanced when the change of govern-
ment took place, and this government had
to complete the canals when they came into
office, to make them of any use to the coun-
try. With 14 feet of navigation in St. Law-
rence canals, I hope there will be a large in-
crease of trade. The people of the United
States are alarmed at what we are doing in
this country in improving our waterways.
They fear that we will necessarily absorb
a large portion of the transport trade which !
formerly went through United States chan-
nels. Practically that will be the result of
these improvements. The country has ex-
pended a large amount in the deepenlng1
of the canals, and it ought to be a!
source of congratulation to the people}
of this Dominion to know whether it}
has been a wise expenditure. and that§

the deeper waterway is sufficlent to|
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

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

The promoters of the project. or some of
them, are in the city, and I believe they in-
tend to have a coaference with the govern-
ment to ascertain if they will give them aid
to earry oui the work. It is going to shorten
the distance between the upper lakes and
the seaboard very much, and with the in-
creasing breadth of cultivated land in the
North-west. we will require all the facilities
we can obtain for the purpose of exporting
the great products of the country. I do not
dissent from the plan of the government in
encouraging immigration. T think it is desir-
able, and 1 hope they will carry it out so
that it will be a material benefit to that seec-
tion of the country. We all know the vast
extent of the North-west. With the land un-
settled it is perfectly useless, and the
sooner the government bring in settlers to
make that land what it ought to be, the bet-
ter it will be for the country. Whether the
immigrants who have recently been brought
into the conntry are the proper class or not,

'it is not for me to say. I have heard them

tavourably spoken of, amd I hope they will
turn out to he the proper class of people. We
cannot expect any great increase in the im-
migration from the British Isles, and we
must look to foreign countries for popula-
tion. The government are entitled to great
credit for encouraging increased settlement
in Canada. and I hope they will continue
with their system of immigration on a
large scale. I have touched on the principal
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points in the speech which require our con-
sideration. With respect to the preferential
tarift, it Is rather unfortunate that during
this last year, notwithstanding the prefer-
ence to British goods, our imports from the
United States have been largely in excess of
those from the British Islands. I did think
that this preferential tariff would have had
the effect of increasing the trade with Great
Britain and decreasing the trade with the
United States. It may have this effect in
future years. Our trade with the West In-
dies should be encouraged as much as possi-
ble. The only other subject which has been
agitating the public mind for some time is in
reference to the war in South Africa. In my
opinion, the government have not acted in
this matter in the manner which the im-
portance of the subject demands. They cer-
tainly did not act as speedily as the circum-
stances would seem to require. They have
tried very vigorously to defend their course.
The Minister of Justice and the Secretary of
State have tried to make us believe that
Canada did more than any other colony in
the empire. It seems extraordinary that one
Solitary hour should be lost in finding out
whether any constitutional difficulty could
arise in the matter. It seems to me very
extraordinary that the organ of the Minister
of Public Works declared in his paper in
Montreal at that time that nota dollar and
not a man should be sent to South Africa.
How do they reconcile that with what the
Minister of Justice has stated? By his spe-
cial pleading he seemed to indicate that
there was this difficulty, and it required
Some time to consider it, shielding himself
under the supposition that in 1885 Sir John
Macdonald found the same trouble in regard
to the war on the Nile, and could not approve
of sending a contingent to assist in that war.
The circumstances are not analogous. The
Minister of Justice last session delivered a
Wasterly speech in reference to the difficul-
Hes in South Africa. He convinced me at
thet time that war was inevitable. Know-
Ing as he must have known, that it was sure
to take place, should he not have made the
Decessary alterations in the Militia Act, if it
Tequired any alterations, to meet the emer-
Zency? That has not been explained. The
Minister of Public Works had determined,
as far as he could, to throw some discredit
?DOn the loyal men of this country, accord-

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

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—That was currently
reported in the cityv.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is absolutely untrue.

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

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

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I want to gvoid any
personality in this matter, I do not want to
say that any man was gullty. But I believe
the Minister of Public Works was the cause
of the trouble. I have a very strong opinion
on the matter, and nothing will eradicate
from my mind the impression that he has
caused all the trouble. I do not wish to de-
tract from the Premier, remembering the
position he took at the Queen’s Jubilee. I
think he discharged his duty in an admirable
manner, and I give him credit for what he
did on that oceasion to vindicate the hopour
of Canada. He did what any man would do
in performing his dutles in a dignified and
satisfactory manner, and therefore it would
be wrong to impute wrong motives to him.
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Something was said as to no allusion being
made to the exertions of the Militia Depart-
ment in sending the contingents. That
may be true, but there is one general feeling
in this country that the Minister of Militia
and his department did all they could
do for the purpose of accelerating the de-
parture of the volunteers. But at the same
time, while we must give Dr. Borden every
possible praise, we are also under a deep
debt of gratitude to those men who came
forward voluntarily and offered themselves,
leaving their homes and firesides for the
purpose of serving their Queen and their
country. Could anything be more patrio-
tic, could anything be more in unison with
the feelings of the people of this country
to show that we are loyal, and that it is a
libel of the worst kind to try by any side
wind to throw discredit on the people of
this country ? I do not think it lies in the
mouth of any man to say that these men
do not deserve the greatest praise from us.
Nearly three thousand men have been en-
rolled, but I believe if it were necessary
we could enrol 20,000 men in this country
to serve in any emergency in which Great
Britain might be involved.
and parcel of the empire, and it is our duty
to assist in every possible way in maintain-
ing the integrity of the empire. On many
occasions Britain has rendered aid to us.

- which he occupied before he left.
We are part.

hand a force of men sufficient to meet any
emergency that may arise, and I hope it
will have an effect in this country that we
are necessarily required to maintain a force
sufficient to meet any difficulty that might
occur. It has been rumoured that there
would be an attempted Fenian invasion,
taking advantage of the difficulties in the
Transvaal. I do not know whether it is
true or not, but the government should take
the matter into their serious consideration,
and make arrangements to garrison some of
our principal cities and towns. There is
another matter of very great importance in
connection with this subject. There is a
question as to whether these men should
be recompensed in a fair, honest and gen-
erous manner. My opinion is that they
ought to be liberally recompensed. 1 do

' not know that we can do too much to show

our appreciation of the course they have
pursued. We ought to act promptly in this
matter ; we should not be parsimonious or
seek to restrict them to the pittance allow-
ed by the Imperial government. Every man
should be placed in a position equal to that
I believe
that the commercial community generally

‘have guaranteed that upon the return of
‘these men from the Transvaal they shall

occupy the positions they had when they

. left. That is a fair offer, and I hope that

They never hesitated about sending troops
- Speaking of the munificent offer of Lord

to this country when they were needed.

They never asked whether this country :
would pay for them, or whether the country |

was prepared to receive them, but acted
voluntarily and promptly. I believe that
the people of the country will concur with

the government will act in the same way.

Strathcona, I think it deserves every com-
mendation. Not only should there be a vote
of this House and three cheers, as proposed

‘by the hon. gentleman from Viectoria, but

me in saying that in return we are willing '

to assist them in any measure to maintain
their rights. We regret the necessity for
this war. We all regret the loss of life and
the enormous expenditure, but principally
the loss of life. It has cut off the flower
of England, but we may depend upon it
that although it may be disastrous at the
present time, the result will be useful in the
future. It will show Great Britain that it
is necessary to maintain a sufficient force
to repel any action that may be taken
against them. Heretofore that fad of peace
at any price has been acted upon, but it
will no longer continue in the minds of
the British people. They should keep on
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

I

i there should be some public substantial

recognition of this generous and noble
action of Lord Strathcona. I hope that the
government will do something to immor-
talize the memory of this man for all time
to come. I do not know how that could be
done, whether it would be by a life-sized
oil painting of that distinguished gentle-
man, to be placed in every public building
in the country and in the halls of the var-
ious local legislatures. I do not know the
views of the government on this question,
but if it were put to a vote, I do not think
there would be one dissentient voice in the
whole Dominion of Canada in the carrying
out of a scheme of this kind for the pur-
pose I have mentioned.



(FEBRUARY 9, 1900]

107

I merely throw out the suggestion, not
knowing whether it will meet with favour

or not. I rose this afternoon for the purpose '

of showing my dissent from the course pur-
sued by the government in reference to the
organization of the contingent. I do this

as a loyal British subject and as a Cana- |

dian. I do not want my loyalty to be im-
pugned. It is the worst stigma a man can
have against his character that he is dis-
loyal to Queen and country. Thank God we

have heard enough to know that all men in

this Dominion, with very few exceptions,
are loyal. The speeches we
show me that the French Canadians, some
of whom have been spoken of as being dis-
loyal, have proved themselves to be, as I
have always believed them to be, as loyal
as any other people in this country. I am
pleased that on second thoughts the minis-
ters came to the conclusion that it was ne-
cessary to provide a second contingent, and
that there was some mode by which they
could act promptly. Certainly it was a
somersault of a very agreeable kind to me,
and was approved of throughout the coun-
try. If anything should be required in the
future of the same kind, I do not think they
ought to feel themselves under the neces-
sity of applying to parliament.

that might be undertaken by the govern-

ment for the purpose of assisting the Bri-
ish government in such an emergency as
they are involved in at the present time.
thought it was my duty, as a representative
of this part of the country, to show our

great appreciation of the efforts made by
the people to render the assistance so great-:
1y needed at the present time by the British -

government in South Africa. If they

8hould be successful, as I have no doubt
they will be, the effect will be that South '

Africa, under British rule, will become a
brosperous country. It seems to me, as a !
citizen, to be a most extraordinary thing
that all these preparations were going on}
from year to year in the Transvaal without'
England being aware of it. I do not wish |
to ecriticise the acts of British statesmen.i
It would be impertinence on my part to do
80, but I cannot help feeling that it was a '
very strange thing that preparations on a!
Scale of such magnitude could be made |

l

have heard

They may ;
rest assured that the loyal people of this:
country will readily approve of any measure .

1

© mous.

i
Cwithenr the knowledge of the British gov-
Eel'nment. However, we should do all we
can to assist Great Britain in any difficulty
- that may arise as long as we are part and
parcel of the empire, as I hope we shall be
for all time to coue. I hope to die a
British subject, true and loyal to British
connection. I hope the .government will
pay the men who have volunteered for ser-
vice in South Africa fairly and liberally,
rand do all they can to show their approval
of the course they have pursued in offering
to fight for the empire. Some of these men
may never return, but thanks to some pri-
vate parties in this country, provision has
- been made in the way of insurance on their
lives which will be some little compensation
| to the friends of any who may be killed in
‘action. The country ought to provide insur-
. ance for every man who has gone to fight
for this country. I do not think any man
! would dissent frow it, and all would unite
;,in supporting any such measure that may
| be introduced by the government. If any
‘ man comes forward and tries to persuade
' the people that our country is doing wrong
"in assisting the empire in this struggle,
| that man ought to be served as they served
! an agitator in Winnipeg the other day,
when they pelted him with rotten eggs. I
do not wish to impute any improper mo-
! tives, but the government made a terrible
mistake to have delayed one single moment
in offering assistance to the home govern-
ment. They claim that they required to
' know the opinion of the country. They
 could have obtained that opinion in three
days. They had it last session when a reso-
lution was passed in this parliament, and
' they could not have gone astray in any ac-

" tion they could have taken to render as-
sistance in such an emergency. The gov-
. ernment on several occasions tried to make

. it appear that there was no difference of
opinion amongst us—that they were unani-
That may be, but the evidence, to
my mind, is contrary to that. The evidence
was that there was a feeling by some par-

| ties that they would not be justified in mak-

ing this expenditure without the approval
of parliament. That may be all very weil
as a rule, but in a case of this extraordin-
ary character, an extraordinary remedy
was needed, and the people would have jus-



tified the government in doing what was
simply their solemn duty in defence of the
empire.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
should like to ask the leader of the govern-
ment if copies of government bills, to be
introduced in this Senate, particularly of
the Criminal Code, will be circulated to the
members in advance. 1 have already stated
the reasons why I think we should have it
done, and I must express some little sur-
prise that the minister, knowing that the
law had not been passed last session and
that it was the intention of the government
to introduce it again, did not have it printed
and laid before this House immediately
after we assembled. Of course we know it
has been the practice in past years, to at-
tribute to the opposition, not so much in
this House as in the other, factious opposi-
tion to measures of the government. There
they were held responsible for the delays
which had taken place in the transaction
of business. Now, we have been here nine
days. No business has been laid before this
House, nor, as far as I know, has any mea-
sure been introduced in the other House,
and for that reason I presume the Minister
of Justice thought he was justified in asking
the Senate to adjourn for some twenty days.
I hope in future, whatever n.easures are in-
tended to be introduced in the Senate for
our consideration, that we may have them
at the earliest possible moment and then,
while political questions are being discuss-
ed in the other House, we can be considering
the practical work of the session here. My
experience is, and I am sure my hon.
friend’s experience must have been also,
that measures of importance affecting
either the Criminal Code or the commercial
policy of the country, after having been
duly weighed and considered by the Senate,
have passed the lower House in a much
shorter period than those which were intro-
duced and counsidered first in the Commons.

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

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My
hon. friend was not here, and does not
know.

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

Hon., Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It is

not a snare.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I am quite ready to ad-
mit that, but it is the other thing which I
have mentioned. With regard to the Cri-
minal Code Bill, I have stated already that
the measure has to be considered by myself
and some of my colleagues. A measure of
this sort, no matter how carefully you have
considered it, will, during a period of twelve
months, have some changes proposed by
prosecuting attorneys, judges and other par-
ties who are experienced in its administra-
tion. The measure was very carefully con-
sidered in this House last year—the sub-
ject of the Criminal Code. There may not
be any changes of great importance, so far
as I am able to state at this moment, made
in the Bill as it will be submitted to this
House again. If I had brought it down,
it would be the only measure that would
be brought down at the present moment.
There are one or two other measures that I
purpose bringing before this House, but
they are very short. Last year I introduced
the parole system as applied to certain con-
victs in penitentiaries. We found, when
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!
we came to work it out, that it would be;
very desirable to extend that power to per- }
sons confined in the Central Prison and in
the jails as well, because at the present
time the only way we can let a young man
out of jail is by granting him a pardon,
whereas it would be most desirable to ex-
ercise a surveillance over him by granting
to him a reprieve by ticket-of-leave. Some-
times this has occurred during the past six
months, since we have been operating the
law. A number of young men become law-
less, and they continue their lawlessness un-
til they commit some criminal offence and
are tried and convicted. One amongst them
is a leader in the wrong-doing, and he gets
three years in the penitentiary. The others,
that are supposed to be led by him in the
mischief, are sent to the Central Prison.
Now, they are all offenders. There is a
want of control over them, and they are
not naturally of the crinmnal class. With
a little care and some supervision they may
form perhaps members of a law-abiding
community and become industrious persons,
that has occasionally occurred. We can
grant parole to the one who has been sent
to the penitentiary, but we cannot deal with
the others, except, it may be, by pardon,
and yet we do not feel altogether like par-
doning, and the one who is in the peniten-
tiary is let out on parole, and the others
feel it a great hardship that he should be
at large while they are in prison. So I pro-
Pose to amend the law by two or three sen-
tences extending that principle to these
cagses. My hon. friend will see that that
will not require fifteen minutes’ considera-
tion, and so it seemed to me, looking at the
fact that this House has nothing to do with
the consideration of the estimates, and
therefore requires less time for discharge
of the duties devolving upon it than does
the other Chamber, that I would be suffi-
ciently meeting the wishes of the members
of this House by submitting the measures
Droposed to be introduced. Now, so far as
the criminal code is concerned, I purpose
Qiscussing that with my colleagues. My :
hon. friend can well understand that after |
the assembling of the government at the |
cloge of the summer vacation, a very con-:
slderable time is required for dealing with |
the special estimates of the departments. '
204 on the present occasion we have had
Considerable addition to the work that de-'

volves upon us in council, by the subject
of these contingents. My hon. friend, hav-
ing been for a great many years a member
of the government, can understand that,
but I promise him that if I can succeed in
getting a Bill which is at present in the
printer’s hands reconsidered and reprinted
before the House meets again, I shall be
most happy to act upon the suggestion he
makes, and put it in the bhands of members
of this House, and of the other House, and
of a large number of the profession who are
interested in it.

The motion was agreed to.

LIEUT.-COL. HUGHES' SERVICES.
MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved :

That an humble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that
His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be 1aid
upon the Table of the Senate, copies of all com-
munications which have passed between the gov-
ernment of Canada and the British government in
reference to the offer of Lieutenant-Colocel
Samuel Hughes, M.P., to raise in Canada a
military corps for service in South Africa. Also,
copies of all communications, telegrams and
letters which have passed between the Domin-
jon government, the Major General, or any offi-
cer or official in the public service, and Lieuten-
ant-Colonel Samuel Hughes, in reference to the
proposal of the latter to raise a corps in Can-
ada for service in South Africa, or in connection
with the appointment of Lieutenant-Colonel
Hughes as an officer of the first, second or other
special service battalion ; together with a state-
ment ot the action taken thereon by the govern-
ment or by the Major-General.

He sald: My principal reason for moving
this resolution is in order that the people of
‘Canada may know really what the difficul-
ties are that have existed between these two
officers. A good deal of interest has been
taken in the matter, and every one knows
that Colonel Hughes is a very enthusfastic
volunteer, and that he was one of the first
who offered to raise a regiment to aid the
Imperial forces in the war in South Africa.
The interview between the Major-General
and a newspaper reporter has intensified the

| feeling in the country as to the treatment

which Colonel Hughes recelved. I do mot
desire to be understood as finding fault with
either one or the other. I know the enthu-
siasm of the one, and I have the highest re-
gard and respect for the Major-General as
a soldler, but I think in matters of this kind,
where a man has erred through enthusiasm
on behalf of his country, even a little breach
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of military discipline might, if not overlook-
ed, be treated less harshly probably than it
has ‘been treated in this instance. Of course
I cannot give a positive opinion on that ques-
tion, not knowing the facts, but having had
a little difficulty on one occasion with the
former Major-General, in which I was placed
under the ban, I have some little sympathy
for Colonel Hughes under the circumstances.
‘Whether I transgressed to the extent that he
did, I am not prepared to say just now, nor
to defend my own conduct at the time, or his
at the present time.

The motion was agreed to.

THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE
REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved :

That an humble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General; praying that
His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be
laid before the Senate :—

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

for Canada, leaving unchanged the numbers of
the members representing each province, was
passed by the House of Commons of Canada in
the session of 18:19. It has been rejected by the
Senate on the ground that it is not within the
constitutional competence of the parliament of
Canada to legislate altering the electoral divi-
sidns, save on the occasion of the decennial
proportionate readjustment of the representation
obligatory under the British ‘North America
Act, 1867, after each census.

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

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

As we have another Bill changing the elec-
toral division promised in the speech from
the Throne, and I see by the paper to-night,
was to have been introduced to-day, and I
believe of the exact character of the Bill of
last year, it is well that we should have this

-information in our possession before we

deal with the subject again.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend has it
now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
I want is the official statement. I am read-
ing this as the basis on which I make the
motion. I am not in a position to say that
that is a correct version of what was sub-
mitted to counsel. If I were to say that and
point out that it is not in accordance with
the fact, my hon. friend would say that he is
not responsible for a mnewspaper report.
Hence 1 should like to have the exact word-
ing of the submission which was made to
these counsel. There can be ng possible ob-
Jection to that. We are entitled to it, for
I presume these gentlemen did not give thelr
opinion on so important a question without
being pald for it, and we are entitled to
know who submitted the question, and under
what form it was submitted. What I want
is the official document, the submission and
the answer, and then we will know better
how to deal with the question when it is
brought before us.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have not officially sub-
mitted any such question for an opinion. I
never had the slightest doubt in my own
mind as to what our legal and constitutional
rights were. If any of my other colleagues
have, I will make inquirtes, and if we have
any such opinion from the parties I shall be
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ready to bring it down. I suppose the value 1 went carefully into it; otherwise they

of the opinion will depend upon the emin- ; might have gome off at half cock, as pro-

ence of the counsel, and nobody denies that ‘ fessionial men are very apt to do, to my

these are men standing in the very first rank i knowledge.

of lawyers in the United Kingdom. and N

their opinion will be, if they have given an i The motion was agreed to.
|

opinion, one the importance of which de-| HI[,LSBORO RIVER RAILWAY AND

pends upon their rank, and not upon the TRAFFIC BRIDGE.
party who may have made the inquiry. I .
suppose it will have just as much value if | MOTION.

|
obtained by a private party as though| Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved ;

obtained through an official channel 1IN | That an humble address be presented to His

Canada. Excellency the Governor General; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The | Senate, a copy of an agreement between the
h ) " fairl government of Canada and the provineial gov-
on. gentleman has put the case very fairly | ernment of Prince Edward Island in terms of
as far as he went, but it will not depend so thel Acg!hof éhe“Par“:m?nt of Can&dltl, 62-63 Vie-
. oria, apter 4; and also, copies of all corres-

much upon the eminence of the counsel Who | ;h 40,0 " hetween  the government of Canada,
gave the opinion as on the submigsion made | or any member or official thereof, and the pro-

. . . vineial govenment of Prince Edward Island
to them. If the submission was a false 0, e, regarding the construction of a railway and gen-
and they gave an opinion, then the opinion |eral traffic bridge over the Hillsborough River

would be valueless. If the case given to |at or near Charlottetown, P.E.L
these gentlemen were strictly in accordance | ‘he motion was agreed to.
with the facts, then the opinion would have
been valuable otherwise it would not. If DREDGING OF NEW LONDON
this extract which I have read gives the HARBOUR.

submission, then it is not correct.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Further, I think Hon Mr. FERGUSON rose to

legal gentlemen are agreed that an opinion Inutre if it is the intenti t tn .

y nquire s e ention o € governmen
that is not reasoned is not as valuable as to dredge the harbour of New London, P.E.I,
one that has been reasoned. during the coming summer?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The hon. gentleman | Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend will see
ftates the fact that a reasoned opinion is|that the answer to this will depend upon
more valuable than one that is not reasoned | the return to the last motion.
to the party who receives it, and who wants Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That is all the
to form a judgment on the propriety of the answer I may expect to get ?
opinion. I do not suppose my hon. friend . . .
will undertake to sit in judgment upon the | BHon. Mr. MILL3—That is all I can give
opinion given by Mr. Asquith, or Mr. Blake, | Util the evidence comes down.

Oor Mr. Haldane, and if they give an opinion The Senate adjourned.

Without the reasoning, it is not less author-
itative than if it were accompanied by the
Teasons. If my hon. friend wanted, as a

lawyer, to judge as to whether the opinion THE SENATE.
Was a proper one or not, then he would un-
dertake to examine into the reasons and try Otiawa, Thursday, March 1, 1900.

1o ascertaln whether he could answer it
satisfactorily to himself or mot. If mot, he ,'I;hek Speaker took the Chair at Three
Mmight acquiesce in it. It might convert him | ¢ ¢10¢%-

to their way of thinking, but the value of Prayers and routine proeeedlngs.

the opinion does not depend upon its being .
Teasoned. | BILLS INTRODUCED.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—It depends upon{ Bill (B) ‘An Act to amend the Act tt;
It Just 5o far as those who received the opin- | provide for the conditional libemtlolll o
lon will have evidence that these gentlemen | penitentiary convicts.’—(Homn. Mr. Mills).
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Bill (C) ‘An Act respecting the Supreme
Court of the North-west Territories.’—(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

DISALLOWANCE OF PROVINCIAL
ACTS.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved :

That an humble address be presented to His
BExcellency the Governor General ; praying that
His Exceilency will cause to be laid upon the
Table of the Senate, coples of all Orders in
Council disallowing Acts which had passed
by any of the legislatures of the provinces of
the Dominion, or by the legislative assembly
of the North-west Territory, since the first day
of August, 1896, together with all correspon-
dence in relation thereto ; also, coples of any
and all correspondence between the federal
and any of the provincial governments relating
to any suggestions of changes or amendments
to any local Act which may have been passed
by such local legislature, and the action taken
thereon.

He sai&: My reason for making this
motion is because so much discussion has
taken place on the subject of disallowance
that I think that it is but right to make
public the reasons why any of the Acts
of the provincial legislatures have been
disallowed, or, if any suggestions have
been made by the Minister of Justice,
or by any other member of the govern-
ment as to the amending of provincial
Acts which may be considered to be in con-
travention of the provisions of a federal
Act or an encroachment on the rights of the
Dominion parliament, the reasons for
disallowance should be laid before the
House in order that the public may know
what has been done, and the reasons for
disallowing Acts, or asking for amend-
ments if anything of the kind has taken
place.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have no objection
whatever to the motion of my hon. friend
opposite. It has been the practise every few
years to publish the reports of the Minister
of Justice on the subject of disallowance.
Of course, the duty devolves upon the Min-
ister of Justice, in this country, as it does
upon the Colonial Secretary, upon the advice
of the Law Officers in England, to deal with
the subject of provineial legislation within
the Dominion, and where a tocal legislature
has exceeded its powers there are three
courses that are adopted. One is the dis-
allowance of the Act; another 1s the amend-
ment of the Act in the particulars in which

it is objectionable; and, third, the Act is
allowed to go into operation notwithstanding
its objectionable features, leaving the law
courts to determine the question of ‘ultra
vires”’ I do not think there has been a case
since I have been in the Department of Jus-
tice, nor do I think there was for several
years before, in which the Minister of Jus-
tice advised disallowance without reference
to the local authorities. Where there is
time, the attention of the local authorities
is always called to the objectionable fea-
tures of the legislation, and they are asked
to amend the Act, and where they consent
to amend it within a period of twelve
months, the power of disallowance is not
exercised. That course has been always the
policy of the department, and it is, of course,
still adhered to. I have no objection to bring
before the House the information which my
hon. friend seeks by this motion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Of
course my hon. friend will understand that
if the correspondence and Orders in Council
are published in his report there is no ne-
cessity for bringing them down on this
motion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—They are not published
in the report. They are published in a
volume, but they are not published annu-
ally. I shall bring down what my hon.
friend asks for within the period of time he
mentions.

The motion was agreed to.

A VICTIM OF A JUDICIAL ERROR.
INQUIRY.
Hon., Mr. LANDRY rose to—

Draw the attention of the government to
the following extract published in the daily
newspapers of the capital :

AN INNOCENT MAN.

For three years he was imprisoned in the
St. Vincent de Paul. The Minister of Justice
has ordered the liberation from St. Vincent de
Paul Penitentiary of a Greek named Vandel, who
was sentenced three years ago on a charge of
rape. It has been found that Vandel is innocent,
and was the victim of a judieral error.

And inquired of the government :—

1. Are the facts mentioned hereihabove true ? -

2. And if the answer is in the affirmative,
what compensation does the government propose
to offer to this victim of a judicial error ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—We, of course, depre-
cate the discussion of the exercise of the
power of pardon. I think the practise in
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England is, where there is any specific
charge in any ‘prima facie’ case made out
against the advice given, to bring the matter
under the attention of parliament, and the
Home Secretary has an opportunity of then
vindicating his action ; but it would lead to
very great embarrassment in the adminis-
tration of justice and in the exercise of the
power of pardon if the subject was made on
every occasion, or indeed, frequently made,
the subject of parliamentary discussion or
inquiry. It is a matter within the executive
discretion and is only a proper subject for
parliamentary inquiry where there has been
a great error of judgment on the part of the
minister advising the Crown, or where the
facts given to the public are ‘prima facie’
evidence of such a case. In this instance no
statement is made that there was wrong
done in setting at large a guilty man, but
that an innocent man has been discharged,
and so this matter would not come within
the rule of inquiry which is well settled in
the mother country, and which my hon.
friend puts here. But, I will say this with
regard to the case of Vandel—the facts are
not as stated in the question. The prisoner
was found guilty of a charge of rape in
March, 1897. The verdict was in accordance
with the evidence given at the time, and
wasg believed by the jury. The prisoner was
Sentenced to ten years in prison for the
offence. It was subsequently established
that the woman who daid the charge against
Vandel had been previously unchaste—in
fact, a notoriously loose character, and that
she had since that, as before, upon the
Teport of competent officers, been leading a
vVery immoral life. ‘These facts and the
report of these officers were laid before the
Judge who tried the case, who made a report
to the department. Those reports are al-
Ways strictly confidential, as my hon. friend
knows, and it would, in fact, lead to great
hesitation on the part of a judge to make a

full and frank report of his views, if those

oDinfons were to be made public, and so, in
England—and the rule has been followed
here—the report of the judge has been al-
Wways treated as strictly confidentlal ; there-
fore, I am not at Hberty to state what report
the judge made, but upon the papers that
Were laid before me, upon information sub-
Initted by the police officers, and upon the
rel’;rt of the judge, 1 formed an opinion,

and that opinion is that there might be
great wrong done if this party was longer
kept in the penitentiary, and so upon the
information placed before me, I thought it
my duty to recommend a pardon. NoOw,
with regard to the second part of the hon.
gentleman’s question, there is no obligation,
moral or otherwise, devolving wupon the
Dominioh government to give compensation
to a party who has been convicted, even
though wrongly convicted. The court gives
judgment In accordance with the evidence
submitted. The party has a fair trlal. The
trial does not become unfair because the
testimony submitted is perjured. There is
no disposition on the part of the jury to go
wrong. They must act upon the best evidence
submitted, and then form an honest judg-
ment or conclusion. If, unfortunately, there
have been persons guilty of perjury, that
does not entitle the accused to compensation,
and that rule has been recognized again and
again in the mother country.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—It i{s another Dreyfus
affair, or like it.

THE PACIFIC CABLE.
MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved—

That an humble address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General ; praying
that His Bxcellency will cause to be lald before
the Senate, copies of all correspondence not
already brought down, that has taken place
between the Imperial government and Canada,
or between the High Commissioner for Canada
in London and the government of Canada, re-
lating to the proceedings of commissioners
appointed to id and pr d with the
construction of the Pacific cable between Canada
and the Australasian Colonies ; together with
any correspondence that may have taken place
relating to concessions asked for by the East-
ern Extension Telegraph Company from the
Australian governments in re telegraphlc ex-
tension.

He said : I notice that almost a similar
motion has been made in the lower House,
and if the papers are brought down there
it will not be necessary to make a special
return here, further than to let us have &
copy of them. I simply make this motion :
any remarks I may have to offer on fhe
subject of the Pacific cable communication
between Canada and Australla, I shall re-
serve for the next motion in my name on the
paper.

The motion was agreed to.
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THE WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I wish to allude to a
matter which is one of very great interest,
I am sure, to every hon. gentleman present,
and to the whole population of this country.
‘When we adjourned early in February, not
to meet again until to-day, there was a very
great deal of anxiety felt at the prospect
of British arms in South Africa at that time.
There was an organization in South Africa
—a military government pursuing a policy
of aggression upon the British possessions
in the southern portion of the African Con-
tinent. Every one believed that the contest
would be one which ultimately could only
result in one way, but we all felt that a
courageous and active enemy, pursuing a
policy that was defensive in its character,
had the opportunity of inflicting very se-
rious injury upon the British forces in South
Africa. The British authorities have, I am
pleased to say, risen equal to the occasion.
I am sure, no one in this House, and no one
in this country expected anything else. If
we have met with reverses, they have
afforded us an experience by which we may
profit, and which only increase our deter-
mination, and the determination of the
people of the United Kingdom, to put
forth still more vigorous efforts to se-
cure that triumph which at one time
we supposed could be secured without so
large an expenditure of money and of life.
To-day, the prospect is indeed very much
brighter, We know that General Cronje
and his army have surrendered. We
know that within the past few days
Kimberlev has been relieved. The siege
to which it was long subjected has
been raised, and the pleasing news has
reached us within the past few hours that
Ladysmith is also relieved. ( Cheers.) And
the force of General White, which has been
shut up there for some months, is now at
liberty to join Wwith other portions of the
British army to hasten the triumph which
British arms are certain to secure. I am
pleased to say that the people of Canada
have taken a deep interest in this contest.
We all know, who have given any attention
to the matter, that the British government
have exercised a very great deal of forbear-
ance towards the Boer population of the

Transvaal and of the Orange Free State. In
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

no other place in the history of our country
have the British people been subjected to
such ignominy, such injustice as they have
been called on to endure at the hands of the
Boer government of the Transvaal. That
endurance, in the estimation of a great many,
was carried further even than it ought to
have been, and before the contest was begun
by the Boers it ought to have been begus
by the British authorities on behalf of those
who suffered such wrongs and such injustice
at the hands of the Boer population. How-
ever, that may be,we know that the forbear-
ance has only tended to bring into clearer
light the wrong and injustice that was being
done, and the disabilities that demanded
remedy. When the call to arms was made,
every portion of the British Empire respond-
ed. It was not megely the soldiers in the
regular forces that marched at the call of
the British government to put an end to the
wrong that was inflicted upon the British
people in South Africa. The Canadian
people also responded. They took a deep in-
terest in the conflict, not a greater interest
than their interest in the United Kingdom
and the empire rendered necessary ; but I
believe this, that the result of the conflict
will be to establish an additional bond of
unity between the United Kingdom and the
dependencies of the empire. (Cheers.) I be-
lieve that the result of this counflict has
tended to make the bonds of union immea-
ureably stronger than at any previous period
in our history. (Hear, hear) We feel that
the responsibility of empire to some extent
rests upon us, and I have no hesitation in
saying that the expenditure which will be
made by Canada on behalf of the empire is
as profitable an investment as this country
has ever made at any period of its existence.
(Cheers.) I am pleased to see the Canadian
people responding with so much promptness
to the call of duty in this matter. I am
pleased at the bravery which they have
exhibited in the battle field. (Cheers.) And al-
though some of them have lost their lives
and will be seen on this side of the Atlantic
no more, the influence which their sacrifice
will exert on the history of this country will
be of no little importance. I regretted to see
that the son of our honoured Speaker was
wounded in that contest, but, I may rejoice
with him that his life was at all events
spared. (Cheers.) And I am sure that we
may all join with our honoured Speaker in
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hoping that Providence will spare him to
return again to this country and receive
from the people of this Dominion that mark
of admiration and gratitude which such
loyal and patriotic services entitled him to.
{Cheers.) I thought that, when the current
was running so strongly in our favour, I
would not be doing my duty to this House
if I failed to call its attention to the satis-
factory progress attending British arms in
Africa, and to give to our friends on both
sides an opportunity of expressing their
admiration and approval of the policy that
is being pursued in that country, and I
trust, as I am sure every hon. gentleman
here does, that there will be no settlement
which will recognize hereafter a menace to
the paramount authority of British dominion
in South Africa. (Cheers.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL~I need
#carcely say that I rejoice, as I am sure most
Canadians will, at the position which the
hon. gentleman has taken to-day, and they
will re-echo the sentiments which he has
uttered with regard, not only to the difficul-
ties which have occurred, but the causes
which led to the war which unfortunately
has been in progress for several months
past. I rejoice more particularly in the
victories which have taken place from the
fact that those who represent this portion
of the British Empire have played so im-
portant a part in accomplishing that for
which they have been fighting so long—the
surrender of a portion at least of the Boer
forces. When the news was flashed across
the ocean that ‘the dashing rush of the
Canadians brought about the final result,
the surrender of Cronje, it was a matter of
deep congratulation and rejoicing for every
man who loves his country in this whole
Dominion. When the results which ought
to follow are considered, I am quite sure
that nome of us will regret the part that
Canada has taken in maintaining the
‘Suzerainty of Great Britain in South Africa.
The amount of money which has been spent
I8 but g very small consideration, even were
We to quadruple it, but, while that is true,
‘We cannot but mourn the loss of some of our
bravest sons and at the same time, regret
that many of them are now in hospital with
the wounds which they have recelved. I
Sincerely hope with my hon. friend that
those of the Canadians who have beeu
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wounded may recover, and if it is not thelr
good luck, for such I deem it to be, to take
part in the continuance of the war, that
they may at least return to their native
country covered with honmours. I deeply
sympathize with his Honour the Speaker.
‘When matters of this kind are brought home
to one they are felt more keenly. When, I
read that one of the lads who belonged to
the battalion in which I served when the
Fenian Raids occurred, was wounded, it
made me feel that this war was coming home
to all of us, and I can only hope that our
men will return to Canada in good health
and that the result of this war may be such
as the leader of the government has pre-
dicted—that there will be no settlement on
the part of England with a race of people
who know not what liberty is when they
have the power to oppress foreigners, until
they surrender unconditionally. While we
mourn the loss of many of our brave Cana-
dian boys, and regret that so many of them
have been wounded, we rejoice that in lay-
ing down their Ilives in defence of the
emplire, they have shed a glorious lustre
upon this northern part of the British Empire
which history will never efface. In the
language of a French Canadian journal, Le
Presse, published in Montreal in commenting
on the surrender of Cronje, and the loss of
life which had occurred among the Oana-
dians in their dashing rush, ‘let that confra-
ternity of the last slumber in a distant land
be a guarantee of joint existence on Canadian
soil without the odious suspicions and re-
servations of yesterday.” Of course we can
all understand what that means. That is a
sentiment with which every Canadian, no
matter what his race or creed, should re-
echo, in sincerity and truth. I believe, with
the hon. gentleman who has spoken, that the
part which Canada has played in this un-
fortunate war will do much to cement Brit-
ish subjects of all classes and creeds in
every part of the empire, and that we shall
learn in future to consider ourselves as an
integral part, and not as an offshoot and
hanger on of that empire—that we are one
and indivisible, and that we shall in the
future, as at present, be ready on all occa-
sions with all the men and money within
our reach to aid in maintaining the dignity
and power of Great Britain throughout the
world. I say so because I belleve that the
maintenance of British power in the world
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is the maintenance of religious and ecivil
freedom wherever the British flag floats.
(Cheers.) I cordially reciprocate what has
been said by my hon. friend and repeat that
I deeply sympathize with those of my fellow
citizens whose sons have fallen in this war,
and I unite with the leader of the govern-
ment In expressing the sincere hope that
those who have been wounded may be
spared to return to their families in health
and with well merited honours. (Cheers.)

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I am sure
that the sympathy we may have felt for His
Honour the Speaker a while ago we can
turn to hearty congratulation, first of all
that his son has escaped with a slight wound,
and that he his likely to return to Canada
in good health. We congratulate him on the
bravery shown by his son, fighting in the
front for the glory of the empire. He, in com-
mon with his Canadian comrades, fought
bravely and well. They won the admiration
of their general, and of the whole British
Empire, and I offer the Speaker my heartiest
congratulations that things are as they arve,
which might have been otherwise. A short
time ago the condition of affairs in South
Africa looked rather dark for the empire.
Of course we had no fear of the result, but
we thought it would take a long time and
involve great waste of blood and treasure ;
but to-day we rejoice in the glorious victo-
ries of the last few hours—the wonderful
movement of Lord Roberts, who has shown
great skill in forcing the surrender of that
brave man Cronje, the Boer general, whose
dauntless courage, we cannot help but ad-
mire. We all in this country must rejoice,
at what has been achieved lately by Lord
Roberts, and at the heroic defence of Lady-
smith and Kimberley. We hope that the
backbone of the war is broken, and that vie-
tory will be followed by victory until we
triumph in the end. We, of course, feel ex-
tremely proud of our Canadian soldiers. To
them is credited largely the surrender of
Cronje at the last. Their gallant charge
won the admiration of the whole empire.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN~It would seem hardly
necessary to add anything to what has been
sald by the hon. gentlemen who have pre-
ceded me, still the leader of the House
held out an invitation to all of us to
express the pride and gratification which
we 81l feel as British subjects at the

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

glortfous news which has reached us
within the last few days, and to that invita-
tion I willingly respond. I would desire in
the first place, however, to express my
sympathy with His Honour the Speaker,
whose son was wounded, and my gratifica-
tion to hear that the wound may mnot be
serlous. We all 1 am sure join in the hope
that he may live to win for himselt public
distinction as a brave and gallant soldier
and that be may return here in safety to
rejoice the hearts of those to whom he is
dear and to receive the hearty and cordial
welcome which I am sure will be ac-
corded to him by his Canadian fellow sub-
Jects. There is no doubt that since the war
in South Africa commenced that for a long
time past there has baen a feeling of great
depression and anxiety prevailing, not only
in England, but throughout the whole Brii-
ish Empire, and in no part of the empire to
a greater degree than in Canada. The diffi-
culties which the British troops met with
arose from the peculiar nature of the country,
treachery on the part of guides, and the
sples by whom they were surrounded, who
very often revealed the movements to the
enemy while they were in progress. All
these and other difficulties they had to
contend with, and to fight repeatedly at
great disadvantage before they won the bril-
liant successes of which we now so greatly
rejoice. For although it has been said, thata
great empire was fighting a comparatively
small population, yet the Boers occupied
such favourable positions for defending their
Mmes, and the obstacles which the peculiar
nature of the country interposed to the
attacks of our forces were 8o great, that
we can only rejoice that while we had to
mourn the loss of 80 many brave men there
was not a greater loss of life on the
part of our troops. But while we all felt
anxious, our hearts were warmed again
and again by the accounts received of
the splendid gallantry and self devotion of
the troops in the virious actlons which took
place. They were ready to follow their offi-
cers anywhere, and showed that the morale
of British soldlers at all events had mnot
degenerated, and it is a proud thing for us
Canadians to feel that we can rejolce at our
own men showing the same gallantry and
the same pluck. While T am a Oanadian,
and yield to no one in my attachment to
my own country, I have always felt that
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the very proudest heritage onme could have|

was to be, not only a Canadian, but a Brit-
ish Capadian, and that all the glorious
traditions of the British Empire were as
much ours and belonged as much to us as
to those born in the British Isles. We have
this additional source of pride now, that we
Inherit not merely the traditions of the
past in which Canadians have hitherto had
the little share, but that henceforth Canada
can look back with pride and satisfaction to
the nobhle part which her sons have borne
in fighting the battles of the empire. I am
sure we all rejoice t¢ know that these ser-
vices have been so graciously appreciated
by Her Majesty, by Lord Roberts, and also,
I notice with great pleasure, by one who
honoured Canada by her presence some
years ago, Princess Louise. 1 heartily join
in the congratulations to which we have
listened, and hope that we are only at the
commencewent of still greater and more
glorious successes. (Cheers.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SBENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, March 2, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chalir at Three
o’clock,

Prayers and routine of proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (D) ‘*An Act respecting the Royal
Trust Company.'—(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

GRAIN AND CATTLE SHIPMENTS
FROM ST. JOHN, N.B.

INQUIRY.
The notice of inquiry being read :—

By the Hon. Mr. PERLRY :

That he will ask the government how many
irain-loads of cattle has been shipped from Mont-
treal via the Drummond County Railway and the
Intercolonial Railway, to St. John, N.B. Also,

OW many bhushels of wheat have been shipped
over the Drummond County Railway from Mont-
real, via Intercolonial Railway, to St. John,
N.B.? Also, how many vessels have loaded cat-
tle and grain at the government terminus of
the Intercolonial Ratlway at St. John, N.B.?
And also, how many bushels of grain is in the
elevator for shipment at the terminus of the

Intercolonial Railway ? And if any, where did

it come from ?

He said: It will be remembered by hon.
gentlemen that this is a notice I placed on
the paper before the adjournment, and 1
bad not the information which I now pos-
sess. During the adjournment I visited
New Brunswick and the city of St. Jobn,
where I took the opportunity of examining
the grain elevator and the wharfs and
other accommodation there, and I dare say
I am in quite as good a position to answer
these questions as any member of the gov-
ernment would be. I might say that I did
desire to drop this question, but the hon.
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Power) I8
very anxious that I should ask it for the pur-
pose of exposing the wasteful expenditure of
public money on buildings, wharfs and eleva-
tors in St. John, N.Q. ; and I might say that,
after having examined the situation, I am of
the opinion that the government have made
a very great mistake in building the ele-
vator where it has been erected and going
to the expense of constructing the wharfs
and all business in connection with the
same, that they had a very much better
property at Reid’'s Point, or down near the
exhibition grounds, where they had been
exporting large quantities of hay for the
Transvaal. It is a very nice harbour and
there is a large area of wharfage, several
acres almost entirely unoccupled, on which
the elevator could have been dbuilt, and
they would have room for cattle sheds and
the various other warehouses incidenta] to
the trade that might be carried on in that
way. To my mind it is a wasteful and ex-
travagant expenditure of money, and one
which will never redound to the credit of
Canada or benefit the treasury in the slght-
est degree. There is not sufficient room for
cattle sheds. At the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way terminus at Carleton they have large
elevators and commodious warehouses for
the accommodation of trade, where freight
can be loaded in ships. I saw magnificent
vessels floating in the harbour belng loaded
with cattle and cheese and various articles
of produce going to the old country, and I
am sure if the government had taken the
same Interest in expanding the facilities
there for loading ships and carrying on the
trade of the country, a very much greater
benefit would have been done to Bt. John
than that which is done by buliding the
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wharfs and elevator in the present locality.
I am not disposed to say anything further
in reference to this motion, and would have
dropped it altogether had it not been for the
desire of the hon. senior member for Halifax
to have the matter ventilated.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I know it is out of
order for me to say anything on this ques-
tion, but the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken evidently is not familiar with the
subject. He says the government ought
to have taken some other site for the eleva-
tor than the present one. Why, the former
government bought that site and paid several
prices too much for it. That is why the
present government took hold of it and tried
to make something out of a very bad bar-
gain that was entered into by the friends
of the hon. gentleman. ,They have built an
elevator on it which is a credit, not only to
St. John, but to the Dominion, and they
have built it at & very reasonable price, and
why he should, coming fresh from ‘St. John,
talk as he has, I cannot understand. He
must be actuated by some small feeling,
because the people of St. John almost uni-
versally, in fact, I might say wuniversally,
are in favour of the construction of that
elevator where it 1s to-day. As for
the wharfs, they are at present being con-
structed, and no one who knows anything
about the question can expect grain to be
placed in the elevator yet. It will take at
least nine or twelve months longer to make
the position for ships sufficiently deep, so
that the largest vessels that trade between
Canada and England, can find accommoda-
tion there.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—That is exactly what
I am showing.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—The hon. gentleman
took advantage of the situation, thinking he
was speaking in the presence of people who
did not know anything about it. The city
of St. John, not the Dominion government,
spent nearly a million dollars in building
wharfs, &c., on city property, and the gov-
ernment of Canada has nothing to do with
them. They are on the Carleton side of the
harbour. The present Dominion govern-
ment has undertaken to do for St. John
that which should have been done for the
city twelve or fifteen years ago. I am
surprised that the hon. gentleman, who is

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

a native of New Brunswick, should be the
first to belittle the improvement projected
in that province, and which were due to
that province from former governments, for
the last fifteen years, though they did not
seem to think it worth while to make
them, notwithstanding the fact that they
had advanced our tariff in many cases two
or three hundred per cent higher than it
was before the province came into the union.
It is very strange that the hom. gentleman
should speak as he has done. The people of
St. John are not behind the age. If the hon.
gentleman’s information was correct the
people would petition and set forth their
grievance, but I am not aware of any mer-
chant or number of merchants of any con-
sequence in St. John who are not in full
unison with the work which the present

government are doing at the Port of St.
John.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—I do not rise to discuss
this question, but I must take exception to
the last remark which the hon. gentleman
from St. John has made, that there is entire
unanimity of opinion with regard to the
usefulness of the work which has been re-
ferred to by my hon. friend from Assinibola.
I have heard very great difference of opinion
expressed with regard to the value of this
work, and so far as my own opinion goes, I
concur with a great deal that has been said
by the hon. member from Assiniboia. The
government have in the city of St. John a
large and valuable wharf property; they
have large wharf accommodation, ample for
the shipment of all the products of the mari-
time provinces.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—It is not half sufficient ;
the hon. gentleman is entirely mistaken.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—Its capacity has never
been overtaxed yet. There has always been
ample room there for all the vessels that
could find business there. The export trade
from the west, as the hon. gentleman from
Assiniboia (Hon. Mr. Perley) has said, is
done on the opposite side of the harbour, at
Carleton. 1 venture to express the opinion,
as I have already expressed it—I expressed
it last session and the session before—that
it would be found impracticable for the
Intercolonial Railway to compete for this
trade, and that the building of the elevator
on the other side of the harbour, and the
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spending of some hundreds of thousands of
dollars in the purchase and improvement
of the property there will be found to be
useless for that purpose. I think a fair
statement of the case is this: that the ac-
commodations there at the present time are
sufficient for the local trade—that the ex-
port of grain cannot be done by the I.C.R.
in the way in which it is proposed, and
therefore any expenditure for that purpose
will be found to be practically useless.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—That is child’s talk.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I am not prepared to
discuss the merits of this question to-day.
I supposed that my hon. friend, in giving
notice of inquiry, wanted information. I
had that information before the House rose
in my desk here, but the hon. gentleman was
not present to ask the question, and it was
allowed to stand over. I did not wish to
submit the answers to these questions in
absence of the hon. member, and he has
brought it forward to-day. It seems to me
the more proper course in this matter would
have been to have allowed his question to
be put and if he entertained the views which
he has expressed, to have put to the House
a resolution affirming what his views were
with regard to the propriety of this ex-
penditure, and then we could have discussed
it. He would have had an opportunity of
getting information from the Minister of
Railways and Canals, who is largely res-
DPonsible, primarily, for this expenditure, and
I do not know why the hon. minister should
desire to waste public money at the harbour
of St. John. I understand that the harbour
Is not as deep as is required to accommo-
date seagoing vessels that might come there
for the purpose of obtaining cargo, and that
improvement in the harbour was required,
and is to some extent at all events made.
Now, this property, if I understand it right-
ly, was purchased from Mr. Justice Me-
Leod. :

Hon. Mr. DEVER—It Is known as the
Harris job.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—No, it was bought
from McLeod.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—It is on the Harris
Droperty.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It was purchased by
our predecessors in office.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY- Only part of it.

Hon., Mr. MILLS—The portion obtalned
from Judge McLeod and others was ac-
quired since the present government came
into office, but it was acquired, not from
political friends, but from political oppo-
nents—men who could do the government
no good, and to whom the government was
under no obligation, and certainly if there
was an error at all it was an error of judg-
ment. I am not prepared to accept the state-
ment of the hon. member from Assiniboia
(Hon. Mr. Perley) with regard to the pro-
priety of the work which has been under-
taken. I have more confldence in the judg-
ment of the minister who is responsible for
this construction, who is interested in the
progress of his province, which my hon.
friend is not any longer, and certainly not
to the same extent, even though he were a
resident, and who no doubt is most anxious
to undertake those public works which will
contribute most largely to the commercial
prosperity of the province in which he lives,
and in which, as every hon. gentleman
knows, he has a large influence and enjoys,
perhaps to a greater extent than any gentle-
man who ever represented any portion of
that province in parliament, the confidence
of the entire population. That being so, I
am not prepared to accept the statement of
my hon. friend from Assinibola (Hon. Mr.
Perley), even though it be supported by the
hon. member from Westmoreland (Hon. Mr.
Wood) who has the Hibernian quality of
always being against the present administra-
tion.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—That is hardly fair.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It would not be fair to
say anything else.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—I think if you will look
back you will find I have supported you
where you were right.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I remember my hon.
friend’s position on the Drummond County
Railway and on a number of other matters,
and it did not seem to me, even when cogent
arguments were presented to him, that he
was prepared In any degree to modify his
view as to the impropriety of the course that
the government had taken, and so Iif my
hon, friend would mention a single instance
in which he has coincided with the govern-
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ment in any public work or undertaking, I
would be prepared to modify the general
statement which I have made. As my hon.
friend (Hon. Mr. Perley) says that he has
the information and no longer requires it,
I do not know that it is necessary to say
anything further on that subject, but if my
friend really desires it, I shall read the an-
swers which have been placed in my hand to
these questions. They are all of a negative
character, and I do not know that they will
afford the hon. gentleman a great deal of
information. They are as follows :

No train-loads of cattle were shipped from
Montreal to St. John, N.B., via Drummond and
Intercolonial Railways from June 380, 1898, up
to the present time.

No wheat has been shipped from Montreal via
the Intercolonial Railway over the Drummond
County Railway to St. John, N.B., from June
30, 1898, up to the present time.

No vessels have loaded cattle or grain at
the government terminus of the Intercolonial
Railway at St. John, N.B., from June 30, 1898,
up to tl'e present time.

The terminus is not yet ready for business;
there is no grain in the elevator.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
information is certainly of the character
which the hon. gentleman described it—
negative in every particular, but that is not
what I desire to discuss. I must confess
that I was a little amused at the
castigation that the hon. gentleman gave
my hon. friend from Westmoreland (Mr.
Wood) for what he termed his parti-
sanship. I was reminded of the old adage
that people very often judge others by
themselves. Remembering the last nearly
ithirty years that the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice and I have been sitting opposite each
other, T think he has described his own po-
litical character as well as anybody could.
That is, he has always been against the gov-
ernment whenever a question arose affect-
ing the government. I remember on one Or
two occasilons when the hon. gentleman
made a very constitutional and argumenta-
tive speech on a question with respect to
which he approved of the actlon of the gov-
ernment, but just before he closed, like the
balky cow, he kicked over the pail of milk,
and declared that we were all wrong. How-
ever, it would be Just as well in future for
the hon. gentleman not to take any one to
task for partisan observations. If it pleases
bim I do not think it hurts my hon. friend.
1 think there is a little confusion in this

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

matter, and perhaps the hon. Secretary of
State might give us some information. I
should like to know when this property was
purchased. I am under the impression that
my hon. friend is not altogether correct in
the statement he has made in reference to
the purchase of the Harris property. 1 had
something to do with that. I am not going
to discuss the question as to whether it
was a job, or whether we paid too much or
too little, or what circumstances may have
led to the purchase. I can tell my hon.
friend that in that purchase we purchased
no wharf property, neither did ‘the property
which was purchased extend to the harbour
at any point. What has been acquired since
that time was for the purpose of building
these wharfs, and they had to make an
additional purchase in order to reach the
harbour. I am sure my hon. friend will
remember that, if he will only tax his
memory for a moment. It may be an ex-
tension of the Harris property for aught 1
know. If my memory serves me rightly—
and I speak subject to correction because
I did not impress it on my mind at the
time—it was a purchase of a property ex-
tending to the wharf and a part of the
fore shore, and T am not sure that Mr. Me-
Leod and Mr. Pugsly may not have been
interested, and ome or two others. The
whole question at issue is not so much who
purchased the property, as whether the ex-
penditure of money in the manner in which
it has been expended will be of any benefit
even to the city of St.John. I take excep-
tion to the statements made by the hon.
gentleman who has just spoken in refer-
ence to what has been done for St. John by
previous governments. That is a question
upon which one might speak for some time.
I know that St. John, like very many sea-
ports, has made great claims. T know what
was done when I was in the government
towards improving the trade of 8t. John. The
present Minister of Railways complimented
me upon it, adding that it would redound
to the credit of the government of which 1
was a member at the time, and that they
would always be thankful for it. That
gentleman has, it is said, much influence in
that province and stands well with his
fellow-citizens. We know he is hovering
around at the present moment to try to get
a seat at the next election, fearing to go
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back to his present constituency. Whether
he occupies that prominent position in the
minds of the people of his province, as indi-
cated by the Minister of Justice, I am
not going to dispute. That will be better
told when they have another appeal to the
people. We will then have a reply to the
statement made by the hon, gentleman from
Assiniboia (Hon. Mr. Perley) as to whether
the expenditure of that money has been in
the interest of the country and whether it
will ever pay even a moiety of the interest
which will be required to be paid on the
debt incurred, but we cannot answer that
at the present moment. I can understand
very well the statement of my hon. friend
that it is not reasonable to suppose that you
can have grain in an elevator until the ele-
vator is prepared to receive it. Not until
then will we be able to tell. There is plenty
of water in St. John harbour if you go to the
Proper places. There may not be water
enough where this elevator is located.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The government of
which the hon. gentleman was a member
Certainly purchased the Harris property for
Some purpose or other.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Cer-
tainly.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—And the otner property
'Was purchased for a similar purpose, and
both governments must have thought it was

Useful for the purpose for which it was pur-
chasged.

Hon, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
late government purchased it for a specific
Durpose, to enlarge the station accommoda-
ton in the city of St. John. Anybody Who
has visited St. John knows very well that
Tight alongside of the statlon buildings on
the Harris property were wooden buildings,
Tight alongside of the valuable property of
the Intercolonial Railway. It was cramped
gor room and the danger was that if ever a
ﬂ:: took place in the foundry or works of
Inte Harrls property, it would destroy the
p rcolonial Rallway building. I visited St.
tt(:hn long betore I had anything to do with
wl? Rallways and Canals Department, and
ok :tn I came home I told my colleagues
wae the position of the station of St. John
e very dangerous, because of belng so

08¢ to these wooden buildings, and that

if the trade of the Intercolonial Rallway
increased they would require more room,
but it does mot follow because more room
was required for the accommodation of the
station in St. John, that therefore you
should have bought more property in order
to build wharfs. The two things are to-
tally distinct. It may have been, in the
opinion of the Minister of Railways, neces-
sary to purchase the property, but the one
had nothing to do with the other because
the object for which the late government
purchased the Harris property had been
accomplished.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In
what way ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER—They purchased to
widen the track, but the great bulk of the
property is the property the elevator is now
on.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—But
that is not on the harbour.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-—I beg pardon it is.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
not been there since it was built. I learn
now, for the first time, that the elevator
has been built upon the property purchased
by the late government. I admit there was
more property purchased at that time than
was then actually required. It was pur-
chased simply because itlay in a block and
it would be useless for anything else and
might be of use to the government for
warehouses or anything of that kind. But
that is not on the seaboard at all, nor on
the shores of the harbour. It is some dis-
tance from it. Have you mot now to build
some tramway or railway from the elevator
to the wharfs in order to carry the grain ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER—A slulce overhead.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I am
not going to argue the question. All I de-
gired to set right was that the late govern-
ment did not purchase that property t0
which my hon. friend is referring for the
building of the wharf, because we did not
go to the shore at all, and it was an addi-
tional purchase made for the purposes
which have been indicated. Whether it I8
to be a benefit or not, time alone will tell.
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Hon. Mr. DEVER—I am out of order, as
are all hon. gentlemen who have spoken
on this question, but I claim I have
a right to give an explanation to this
House, because I have great respect
for the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken, and naturally people will conceive
that his statement is correct, and when it
is in opposition to mine, T feel that I am
Justified in perhaps contradicting him, be-
cause evidently he is not as familiar with
the circumstances as I am. He started off
by saying that this was not the property
purchased by the former government. I beg
to say that it is.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Where
the whart is ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER—The wharf is a cir-
cumstance of the purchase of the other pro-
perty, which has been well known from that
time until now as the ¢ Harris job property’
for which two members of parliament re-
presenting St. John never could get their
election since, from the fact that it was
known that they had allowed about three
prices too much for it. I was asked how much
it was worth. I said if you had come to me
before it was purchased I would have stated
the value, but I did not propose to give an
estimate ‘then. I knew what I would give
for it, and I think I am just as good a judge
of property in the city of St. John as any
one else. They paid some sixty or eighty
thousand dollars for it, and it was not worth
thirty. The railroad passes on through
towards the harbour, and thus it would
appear, after consideration by the present
government, they came to the conclusion
that, having paid so much for the property,
they had better utilize it, and extend the
-conveyance of the grain from the elevator
to the wharf. To obtain wharfage accom-
modation in counnection with this elevator
they had to engage with certain friends of
a former government, who by some means
or other anticipated that government would
certainly require these lots——

Hon. Mr, PERLEY—Glve us the names.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—They are friends of
mine and I do not want to say anything
about it. It Is not nece:ssary to name them.
Some of them are judges in the Supreme
Court, but they supported the government

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

and would again if they had a chance. They
paid a certain amount for this property.
[ was about to purchase it myself, and I
know what it was worth to a dollar. At
all events, they got possession of it, and
spent money on it, and when the present
government wanted to get connections with
the wharf, these men asked a certain price,
a very large price, but the government
said: ‘ We cannot give you the price; we
will have to expropriate and arbitrate,’
which they did.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—And the arbitrators
awarded more than the parties asked for it?

Hon. Mr. DEVER—Yes, but the govern-
ment was not bound to give that to them,
owing to a condition. The other is a piece
of railway which was debated in this
House last session, which took a certain
direction to come into the §St. John
depot, and was rather in the way of
connections with the elevator and wharf,
and the consequence was they had to
remove this railway in another direction
at the expense of the government. The
wharf property was simply taken at what
the arbitrators said it was worth and the
government are now improving it by proper
engineering skill. It is on the eastern side
of the harbour, a shipping facility for the
eastern portion of the city of St. John, and
it has no connection with the western side,
or the side which is occupied by the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Will ships be able
to come alongside ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—No, only half way.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—WIith reference to the
harbour of St. John, I wish people who
know nothing about it would keep quiet.
1t is one of the first harbours on the coast
of North America. There is nothing to
compete with it, only the harbour of Port-
land in the state of Maine.

An hon. MEMBER—What about Halifax ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I am not going to say
anything about Halifax. 8t. John is a har-
bour that is open the year round. That is
well known to everybody who will tell the
simple truth about it. As to the improve-
ments that are going on at St. John, any-
body that would visit them and state the
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facts founded on good judgment would say
that there is not one dollar being laid out
there which is not being spent most cau-
tiously, and after due and proper considera-
tion by wue best authoriues we have on
wharf and elevator construction. In fact,
there is no complaint of jobbery and no
honest man can make such a complaint.
. These things are well known to the people
of St. John, who, if they saw anything go-
ing on which was wrong, we would soon
hear from them. There 18 no opposition in
8t. John to anything that has been done for
the last two or three years. What has been
done has been a necessity to make the In-
tercolonial Raillway what it was intended
to be, a road for the benefit of Canada, and
in its former position it was simply a road
from Halifax terminating in the woods. It
did not carry out the idea we had at con-
federation, which was that it should be a
Commercial road, and how could it be a
commercial road until it got into a com-
mercial city like Montreal ? I am sure we
should be all proud to think we have gentle-
men with such clear insight that when
they got into power they went immediately
to work to have that road placed in a posi-
tion that it will bring shipments to our
Atlantic seaports, and will, in my opinion,
Yet be extended to Winnipeg and become
& national road. That is what we shoukl
€xpect, and I hope people will not be so
Darrow minded and prejudiced against gen-
tlemen who happen to be capabls of jook-
lng at tnis wing in an expansive and
Commerecial light, but that they wiil appre-
Ciate what is being done for Canada. The
. Intercolonial Railway is being made a pay-
Ing work, and Canada in future will mot
be losing 75 or 100 thousand dollars a year
88 she has been in the past. If the govern-
Ment had not made improvements it would
be g losing game for all time to come, and
88 500n a3 the improvements can be utilized,
18 my opinion and the opinion of clever
Men in this country, that the Intercolonial
Will not only be paying its working ex-
Penses, but will be paying a handsome mar-
io:’ and that i3 the reason we are so anx-
o 8 In St. John that these improvements
. Should be completed, and why we are so
lgl:':tteful that we had a government which,
e €ad of allowing that public work which
8t fifty millions, to be worthless to this

Canada of ours, are making it self-sus-
taining.

THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE
REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Before:
the House adjourns I should like to call the
attention of the Minister of Justice to a
return laid before the House yesterday, in
answer to a motion of mine, with regard to
the submission to eminent counsel in Eng-
land of the question as to the powers of the
parliament to deal with the Redistribution
Bill. I notice that there are two defects in
this return. First, there is no answer to the
questlon as to the amount of fees or emolu-
ments granted to the counsel for their
opinion. Of course, if it was paid for by
the Solicitor General himself, I would not
press it, because I would consider it a
private matter. Then, it seems to me, the
Solicitor General has gone out of his way,
in answering the question put to him by the
Minister of Justice, to comment upon the
arguments made by my hon. friend from
Marshfield. If this came from any other one
than a bhigh dignitary 1like the Sollcitor
General, I should be inclined to use strong
language. He says:

I have seer it stated that the opinion is not

reasoned, and is not as valuable as one that
has been reasoned.

Then he comments upon that as follows :

Those who think that counsel of such eminence
as Blake, Haldane, Asquith, Carson and Robert
Cecil give lightly opinions on an important ques-
tion such as that involved in the case submitted
té)alghem, know little of the ethics of the English

When this question comes up for dis-
cussion I think that evidence can be pro-
duced to show that my hon. friend from
Marshfield (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) was correct
in the statement that he made, and the evid-
ence will be produced of some of the parties
from whom he asked this opinion. Why the
Solicitor General should take upon himself.
to inform this House that the gentlemen
who made a statement of that kind in this
House know very little of the ethics of the
‘English Bar, I cannot very well understand.
If he bad made that statement to the Min-
ister of Justice himself, that would be &
matter between themselves, but for the
Solicitor General, a member of the other
House, to take us to task and tell us we
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know nothing about that of which we speak,
is going just a little beyond his province.
In future if they would answer the questions
asked without throwing out insinuations as
to the ignorance of those who ask them, it

would be more in consonance with the digni- .
ty of this House and the position of the

Solicitor General. I mention this for the
purpose of calling attention to the fact that

the answer which is important, at least from

my standpoint, on which the country should

be informed, more particularly as the ques-

without the consent or knowledge of the
Minister of Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say to hon. gen-
tleman that the Solicitor General had a per-
fect right to ask for the opinion of anybody
he thought proper upon that question, and
he did ask it on his own responsibility as
an eminent lawyer, as he is himself, of men
of eminence at the English Bar. I agree
with the view expressed by the Solicitor
General with regard to the character of the
opinion. I am perfectly sure of this, that
no-one of eminence at any bar would state
the law inaccurately in an unreasoned opi-
nion which he would state correctly on a
reasoned opinion. The object of getting the
reasoning is to satisfy the mind of the per-
son to whom it is addressed that the opinion
is sound. A man who expects a reasoned
opinion is one who wants to judge of the
soundness in point of law of the opinion
which he seeks, but so far as the statement
of the law Is concerned, whether it is stated
in a reasoned opinion or stated badly, 1 do
not for a moment suppose that any gentle-
man of eminence at the English Bar would
give a different opinion in the one case from
that which he would express in the other.
In both cases he states the law as he un-
‘derstands it. Now, when an important ques-
tion was referred to the law officers of the
Crown in England from the government of
this country, that is the one relating to the
Jesuits’ Estates Act. I remember saying to
the Prime Minister myself on that occasion,
(because he consulted me with regard to it)
that the opinion would be far more satis-
factorily given by the law officers of the
Crown if it were a reasoned opinion—that

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

is, more satisfactory, I mean, to the public
at large—who would see the process by
which the law officers of the Crown arrived
at the conclusions which they expressed,
but they did not give a reasoned opinion.
They gave just the bald statement of their
conclusions in law, and yet I do not think
that any member of that government

. thought that he received an opinion from the
that remark of the Solicitor General has'
nothing whatever to do with the question '
I put on the paper, and that the portion of

law officers of the Crown of a different -
character from what it would have been if
it had been a reagoned opinion. I think my

-hon. friend will not question that, and so

whatever he may think of the manner in

_jwhich the opinion is expressed, I think that
tion asked of English counsel, was asked

the Solicitor General is accurate in saying
that the ethical considerations.which gov-
ern gentlemen of the Bar on the other side
of the Atlantic are of such a character that
they would not give a legal opinion which
is not a reasoned one differing wholly in
point of conclusion from that which would
be expressed in a reasoned opinion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—About
the expense ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—This opinion was sought
by the Solicitor General for his own satis-
faction, and whatever expense was incurred
was incurred by him. There was no bill
submitted by him to the government for
counsel’s fees in the case.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Then
the hon. gentleman is not aware whether it
is to be paid for or not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I am not aware. My
impression—I will not say that I am accur-
ate—is the Solicitor General said to me that
he paid for the opinion himself, but I am
not sure.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I am
quite in accord with my hon. friend in the
way he has put the question. The point is
this : was the case submitted to the judges
accurately stated upon the facts and upon
the law. The question submitted by the Soli-
citor General is Dot in accordance with the
facts as they exist, nor is i in accordance
with the sentiments expressed by myself
and others who supported that resolution,
nor is the question put to these eminent.
counsel true in 8o far as it relates to the
resolution which was passed by this House,
Had there been any person there to point
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out to these gentlemen that the manner in
which the case Was placed before them was
not accurate, they might have given a differ-
ent opinion. I do not say that the opinion
is incorrect, because the opinion is in accord
with the resolution which was passed.
There is nothing in that resolution that de-
clares that the parliament of Canada have
not the power, under the constitution, to
legislate ; on the contrary, that is the
DPoint on which I think we have reason to
complain of the Solicitor General who sub-
mitted it to the law officers of the Crown.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The position which the
hon. gentleman took himself (although I
think he went very close to the line) and
Which some other hon. gentlemen took, was
the census not having been taken since the
last readjustment took place, there ought
not to be a readjustment. That is mot a
legal question at all ; that is a question of
Dolicy.

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That is
the position I took.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—But there were gehtle-
lnen in this House who argued that we had
Dot the power to readjust the seats of mem-
bers of the House of Commons, except after
the census, and that the readjustment being
Once done, it was final for a period of ten
Years. I did not agree with that view, and
that I think is the legal question.

Hon, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That

Is the legal question, but he has attributed

the Senate that which they did not do.
at 13 what I contend.

thHon. Mr. MILLS—It does not matter whe-

mel‘ it 1s attributed to the Senate or to a

reem outside. Is the legal proposition cor-
tly stated, and if it is, then the answer
that proposition is & pertinent answer.

1nHOll. Mr. BERNIER—The intention in ask-
8 'this question of the eminent lawyers in
n‘h!’l Was to obtain a condemnation of the
m“&tes action. That is plain. There is no
the f;{e{nx to quibble about it. That was
hon ntion. I do not remember if any
- gentleman took the position that it was

in y‘;‘}’ld thg power of parliament to legislate
posy e way it was' intended ; but the
not t:g: taken by the Senate as a body was
legiota t parlidment had not the power to
slate, but that 1t Was ot in Hecorddhce

with the spirit of our institutions to do it at
that time. I personally took the ground
that parliament had the power, and I dis-
tinctly stated it, and the hon. leader of the
opposition took the same position, and more
particularly referred to the statement I had
made, thereby making it clear that the
Senate did take the position that parliament
had the power to legislate in the matter,
but that it was not a proper policy to do ft
at that time, and when this question was
put to counsel in England in the way it
had been put, it was with the intention of
misleading the people of Canada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
statement made by my hon. friend I think
was strongly contended for by my hon.
friend from Marshfield. He took a more
extreme view than I did upon this question
of power, and he fortified that by opinions
which he had received from eminent law-
yers, Those opinions he had on his desk,
and I read them with a great deal of care ;
though being a layman they did not change
my opinion. My hon. friend from Manitoba
has put it plainly. He says that it is a
question of law, and had the question been
put—has the parliament of Canada power to
alter, change and amend the différent con-
stituencles, and they had said yes, then it
would have been right ; but that is not what
the Solicitor Genera] stated. What he sald
was this : The Bill has been rejected by the
Senate on the ground that it is not within
the constitutional competency of the parlia-
ment of 'Canada to legislate to alter the elec-
toral divisions, save on the occasion of the
decennial census. Now, that is not a correct
statement of facts, as my hon. friend will
see on reading the resolution which I moved,
and the remarks which I made. The resolu-
tion was in fact voted for by a number of
gentlemen in this House for the reason it
was so guarded—because they would not
commit themselves to the statement that
parliament has not the power—my hon.
friend from de Boucherville voted against
it, because he thought it inferentially Im-
pHed that ; my hon. friend beside me voted
for it because he thought it was suficiently
gunrded, and other hoh. gentlemen voted
for it on the same ground. The Solicitor
General did not submit a corect statement
of the position 6f the Senate, and that is
what I object to.
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Hon, Mr. MILLS—I understand the hon.
gentleman’s position now. Of course I can
express no opinion on that at present, be-
cause I 1aid the papers on the Table without
having read them ; but that does not alter
in the slightest degree the legal features of
the case. It does not matter whether the
view of the Senate was accurately or in-
accurately represented. The question is
this : has the Parliament of Canada power,
except immediately after the decennial cen-
sus, to legislate on the redistribution of
seats. The opinion there expressed is that
the Parliament of Canada has such power.
It does not matter who may have stated it,
or who may not have stated it. The Sollci-
tor General may have been mistaken as to
the position which the Senate took. It is an
accurate representation of the position taken
by some members of the Senate, but it is a
matter of no consequence as to what posi-
tion this or that senator took. The im-
portant thing is, has the Parliament of Can-
ada the power to reconsider the question
of the redistribution of seats except imme-
diately after the census, and does that Act
tie the hands of parliament until the census
is taken again ?

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—There
is no dispute on that point either in the other
House or in this. What necessity is there
for asking it except for the purpose of de-
celving the people ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It certainly was Dot
asked for the purpose of deceiving. It was
asked because some hon, gentlemen in this
House questioned the power of parliament
to pass the Bill. The hon. gentleman admits
himself that the hon. gentleman from
Marshfleld (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) took that
position, if I remember correctly the hon.
gentleman from Calgary took that position,
and other hon. gentlemen also, and I think
they were all wrong.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
Senate did not do it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It does not matter to
me whether John Thompson or Joe Smith
or any one else took the position. The ques-
tion is a question of law, and the answer
is a legal answer, and the opinion of these
eminent counsel Is that the parliament of
Canada has the power, and it would be
monstrous, in my opinion, if it had not.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

It would be an extraordinary position of
things. Take for instance®a condition of
affairs which might exist in the province of
Quebec. You might have a few members
given to the entire French population, and
itwo-thirds of the representation of the pro-
vince of Quebec given to the English. Does
any member of the Senate say that if such
a measure existed it would not be the duty
of this parliament to remedy the wrong and
correct the injustice ? I have no doubt on
the matter, and the position taken by the
hon. gentlemer. who are on this side of the
House, and who represent the Liberal party
in the other House, is that a great wrong
was done wien the boundaries of counties
were obliterated and the gerrymander Bill
was carried, and that is a wrong that ought
to be remedied and that a full and fair re-
presentation camnot be had in the House of
Commons until that is remedied, and that
the remedy ought to take place at the earl-
jest possible period without any reference
to the question of taking the census. That
is, and always has been, our position and
tthat . position is upheld by the opinion which
my hon. friend has in his hands.

Hon. Mr, ALILAN—Was not this opinion
asked for and retained apparently on the
ground that the Senate, as a body, had re-
sisted that position ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—Amnd objected to the
measure on that ground solely ? Because
if the Senate as a body did not do so,
surely the opinions of individual members
would not be a justification for this sub-
mission.

Hon. Mr, MILLS—My hon. friend would
be perfectly right if there was an attempt
to fasten that opinion on the Senate.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It

does so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—If it did, it was a
mistaken view, but let me say this—it does
not mdtter whether that opinion was attri-
buted to the Senate or somebody else, so far
as the merit of the answer is concerned.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No
one says that. Supposing I were to put to
a lawyer or to a police magistrate this
question : my hon. friend the Minister of
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Justice stole a horse, did he break the law ?

That would imply that he had stolen a
horse ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Certainly.

Hon, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If 1
‘Were 1o put the question this way : Would
It be a contravention of the criminal law to
8teal a horse ? it would be right enough.

Hon., Mr. MILLS—If my hon, friend will
look at the speech he made last year, he
Will see that he came as near saying the
Senate had not the power—

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I did
0ot say anything of the kind.

Homn. Mr. MILLS—The hon. gentleman did
ot go so far : he looked in the ditch, but he
Would not jump.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—There
Dever was a question that I brought before
the House that I considered more carefully
than that. I did not take that position.

Hon. Mr, MILILS—My hon. friend agrees
With us as to the law, but he complains that
the Solicltor General was in error as to What
he corsidered the opinion of the Senate was.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL~he
Stated a positive untruth; that is what 1
complain of.

Hon. Mr, POWBR—This discussion has
been very interesting although slightly out
of order. I could understand if the Minister
of Justice, or any responsible member of the
&overnment had asked for this opinion, his
Action would be a fair subject of criticism ;
but what appears to have taken place is
this : The Solicitor General happened to be
In England about the time this resolution
Was adopted here, and asked for an opinion,
and if the country is not asked to pay for
the opinion, I do not see What objection
Could be raiged.

tH"n- Mr. ALLAN—He had no right to
attribute a wrong position to the Senate.

“Hon. Mr. MILLS—The Solicitor General
had left this country before the matter was
discussed in the Senate. My hon. friend
Will remember that not merely the papers In
Eng]a-nd. but the vast majority of the news-
fl:lper Dress in this country assumed that

e Senate had rejected the measure on the
ground that the statement was on that

question, and what is more, there is no
doubt whatever the Solicitor General took
the question as being in accordance with
what was represented in the telegrams
from this side of the Atlantic as the views
of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—-We will give the hon.
gentleman the benefit of the doubt.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—L
would make a suggestion that, ag head of
the Department of Justice, the hon, gentle-
man should instruct his subordinates not to
put statements bYefore eminent counsel
without knowirg the facts. Then the gov-
ernment will not be held responsible for
them.

Hon, Mr, MILLS—The government cannot
be held responsible ; there were no instrue-
tions.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If the
bon. gentleman repudiates the action of the
Solicitor General, 1 have nothing more to
say.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The Solicitor General
had the right to act on his own behalf, as
any hon. gentleman here might.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Cer-
tainly, if he paid for the opinion himself.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, March §, 1500.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

JAPANESE IMMIGRATION TO CANADA.
INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) rose to

Call the attention of the government to the
question of Asiatic immigration to the Dominion
of Capada and more particularly to that portion
of it from Japan; and inquire if the government,
when considering the subject of imposing an
additional tax on Chinese, will at the same time
glve consideration to the question of u.xlng
Japanese coming to Canada in & similar manner

He said : This being a question only, it is
not my intention to make any lengthy re-
marks. Some hon. gentlemen may remember
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that a poll tax was placed by parliament
some years ago on Chinamen entering the
Dominion—out of deference to the wishes
of the workingman. At the time this was
done the labouring class of Japan had not
commenced to come to the Dominion, and
in no way entered into competition with
white labour, but in the last seven years that
condition of things has changed. As many
Japanese as Chinamen come into the country.
In my opinion, and from my own observa-
tion, the Japanese are fully as objectionable
as the Chinese are, and constitute a very
undesirable class of immigrant, who ought
to be subject to the same restrictions as the
Chinese are. Being Asiatics as much as
‘Chinamen are, but having shown pugnacity,
and superior fighting qualities to the Chi-
nese, the one country being weak and badly
governed, and the other stronger, and better
governed, is no valid reason for discrimina-
tion in taxation, which would display a
certain amount of cowardice in oppressing
the weak, who cannot retaliate, and favour-
ing the strong, who could retaliate in certain
ways. The Prime Minister of the Dominion
has, I believe, informed the government of
British 'Columbia that some legislation on the
‘Chinese question will be introduced this
seesion, If this is the case, the advisability
of taxing Japanese the same as Chinamen
will, I hope, be considered by the govern-
ment. At the same time I would not approve
of increasing the tax on Chinese. The pres-
ent tax exercises a moderate, but sufficient
restriction on that class. I wish merely to
ask the government whether they will con-
sider the question of taxing Japanese coming
into Canada in the same way as ‘Chinese are
taxed.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—Has the hon. gentle-
man any objection to including Galicians
and Doukhobors with the Chinese aud
Japanese ? We are paying an immense sum
of money to import those two races imto
this country, and I think they are just as
bad immigrants as the Chinese or the Japan-
ese. I would much rather have a couple of
hundred Chinese or Japanese as washermen.
They never get drunk and mever interfere
in politics in any way. It is true they do
not stay in the country. The reason is youw
d not let them bring their wives with
them. A man has to pay the same tax on
his wife as on himself to get her into the

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)

country, and he has not the money to do
that. I do not know that I have much in-
fluence with the present government, but I
hope they will not adopt the policy that the
hon. gentleman from Victoria has requested
them to pursue. He is very well versed with
the scriptures and skould know that the sec-
ond prophecy, made in the time of Noah,
was that the children of Japhet should
dwell together in the tents of Shem. I un-
derstand Japhet to be the ancestor of the
Caucasian race and Shem of the OChinese
end Japanese, and the hon. gentleman is
proceeding against common sense and the
Scriptures.

Hon. Mr. MILL.S—I confess to some sur-
prise at the question put by my hon. friend
from British Columbia. I supposed that my
hon> friend was greatly in favour of British
connection and unity of the empire. Now,
on this question, as to the relation of other
pations to Canada, we are under obligations,
unless we claim the right to set the Imperial
authority at defiance, to conform ourselves
to the treaty obligations of the mother coun-
try, and whatever my hon. friend may
think, and whatever others on the Pacific
coast may think, it would not be in the inter-
ests of this country to adopt hostlle legis-
lation towards the Japanese. Their trade
and commerce are of very considerable im-
portance to us. They come here and enter
into active competition with white labour.
There can be no doubt about that. In some
cases they engage in labour that it is very
difficult to get white men to perform. But
whatever may be the evil arising from that,
to make Japan an enemy of HEngland in-
stead of her ally, and to make her hostile
to this country in respect of commerce
would, in my opinion, not be good policy. I
think that is the general feeling of the vast
majority of the people of this country on
both sides of polities, so that I can hardly"
think my hon. friend is serious in asking us
whether we are going to legislate in such
a way as to exclude the Japanese from this
country. A Chinaman is in a somewhat dif-
ferent position. My hon. friends opposite,
when in power, legislated in the direction
of imposing a tux on Chinamen coming into
the country to the extent of fifty dollars per
head. I understand that most Chinamen
who come to this side of the Pacific do not
pay that tax directly themseives, but the
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parties who import them charge it against
their wages. 8o far the tax fas not been
a deterrent. The subject, I may say, is
under the attention of the government at
the present time. About two thousand
Chinamen, sometimes two or three hundred
more, sometimes one hundred or two hun-
dred less, come across the Pacific and land
at Victoria or Vancouver every year. Those
Chinamen, to a very large extent, remain
in this country. 1 suppose some of these in
British Columbia leave and some of those
‘Who come in take their plazes, but I appre-
hend that the Chinese population of Canada
Will be found to-day very nearly what it
Was ten or twelve years ago. Most of them
find their way eastward, and seek an oppor-
tunity of crossing the border. They are

contraband geods landed in Canada that is|

f?aDable of ambulating across our border
Into the United States. That I think has
been the condition of things almost since

the time when Chinamen first began to come |

to this country. I do not suppose that if we
Were to sneceed in excluding them we would
broduce any appreciable difference in the
Commerce of this counry at the moment.
1t is said by some, and my hon. friend per-
haps will know what foundation there is for
the statement that the Chinamen who have
Come to this side of the Pacific to some ex-
tent become habituated to the use of wheat
and wheat flour instead of rice and rice
fiour, and that when they go back to China
they consume wheat, especially the softer
Varieties that are grown on this side of the
Ocean, and that if there were less restrictlon
n the way of immigration there would he
8radually a large increase in the consump-
tion of North American wheat and wheat
flour in China. I believe the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway steamers carry a good deal
of flour to China now, for consumption in
that country. What the actual amount is
€ach year I have not looked up and cannot
Say, but I was told by a gentleman of pro-
Minence conmected with the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway that there is a growing con-
Sumption of wheat in China, largely the re-
sult of Chinamen having been on this side
cf the Pacific. Then there is a further con-
Sideration. I believe that the amount con-
tributed by Chinamen as passengers to the
g:l:adian Pacific Railway steamers is be-

€N one-fourth and half a million of dol-

la.rssu Year, and I suppose if we could, by

our legislation, successfully prevent China-
men from crossing the Pacific Ocean and
landing at Vancouver, we wounld maKe an
appreciable difference in the revenues of the
Canadian Pacific Railway steamers. All
these are matters that require serious con-
sideration both by the government and by
the two Houses of parliament when we deal
with this question. I know how strong the
feeling is in British Columbia against China-
men, and it may be very important that
legislation should be had ; but I at the same
time cannot close my eyes to the fact that
that legislation may not be wholly advant-
ageous. There may be disadvantages con-
nected with it as well.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The hon.
| gentleman is quite right in two matters he
| has mentioned—that the Chinese have not
increased in the country during the last ten
or twelve years. They keep coming and
going, as the hon. gentleman says. With
i regard to* the consumption of wheat and
flour, I believe the Chinese do use wheat
flour to some extent, and there is a large
trade between this country and Japan—
larger than that with China—in wheat. The
{ Japanese, with their usual energy and
| thrift, are now importing wheat and grind-
fing their own flour so as to have the profit
!of manufacturing flour amongst themselves.
| With regard to Chinamen coming in whose
tax is paid by their masters, that makes no
difference whatever ; the deduction is made
from their wages. The danger is that
Japanese come in free, paying nothing to
the revenue, and cause the same difficully
and compete with white labour as the Chi-
nese do, and I thought it my duty to bring
the matter before the government knowing
what I do about the Japanese coming in
and seeing how they conduct themselves,
because they drink a good deal and gamble,
and are not at all desirable immigrants.

THE LATE CLERK OF THE SENATE.
MOTION.

Hon, Mr. MILLS—Before the Orders of
the Day are called T wish to make a motion
which I think will meet with the general
approbation of the House. I move, geconded
by my hon. friend the leader of the oppo-
sition :

That in view of the long and faithful services
of Mr, Edouard J. Langevin, the late Clerk of
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the Senate, he be continued an honorary officer
of this House, and allowed the entrée of the
Senate and a seat at the Table on occasions of
ceremony.

This motion is exactly the same as that
adopted some years ago upon the retirement
of Mr. Langevin's predecessor.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
second the motion with a great deal of plea-
sure, and I do so because of the long serv-
ices of Mr. Langevin, not only in this Cham-
ber, but as Under Secretary of State and
other capacities during the last 35 or 40
years. Everybody who knows that gentle-
man knows that he has been most conscien-
tious in the performance of his duties : whe-
ther he has met with the approval of all
is entirely outside the question and could
not be expected. Those with whom he has
been associated in the department of the
Secretary of State, as well as those of us
in this Chamber, know that he has been most
conscientious and faithful in the perform-
ance of the duties which have fallen to his
lot so far as in him les, and in following
the precedent set in 1884 in the retirement of
Mr. Lemoine, I think we are only taking a
step which is due to an old and faithful
officer.

The motion was agreed to.

TICKET OF LEAVE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (B) ‘An Act toamend an Act to
provide for the conditional liberation of
penitentiary convicts.’

He said : A Bill to provide for the con-
ditional liberation of penitentiary convicts
was introduced by me in this House last
year. It was carried through parliament
end is now acted upon in the administration
of our penitentiaries. Under it those who
have committed offences for the first time,
after being confined for a portion of the
time for which they are sentenced,
and having been jindustrious and baving
conducted themselves properly, and being
8o reported by the officers of the penitentiary,
we have granted tickets of leave, or license
of parole, to such convicts and permitted
them to go at large under a certain degree
of surveillance. A good many during the
past four or flve months have been dis-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

charged from the penitentiary and are en-
gaged in the ordinary pursuits of labour in
different parts of the country. So far as I
know at the present time there is but one
of those who have been discharged who has
shown a disposition to return to criminal
pursuits. That party has been arrested and
will be tried for the offence, and if convicted
will be obliged to serve the time for which
he is sentenced in the penitentiary, together
with that portion of his prior term that has
not expired. On the whole, I think the
measure is working very satisfactorily here,
as it is in the United Kingdom and in most
of the states of the American Union 'where
it has been tried. There are a good many
young men who are sentenced for crime
to the penitentiaries who are not naturally
of the criminal class, men who have gone
astray perhaps from the want of proper
control or proper training, from bad asso-
clation, and who continue in their lives or -
pursuits of lawlessness until they are
brought up before some judge or adminis-
trator of justice and sentenced to imprison-
ment in the jails, the central prison, or the
penitentiary, or some reformatory. Last
year the Bill which I introduced to this
House provided for the discharge on parole
of convicts confined in the penitentiary. It
did not extend to the jails, and it was not
extended to the central prison, and so at
the present time we can only shorten the
sentence of those confined in the jails or
central prison by an absolute pardon. Some-
times we find this to be the case: two or
three young men commit some theft or other
depredation. They may be mere boys. The
leader amongst them is sentenced for over
two years and therefore goes to the peni-
tentiary. The others are sentenced for a
shorter period of time and are sent to the
central prison or to the common jail. Some-
times, upon representations being made and
full inquiry bhad into the cases from the
police in the district, or from the judge who
tried the case, or both, we find it necessary,
after the party has been in the penitentiary
for a time, to grant him a parole. He is the
chief offender. We think it is in his interest
that he should be let out under the survell-
lance that is exercised over him, but we
have no power under the law to release the
less serious offender who is conflned in
the central prison or in the jail, and the
only way that we can discharge him is by
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an absolute pardon, and so we lose all control
over him. There is a great advantage in the
surveillance that is -exercised. It has a
deterring influence. It prevents g young
man going back to his old haunts and asso-
clating with his old companions. He has
got into difficulty before and appreciates his
liberty, and therefore he avoids associating
with them lest he should again get into
trouble. When he has been for the balance
of his term of sentence, whatever it may
be, enjoying his liberty under surveillance,
new habits may be formed and the risk of
reverting again to criminal pursuits may be
gone altogether. Men are in a very large
degree the creatures of habit. I remember
reading an account of a man who lived in
Edinburgh who bad adopted the practice of
touching every verandah post along the
Street as he passed, and it became 8o con-
firmed a habit with him that if he missed
one he turned about and went back to touch
it before he went on with his journey, even
though he might be in a hurry. In the same
way boys, who get in the habit of doing
wrong and associating together, are influ-
enced by that association, and the result of
the action of each is the combined result of
the disposition to do wrong of all put toge-
ther, and in that respect our experience cor-
Tespoids with the experience of other coun-
tries, that the discharge under surveillance
has a good effect upon those who are enjoy-
ing their liberty upon condition. In or-
der to carry out this policy fairly, if
we find it safe to discharge on parole
the more serious offenders, I think
We sghall find it equally safe to dis-
charge upon parole those who are less
8erious offenders who have not been sent to
the penitentiary, but have been confined for
4 time in the jail or sent to the central
Prison. And this is my object in introduc-
Ing this very short measure. It practically
Consists of one section, which will read as
a part of the Act and so we simply carry
out the principle of the law adopted last

Year and which so far has worked very
Satisfactorily. .

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—In my opinion there
Is altogether too much sympathy extended
towards the criminals of this country. The
Dercentage of criminals in Canada is very
Smal] ag compared to the entire population,
&ng ;vhlle we may be desirous of doing some

good to the criminal class, we at the same
time should take care that we do not dis-
regard the rights and privileges of the great
masses of the community. I can very easily
understand that if this Bill is carried out
in its present form it will result in almost
a complete exodus from the different jails
and reformatories of this country, and in a
very short time we will have the country
deluged with ticket of leave men. It will re-
quire a very great deal of consideration on
the part of the Minister of Justice to main-
tain a proper regard to the feelings 1 have
indicated, and to show at any rate that
whatever is done will be done in the best
interests of the country, and upon the best
evidence that can be produced. [ can
very easily understand that from a humane
sentiment the Minister of Justice wishes to
procure this legislation, but I think we
should go a little further and ascertain whe-
ther it is likely to have the desired effect.
In my opinion, if we send a criminal to a
jail or reformatory for a limited time with-
out giving him a sufficient opportunity for
reform, when he comes out the last state of
that man will be worse than the first. We
know from experience that hardened crimi-
nals generally look to the consequence of
their acts. If they find that they can get
relief through the aid of their friemnds, by
petitions or otherwise, the resuit will be that
a great many people will be turned loose
upon soclety. If you merely confine a young
man to a jail or prison for a limited time, he
will return to his old haunts and the pro-
bability is that he will resume his former
career. If the evidence is sufficient to justi-
fy the decision of the judge, let the decision
be such that it is impossible to modify it
except for very cogent reasons, but in this
case the Minister of Justice will be encir-
cled, to a very great extent, by people who
are desirous of getting parties lberated
from jail after a very few months’ ipcar-
ceration. I do not believe in that policy at
all. When criminals know that excessive
punishment will be inflicted for crime they
will be less likely to commit crime.

Now, for instance, garotting was a very
prevalent crime here some time ago; the very
moment the law was. changed and the lash
was substituted for imprisonment as a pun-
{shment, that crime ceased. In cases Where
capital punishment bas been done away
with, crime has increased considerably. Al
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these matters ought to be taken into con-

sideration before coming to a decision to
make a wholesale change of this nature. It
is desirable that the facts should be looked
into. The sending of a criminal to Jjail
should be looked upon as a punishment, as
a severe punrishment, not merely as a tem-
porary residence
should be continuous, for the term of the
sentence. I am brought to this conclusion
by a most remarkable circumstance that
took fplace in ithis city recently. A young
man in the employ of the city council was

tried and convicted on the charge of steal-

ing money from his employers. Application
was made to the Minister of Justice for the
release of this young man. The Minister
of Justice, under the circumstances, acting
upon what he considered, I suppose, was
right, was induced 'to liberate the prisoner.
1 shall read the report that has been circul-
ated respecting this case. It will give a
pretty good insight into what may be done
if the Minister of Justice will listen to the
seductive applications made for one purpose
or another. I shall state the case as it was
reported in the papers a few days ago. It
is very pertinent to this bill and shows
that a great deal of good judgment and
discrimination will be required in carrying
out this law in the future should it be placed

on the statute book. I take the opportunity

of saying that I acquit the Minister of
Justice of consciously doing a wrong act.

He has been sadly imposed on by a member

of this community whose character is any-
thing but what it ought to be.

ister had taken the trouble to look into ithe

matter he would not have acted upon this
man’s representations without corroborative
evidence. No credence should be placed on
the allegations of this man who has been
ithe cause of trouble in this city for some
considerable time. I am very sorry that I

am obliged to bring up a local matter ini

this way. I would not have thought of
doing it but for the fact that this bill is
now before us and this case furnishes an
illustration of what may occur in the future
if proper safeguards are not provided :

The case of Ollie Mann, the civic clerk con- !

victed of embezzlement, sent to penitentiary, and
soon pardoned by the Minister of Justice, has
assumed a remarkable aspect, or rather series of
aspects,
The first surprise the public received was the
pardon.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

in a certain place. It:

If the Min-

‘ The second surprise was the publication of a

! letter given by the Minister of Justice to Mann
for his relatives stating why the pardon was
‘- granted. This letter Ald. W. D. Morris pro-
,duced in the city council.

I The third surprise was a statement from the
Minister of Justice that his letter to Mann had
been given on the understanding that it was
not to be made public, nor used except to aid
Mann to get a situation here or elsewhere.

The fourih surprise is the discovery just made
that the pardon of Mann was due to the action
of Ald. W. D. Morris, who had written a private
letter to the Minister of Justice, signed ‘ Chair-
wan of the (civic) Investigation Commibttee,”
making certain statements.

The letter which the Minister of Justice gave
to Mann reciting reasons for the pardon seemed
peculiar enough. In effect it said that the Min-
ister had looked into the evidence and found
Mann to be little worse than some other people;
also that the civic administration was unwar-
rantably loose; so the Department of Justice
. decided to let Mann off. It was a bit hard to
'understand the logic of this letter of the minis-
+ter., Imagine a citizen murdered by a gang of
,roughs; one thug caught, convicted and sen-
‘tenced to be hanged; then the Minister of Jus-
| tice pardoning the murderer on the ground that
i the murderer was not much worse than others
of the gang who had not been convicted. Most
of us would fancy that a ruling of that kind by
the Department of Justice tended to put our
throats to undesirable risk. It would look as
if a cut-throat, to practise his art with consider-
able margin of safety, would only have to secure
a sufficient number of associates to render it like-
ly that some would escape the police. If him-
i self caught, he might hope to be pardoned be-
cause not much worse than his chums who got
-away, or because the administration of law was
'not strict enough to prevent them committing
murder. .

Or, taking the exact offence which Mann com-

mitted, any clerk in any business house in this
city might hope to be pretty safe in stealing
money if he could persuade all the other clerks
in the place to steal too. With a sufficient
. number, some would be likely to escape prose-
cution or conviction: then the others might be
pardoned because they were possibly not much
worse, and because the business firm’s adminis-
tration must have been loose when so many
, clerks were able to steal.
' The above seems somewhat of a parallel to the
| minister's view of the Mann case. The ‘ Jour-
‘nal’ nevertheless did not comment on the par-
| don, suppesing it to be granted for adequate
| legal reasons. Even after the letter came out,
i given by the Minister of Justice to Mann, it
! scemed best to make no comment. In the let-
I'ter, the minister said that he had looked into
 the evidence on which Mann was convicted, the
supposition was natural that he meant merely
the evidence given in court, upon which the min-
_ister was much more likely to place a correct
'legal interpretatign than a newspaper could.

But the revelation now that Ald. Morris had
written privately to the Minister of Justice, and
tle nature of Ald. Morris’ communication, which
has just come to light, seem to have a very
material bearing on the position. The nature
and contents of tbe Morris communication, to be
i plain, raise a suspicion that the Minister of
Justice acted wholly or chiefly upon ‘evidence’
of another kind than that given in court. It
gives to the matter an aspect which Jjustifies
criticism.

Ald. Morris, it appears, sent to the Minister of
* Justice, in support of his claim for the pardon
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of Mann, simply a copy of Auditor Neff’s report
on ecivic finances, accompanied by a number of
Ald. Morris’ own views of what the report meant.
No court testimony was quoted or inclosed by
Ald. Morris. Is it possible that the Minister of
Justice swallowed the private letter of Ald. Mor-
ris, without reference to other quarters ? Is
it possible Mann’s pardon was based chiefly by
the minister upon the opinions of Ald. Morris?
It looks like it, from the fact that the minister’s
}etter to Mann regarding the pardon embodies
1 part much the same words as Ald. Morris’
Pl‘iqr letter to the minister. The suspicion is
decidedly unpleasant that action by the Depart-
ment of Justice in Canada can be influenced in
this one-sided and secret way.

Of course, there is this to be said, that Ald.
Morris sizned the letter as chairman of the civic
investigation committee. The minister had per-
haps a right to assume that Ald. Morris spoke
for the city council of Ottawa. Inasmuch as
the council and investigation committee had no
know)edge of Ald. Morris’ action, it is difficult
to see a justification for the signature the alder-
man used. As he was asking the pardon of
a criminal who had stolen civic money, he should
either have acted with the knowledge of the
council, or should have been careful to specify
to the minister that he did so purely as a pri-
vate individual—particularly as he called in
question the characters of other persons.

Really is not the whole business something
Quite out of the ordinary? And very different
from wbat the public has a right to expect from
either the Department of Justice or any self-
Tespecting public representative.

This is, T believe, the whole truth, or

Dretty nearly so, as contained in the letter,

of Alderman Morris written on his own
responsibility, without the comsent of the
City council. 1 look upon it as obtaining
a letter on false pretenses, and I think
this man ought to be indicted for such an
action. If the Criminal Code does not pro-
Vide a punishment for it, provision should
be made to meet such cases. He had no
Iore right to send that letter as emanating
from the city council, whose servant he was.
than I had. Therefore, it was reprehensible
on the part of Alderman Morris and mis-
leading to the Minister of Justice. I be-
lieve if the minister had known him, as 1
know him, he would never have granted this
Pardon or accepted the statements of Alder-
man Morris without having them supported.
A great wrong has been done. What was the
Tesult of this? Immediately after the return
of Mann to the city, the first thing he did
Was to combine with this man Morris for
the purpose of trying to convict other men
“_"ho had been employed with him in the
City service. He did not show any contri-
ton for his offence but actually went to
t"gol‘k deliberately with this man Morris for

€ Durpose of doing further evil to the
Deople for whom he certainly should have

had a different feeling. It is reprehensible
on the part of Alderman ‘Morris, and it
shows how difficult it will be to carry out
these pardons unless all the points of evi-
dence are so studied as to be beyond all
contradiction. I believe this man has been
for some time trying his best to malign res-
pectable citizens of Ottawa to an extent
unequalied in the annals of any country.
He adopted this step, not that he cared
whether the prisoner was released or not,
but that Mann would be an instrument to
enable him to accomplish an object he had
in view for a long time. As far as the young '
man is concerned, he very naturally told the
Minister that be was anxious to get em-
ployment—that he did not want to remain
here, and that he wanted some Kkind of
certificate to show that, as far as the Min-
ister was concerned, he had no objection.
The Minister very kindly gave it to him.
He indited the letter in this way I believe
“To whom it may concern.” It was taking
advantage of the Minister's kindness, and
they have done a great wrong. It is only
right that this subject should come up in
the Senate at this time, particularly when
this measure is before us, because if it
becomes law there will be many persons
appealing ito the Minister for the clemency
that may be extended to them by this Act,
and the Minister of Justice will have a great
deal of trouble to discover in the future
whether advantage has been 'taken of his
good wnature. It is essential, when these
men are liberated for sufficient cause, that
the sentence should be a deterrent to them
and to all similar cases in the future. Crim-
inals take every care to inquire into the
character of the punishment to be inflicted
on them should they be convicted, and in
my judgment it should be perfectly under-
stood that there will be no mitigation of the
punishment except for good and sufficient
cause. I am very sorry that it is necessary
to bring this matter up, but it may have a
bearing on the discussion of the measure
before us. Ihave no desire to interfere with
the Minister of Justice. He knows and has
opportunities of knowing, bebter than 1
have, what has been the effect of these
liberations in other countries, and probably
he will give us statistics to show that this
legislation is desirable. Another fact is
worthy of attention, and that is these pris-
oners are sent to the reformatories and
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penitentiaries at great cost to the country.
‘The majority of the convicts are better
cared for and better fed at the expense of
the country than in their own homes. It
costs more, I believe, to support such men
in the penitentiaries than most working men
have to pay for the support of themselves
and families. That is decidedly wrong. They
should, of course, be properly fed and taken
care of, but when we find that in many jails
of this country the prisomers are provided
for at the cost of six or eight cents a day, and
the cost of maintaining convicts is far above
" this figure, I do not see any justification for
it. There must be extravagance somewhere,
or they are better taken care of than they
should be. I know that the cost of suppont-
ing a man in a shanty, with all the expense
of transportation, is fifteen cents to eighteen
cents per day. If that is the case, why
should it cost so much mouney to maintain
these prisoners in the way they are main-
tained? I wish someone had taken up this
matter who is better qualified to discuss it
than I am. I simply state my views and it
is for the House to decide, because it is a
very important question. If we pass this
bill as it is now, in a very short time jails
will be emptied, and criminals will return
to their old haunts, and instead of its being
a benefit, it may be the reverse o the com-
munity generally. 1 acquit the Minister of
Justice of any conscious wrong-doing in the
case of Mann. He was imposed upon by
parties who were interested in getting this
prisoner released. I bave nothing to say
about the young man, He committed a
grave crime, for which he was punished. He
should have been allowed to remain in the
penitent}ary for a sufficient time to reform,

so that when he came out he would be a
better citizen and better able to do his duty
here or elseewhere. !

Hen. Mr. SCOTT—The arguments and il
lustrations that my hon, friend from Ottawa
has brought against this Bill have really |
no applicability. The hon. gentleman has |
introduced into the discussion a matter
that has been a source of agitation between
members of the city council, rather frow
personal motives than anything else. I do
not propese to go into a discussion of the
question whether Mann was properly re-
leased or not. It has no applicability to this

Bill. He was not released on ticket of leave,
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

but was pardoned, and I believe there were
sufficlent reasons for his pardon. The re-
ports were all favourable and the grounds
upon which he was enlarged, although not
made public, are, I believe, sufficient to
justify the course of the Minister of
Justicee. My hon. friend is very much
disturbed lest this country should be
inundated with convicts under the present
system of enlarging. Up to the present
time, I think I am quite within the record
when I say that of all the criminals of the
whole Dominion—and they must number in
the penitentiaries between two and three
thousand—the number at present enlarged
under license would not be more, probably,
than forty or fifty. That average would be
greater than the average that would extend
over the whole year, for the reason that
those whose cases might fairly be thought
worthy of favourable consideration were
considered when the Act came in force. The
convicts in the penitentiaries that would
probably be enlarged under this Bill would
not probably exceed five of six per cent of
the whole number, a very small fractioun.
This Bill simply extends to those who are
confined in jails and special prisons—I be-
lieve there is only one special prison in the
country,—the Central prison.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL—And
the Reformatory at Penetanguishene.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The Bill is simply en-
larging a principle which has already been
acquiesced in by the House, and which has
been found to work satisfactorily wherever
tried in the United States. England and
Germany. As a rule, the parties who have
been enlarged by these tickets of leave have
reformed. They have come under happier
auspices ; they have repented of their of-
fences and have become good members of
soclety. It is very much Detter that that
encounragement should be given to them—-
that a stimulus to better behaviour should
be offered, and the experience of all coun-
tries is that the system has worked well,
and therefore it is one that ought to be
extended to Canada. But the proportion of
those who can avail themselves of this pri-
vilege is very limited. It is only when the
authorities are amply satisfied that it is in
the best interests, mot only of the culprit,
but of society, from the evidence they have
given during the term of their imprison-
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went that they have reformed their lives,
that confidence may be reposed in allowing
them to be at large. Mr, Mann's case, as I
have said, is not one that is relevant to the
question, and it is exceedingly unfortunate
that it has been introduced in this debate.
The prominence it has received is due en-
tirely to the bickering of certain members
of the city council. Mr. Manm, no doubt,
has behaved very badly indeed in giving
Uup this letter of the Minister of Jusilce to
Ald. Morris to be used as a mode of stab-
bing at somebody else in the city council.
The letter was given because it was sup-
DPosed that Mann was going to seek employ-
ment elsewhere. It was a general letter, not
addressed to any one in particular, indicat-
ing that his conduct was such as to create
the belief that hereafter he would be worthy
the confidence of those by whom he might
be employed.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I said so.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
knows that it was very improperly used by
M.r. Morris. Mann acted very improperly in
glving it up. 1t was never intended for any
such purpose, but the feeling in the city
couuncil was so strong that Mr. Morris was
able to get it for Mann for the purpose of
making an attack on certain other persons
f’mployed in the office of the City Treasurer.
The whole thing is exceedingly discreditable
to those who have made an improper use of
this letter, but it has no possible bearing on
this case. Mann was pardoned on grounds
that were considered amply sutficient o

Justify the action taken by the Minister of
Justice,

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I am
7ot opposed to the principle of this Bill, so
far as it relates to the extension. If tlere is
any class of prisoners to whom it should
apply. it is to those who have committed
Mminor crimes. The objection would be to
apply it to cases where criminals bave been
Incarcerated for greater and more serious
crimes ; hence I think that the position
taken by the Minister of Justice in extend-
1“; it to the ordinary jails and reform:-
tories and Central prison is not objection-
able, because the character of prisoners in
these institutions is very often of that kind
that has been graphically described by the
Minister himself, who have been led Into
crime without being really hardened ecrl-

winals. The hardeped criminals are gene-
rally those who go through two or three
prisons. My hon. friend says the case cited
by the hon. gentleman from Rideau Divi-
sion is not applicable, because in that case
an absolute pardon was granted and not a
ticket of leave. So far, logically, the hon.
gentleman is correct, but I do not think it
was at all out of place that my hon. friend
from Rideau (Hon. Mr. Clemow) should call
attention to so grave a charge as is made in
the article he has just read. Unless the Min-
ister of Justice was imposed upon in this
case, it is difficult to understand how he
gave a letter of recommendation to the pri-
soner, which, as the paper says, was for the
purpose of enabling him to get a situation
with other people. Unless the minister
from the evidence, was convinced that there
was no criminal act on the part of Manm,
I might humbly express the opinion that the
letter ought not to have been given, and
while I agree with the hon. Secretary of
State that in the divulging of that letter by
Ald. Morris he may have committéd a gross
breach of confidence. the great error to my
mind was in the Minister of Justice giving
such a letter—that is if the letter is of the
character indicated in that published article,
which of course I cannot vouch for, because
1 have not seen it. It must present itself
to the mind of every one that when a cri-
minal bas been convicted by the courts and
sent to jail, there must have been good
evidence that he had transgressed the laws
of the country and in this case I believe it
was one of flagrant embezzlement of city
funds. The clerk who embezzles his mas-
ter's ;nomey cannot be held less guilty, it
strikes me, than those who may have in-
duced him to do it, and this article says
that he was pardoned by the Minister of
Justice for the reason that he was no worse
than others, which seems to me scarcely a
good reason for gZranting a pardon.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—{ can
scarcely conceive it possible that the Min-
ister of Justice would write such a letter,
or grant a pardon for such a reasomn, but it
he did grant a pardon for the reasons in-
dicated in the article read by the hon. Sena-
tor from Rideau (Hon. Mr. Clemow), then I
hesitate not to say that, in my opinion, the
Minister of Justice did positively wrong. 1
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do think that it is within the province
of any one sitting in this House or the other
House, to call the attention of the public to
the reasons which may have been given by
a Minister of Justice for granting a pardon
or a ticket of leave. It is well that the
public should know, if that power which is
placed in the hands of the minister be
abused, in order that there may be publicity
of an act of that kind. It would do much
to deter him from repeating the mistake.
To say abuse would simply that that would
be an intentional act on the part of the
minister, but if it is done through error and
by the misrepresentation of those with whom
he has been in communication, why then
the crime, if such I may term it, or the
wrong done by the Minister of Justice is
not as great if it were done designedly. So
that any publicity that is given to a case of
that kind, or any comment that may be
made upon it, is quite within the province
of any member of parliament, as it gives
the minister an opportunity of making such \
explanations as may satisfy the public. That |
article must lead any one reading it, knowing
nothing of the facts, to but one conclusion,
namely that the minister had been imposed
upon, and consequently that he had given a
letter recommending a man who had been
convicted of a crime, to enable him to go
away and get a situation with others where
he might repeat the crime. I must express
the opinion again that I can scarcely think
it possible that the hon. gentleman gave such
an opinion. I think the hon. Minister of
Justice, who has been attacked, ought to be
thankful to the hon. gentleman from Rideau
(Mr. Clemow) for bringing the matter be-
fore this body, in order that he can set him-
self right and disabuse the minds of the peo-
ple who have read it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do not know that 1
can agree with everything which my hon.
friend the leader of the opposition has said
respecting this matter, It is most undesir-
able that the perogative of the Crown that
is exercised in respect to pardon should be
made a matter of parliamentary discussion
if it can be avoided. It is perhaps of all the
duties that a minister has to discharge the
most delicate, and that being so, the fact of
constant parliamentary discussion of the
exercise of the power of prerogative must
lead to the practice of abstaining from ad-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

vising its exercise altogether. For if a public
man is to run the gauntlet of constant
criticism and misrepresentation on the part
of the press for the advice he gives His
Excellency with regard to a matter of this
sort, I think the effect would be that he
would say that the responsibility rested with
the judge who sentenced the party to the jail
for a limited period of time, and that he de-
clined to advise any interference on behalf
of the Sovereign. The practise in England,
as I mentioned here the other day, is that
unless there is something coming to the
knowledge of the minister in connection
with the matter, in which he thinks there
was an error of judgment or a failure of
justice, that subject is not made a matter
of parliamentary discussion, but is left en-
tirely with the Secretary of State or the
home department. In this matter, in order
that the House might form a judgment with
regard to the propriety of advising the
pardon of Mann or not, let me say thart it
would be necessary to have all the papers
before each member of the House that was
before me when 1 was called upon to dis-
charge that duty. There is, for instance,
the report of the judge, to which my hon.
friend did not refer, but to which very great
importance is always attached. And yet
that is not a communication that I can bring
down to parliament, because it is always
confidential, as the report of my deputy is
which I am called upon to present to His
Excellency, and if we were to permit the
report of the judges to be brought down to
parliament and made the subject of adverse
eriticism, as they would be if they were made
the subject of critisism at all, the deterring
effect upon the judge would be like the de-
terring effect that would practically reach
the minister : the judge would give you the
baldest possible report and abstain from
anything which would expose him to ad-
verse criticism in either House of parliament.
Then there is another consideration. Some-
times prisoners have their sentences com-
muted simply because the surgeon of the
ingtitution says that some great critieal
calamity will overtake them if they are kept
there, that a man is in danger of dying un-
less he is discharged. My hon. friend will
remember a case in the city of Quebec where
the Minister of Justice discharged a party
and pardoned him, not because he merited
pardon himself, but simply because practi-
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cally the sentence pronounced upon him and
the punishment would become the punish-
ment of death, instead of being a confine-
ment for a certain period of time, and in all
these cases the minister, upon such a report
being made, has to assume the responsibility
of giving advice. There was such a report
in this case, as my hon. friend would have
Seen if he had ecalled upon me, as I would
have shown him the papers. With regard
to the letter I gave Mr. Mann, and which
Was most improperly used, I may say, in
the first place, that the letter was asked by
the young man’s mother from me because
she said her son was discontented here, felt
that he ought to go away, and he wanted to
Join Lord Strathcona’s Horse. He had gone
to Colopel Steele and told him that he

Wished to join the force. I believe he
Was rather an efficient member of the
force here. had had a good deal of

drill. was a good horseman, and Colonel
Steele was disposed to accept his offer,
but he said to Colonel Stecle, ‘I can-
Dot join the force without telling you
that I was a convict sentenced to the pe-
hitentiary and have been released.’ Colonel
Steele wanted to know something about the
circumstances. I do not know Colonel Steele
Personally. I had never met him and had
D0 acquaintance with him, and I said to Mrs.
Mann, ‘I will write a letter to your son and
he can call for it at five o'clock in the after-
Noon.’ I dictated the lefter to my secretary
after he came there, and it was handed to
him. It was addressed ‘To whom it may
Concern,’ simply because I did not know
Colonel Steele. It was not intended to
Teach any other party, and that was tho-
Toughly wunderstood by the young man’s
Mother when I told her I would give her
that communication. It was to be used for one
burpose, namely to obtain employment. It
Was to enable him to join the force, where
he might be efficient, and to go to another
Country where, if he desired to remain, he
Wwould have an opportunity of beginning life
again. Those are the circumstances. There
ay have been an error of judgment, but I
did not think so, and I do not think so yet. 1
Wished to give him an opportunity in life, if
he desired it, without doing anybody wrong
and without concealing anything, I didn’t go
Into a discussion of the case. I did not say
how far the report of the surgeon had in-
fluenced me in the conclusions I had reached.

I did not say how far the communication of
the judge had influenced me. I assumed
the responsibility of these matters, but I did
state that the business of the office of the
treasurer had been very loosely conducted,
that it bad been open to a number of per-
sons, as well as to this young man, to take
money from the till, that the practice had
been to put in their I O U’s for the money
taken out, but whether the I O U’s correctly
represented that sum or not was not known,
and there was a great deal connected with
the case, without saying whether any one
intended to be dishonest or mnot, which
showed a very great deal of looseness. My
hon. friend from Rideau (Hon. Mr. Clemow)
thinks that everybody ought to be in the
penitentiary who has been sentenced to go
there. I do not take that view. There are
some young men who are a good deal better
out, as long as they are under surveillance,
because they are removed from the most
hardened class, the wicked and lawless class
of people, the old offenders in the peniten-
tiary. One man wrote to me a few days
ago, and I have his letter in my possession
at present, in which he says ‘I was dis-
charged from the penitentiary. I have been
four times employed since my discharge. I
have been four times dismissed from the
service of those in whose employment I was,
not because I did any wrong, but simply be-
cause it was known that I had been in the
penitentiary.’

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Is that
the Holden case ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No, it is another case,
which occurred very recently. This man
wrote to me asking if it was possible that
some employment could be found for him—
could I find some one who would give him
employment, knowing the fact that he had
been in the penitentiary, because he said the
moment it became known it seemed to be a
barrier against his obtaining employment or
the opportunity of earning an honest living.
I dare say that there is a good deal of that
feeling. It is natural that it should be 80,
because men do not know how far they may
trust one who has been a violator of the law.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It does not strike me
that the hon. gentleman from Rideau (Hon.
Mr. Clemow) is deserving of cemsure for
having called attention to Mann’s case, be-
cause attention had already been directed
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to the case in the press, and it was desirable
that the minister should have an opportunity
of making the explanation which he has
made. There were some things which the
hon. gentleman from Rideau said which I
agreed with, and I think that his observa-
tions deserve the consideration of the Min-
ister of Justice and of all those who are
engaged in the work of administering jus-
tice In this country. One point the hon.
gentleman made was that criminals were
too well treated, and I think there is a good
deal of force in that. In some places—I
do not speak of the penitentiaries—in the
Jails and other local prisons the prisoners
are too well treated. They have nothing to
do, and they are well fed and lodged, and
better off than honest men who earn their
living outside. I know that in Halifax it
was rather a common thing for a man who
had been doing odd jobs during the summer,
earning enough money to get liquor and en-
Joy himself, when the weather began to get
cold to commit some offence which would
send him to the city prison for ninety days.
He boarded there for ninety days, until the
weather became suitable, and then went
out. But, fortunately, a new governor was
appointed, prisoners had to work harder,
and since the change boarding at Rockhead
prison has not been as comfortable nor as
fashionable as before. I think they should
get enough food, but it should be very
plain, and they should be made to work.
I have often thought that the prisoners in
jails and lock-ups might be utilized to im-
prove the condition of the roads and streets
in their vicipity, and further, that would
exhibit them to the public, which would
have a deterrent effect. There were one
or two points in the Bill to which I thought
it desirable to direct the attention of the
Minister of Justice, The first clause reads :

The provisions of chapter 49 of the statutes of
1899, intituled ‘ An Act to provide for the con-
citional liberation of Penitentiary Convicts,’ shall
apply to all persons convicted of any offence and

being under sentence of imprisonment in any
jail or other public or reformatory prison.

I agree with the hon. leader of the oppo-
sition that if this ticket of leave system is
to apply to grave offenders who are con-
fined in the penitentiary, the reason for ap-
plying it to persons guilty of trivial offences
is still greater ; but I have some doubts—and
1 trust the minister will consider the point—
as to the speedy release of the lad who

Hon. Mr. POWER.

:is confined in a reformatory. A boy is
i sent to a reformatory for the purpose of
. being reformed rather than being punished,
iand if he is let out after a very short time,
the reforming process is cut short, and I
trust that even though the Minister of Jus-
tice may have the power to release a lad
from a reformatory, that that power shall be
rarely exercised. The better way is for the
lad to stay in the reformatory a sufficient
time to enable them to accomplish some-
thing in the way of reforming him. I should
be glad to see the word *“reformatory”
struck out of the clause. The power to
let boys out of reformatories is a power
which should be used with great caution.
As to the form of the Bill, it should state
that the form of the ticket of leave which
is embodied in the original statute should
be modified so as to include the other pri-
sons. The form in the statute applies only
to the penitentiaries. I do not know that it
is absolutely necessary, but it is perhaps
better on the whole that this Bill should
state that the form be altered to meet that.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—The hon. gentleman’s
objection to including reformatories does not
appear to me to have force, because any
case of that kind would be dealt with on
its merits, in the same way as the case of a
convict in a penitentlary. The Minister of
Justice would not think of allowing a lad to
go if the circumstances of the case were
such that it appeared to him, in his judg-
ment, it was better for the lad to remain
where he was.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—We would not let him
out except on the advice of the officer in
charge of the institution.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—This Biil is framed by
those who have taken great interest in pri-
sons, and the treatment of crime; and I
think the retention of this power with regard
to those confined in other places besides the
penitentiaries, if properly exercised, will be
of great benefit, and it ought not to be strick-
ep from the Bill.

Hon. Mr. KERR—I should like to make a
few obhservations upon this Bill. I have
listened with very much interest and profit
to the discussion. I am thoroughly satis-
fied that the Bill which passed into law
last session was legislation in the right di-
rection. I am equally satisfled in my own

mind that the proposed legislation now be-
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fore this House is also a further step in the
right direction, and I can ouly say that I
am entirely in accord with the hon. gentle-
man from York (Hon. Mr. Allan) that if this
conditional release can be applied to con-
victs In the penitentiary, much more should
it be applicable to persons incarcerated in
jails, central prisons and reformatories for
minor offences. Until the Act of last ses-
siom, there was this state of things existing.
An application would be made for executive
clemency, and the Minister of Jusfce, in
many cases, while he felt, I have no doubt,
that he could not advise executive clemency
Which meant unconditional pardon, would
like to have some compromise between these
two. I have had an experience of pro-
Secuting criminals for many years, and
I know from conversations with judges
DPresiding at trials, and with others
competent to pronounce an opinion, that
they entirely approve of the legislation
€nacted last session, and the extension that
is now proposed by this Bill. Many judges,
especially in cases of minor offences and
Ininor offenders, think it better where in the
€Xercise of a wise and sound discretion they
can do so, to allow a person charged with
and even convicted of an offence, to go upon
Suspended sentence. The effect of that is
ufore salutary, in the opinion of the judge
Who so disposes of the case, than imprison-
ment. The very consciousness of the sen-
tence hanging over a prisoner has a very
Salutary effsct upon his future conduct.
Now, I suppose the obfect of all punish-
ent js to deter others from committing
offences, and what I consider even more
lmportant than that, the reformation of the
Party immediately concerned. The peni-
tentiary, no doubt, is a very good place to
bunish a convict, but I question whether
t0o long an imprisonment is the best way
to reform a criminal. It is said that evil
Communications corrupt good manners. 1
think evil communications may make bad
anners even worse, and I have always felt
that it would be well if, after imprisonment
Tor a time, convicts should be allowed to go
at large conditionally, knowing that they
are not pardoned, knowing that they ave
Stlll liable to be rearrested and imprisoned.
I believe a consciousness of that will be very
Salutary upon the walk and conversation of
the person so conditionally liberated. I am

glad that there seems to be such unanimlty'

of sentiment in favour of the legislation now
proposed, and I have no doubt that the
operation of this Act in the future will be
such as its most sanguine supporters expect
of it. I am sure that whoever happens to
be the Minister of Justice for the time being
will exercise a wise and sound discretion.
It is not a fair argument against thie prin-
ciple of any measure to argue from a case
that hag been a partial failure or mistake.
but only from a number of cases in which
the law has had a beneficial operation. I
shall have the greatest satisfaction in sup-
porting the Bill. I am sure that it will meet
with the hearty concurrence of the public.
I have been prosecutor in many cases in
which prisoners are now undergoing sent-
ence in the penitentiary, and while I could
not recommend, or the presiding judge could
not see his way clear, in his report to the
Minister of Justice, to recommend uncondi-
tional pardon, I have no doubt that in a
great many cases they would be very glad
of the opportunity to recommend that «
conditional pardon be granted, such as will
be effected by the license proposed with the
conditions endorsed. I think it is better to
err on the side of mercy than on the side of
vengeance. ‘To err is human, to forgive
divine,” and at any rate we will show by
the course we are taking that we still have
some hope for the reformation of offenders,
and that we desire to give them an oppor-
tunity to show that they can work out their
future course and live down the disgrace
under which they must be for a length of
time. I therefire cordially support the Bill

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

SUPKEME COURT OF THE NORTH-
WEST TERITORIES BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hop. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
ing of Bill (C) *An Act respecting the Su:
preme Court of the North-west Territories.
He said: At the present time there is no
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the

North-west Territories.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Do
you call it ¢ Supreme Court’ ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Why ?
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Hon, Mr. MILLS—That is the title. My
bon. friend called it that.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C)—It is the
same in British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It is merely for the puar-|
pose of enabling us to name one of the jud-:

ges as Chief Justice. At the present time
there is no such party, and there are nve
judges now; but except as to difference of
senlority, they are all on a footing of equal-
ity. They are puisne judges. When we go in-
to committee on the Bill I shall make some
small verbal alterations. From the repre-
sentations that have been made to me, and
the rapid growth of settlements in the
country. I think that we ought to have the
power of appointing one more judge, if ne-
cessary. There are now five judges, and if
we Immake one of them Chief Justice there
will be four puisne judges. What I propose
to say is this : The Supreme Court shall con-
sist of the Chief Justice and not more than
five puisne judges, so that we need not ap-
point the five judges unless experience shows
that it is necessary.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I should like to
express my satisfaction with the” proposed
amendment of the North-west Territories
Act. There has been f{or some years an ox-
pression in this direction on behalf of the
bar of the Territories as well as the sauae
feeling on Dbehalf of the judges. I might
also say that the benchers of the North-
west Territories have recently taken some
action in memorializing the government to
create the office of Chief Justice. In the
appointment of Chief Justice, I hope the
government will see their way to appoint
the present Senior Judge of the Territories.
the Hon. Justice Richardson, who has ably
preside@ for many years as senior judge of
the North-west Territories, in fact since
the organization of the present court. I
may say there are no two opinions in the
Territories in regard to the advisability of
appointing that judge to the position whick
it is now proposed to create. With refer-
ence to the appointment of an additional
judge to the Territories, I may say I am at
variance with the hon. Minister of Justice ?
Five justices are quite sufficient for the vol-
ume of business that is now being trans-
acted throughout the Territories. and while
I am aware of the fact that there has been

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

some opinion expressed in various quarters
in the Territories that they should have a
resident judge. and with that I do not dis-
agree, yet rhe volume of litigation through-
ont the Territories at the present time can
easily, in my judgment, be performed by the
present number of judges. With the Bill as
at present drafted, I most heartily concur,
and am very pleased to give my support to
it. With reference, however, to the other
suggestion, I am at variance with the Min-
ister 05 Justice on that question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—T did not say that we
ought to have an additional judge, but I
propose to amend the Bill in this way, that
the Supreme Court shall consist of the Chief
Justice and not more than five puisne
judgas, so that the court will be properiy
constituted with even a smaller number
than four judges. My hon. friend knows
that the present number of five judges has
existed in the Territories for fourteen years,
and that the Territories have perhaps treb-
led in population since that time, and whe-
ther the present judges can do all the busi-
ness, I am not prepared to say. All I can
say is that I have no inclination to appoint
any rore than are required.

Hon., Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Wi;ll
it not be time enough. when the Minister of
Justice is comvinced that it is necessary, to
take the power to do it ?

Hon. Mr. MILL3—That is all I am doing.
My hon. friend will see that if it were found
necessary to reorganize the distriets with
regard to the Territories, we would be
obliged to ask for further legislation. We
could not appoint five judges without the
authority of parliament.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I should like to
point out that if you mow pass legislation
providing that the court shall consist of six
judges, instead of five as at present, it is
needless to say how at once the greatest
amount of importunity will be brought to
bear on the government to appoint the sixth
judge, and I might say that legislation in
the direction indicated would be equivalenf,
in fact, to the appointment of an additional
judge. Although the population has very
considerably increased since the organ-
ization of the court in 1886, yet, as a mem-
ber of the legal profession, I am compelled
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to say that the volume of litigation has
fallen off very considerably.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—A good |
job for the country. |

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

THE POLITICAL CRISIS IN BRITISH!
COLUMBIA.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C)—Before the |
House adjourns, I wish to say a few words |
to the members of the government about;
the condition of affairs in British Columbia.
It is a most unfortunate condition. The
Lieutenant Governor seems to be going from
bad to worse. Hon. gentlemen know how a
Year ago he dismissed his government be-
fore the elections were over, and now he has
dismissed another government. The Pre-
mier assured him that he could form a gov-
érnment with five majority, but was not
listened to. The Lieutenant Governor has
called on another man to form a government
and no member of the legislature will have
anything to do with him, and the new Pre-
mier is calling in outside parties. The legis-
lature is ata deadlock. I think the Lieuten-
ant Governor should be recalled. I should be
Sorry to say anything against him person-
ally, baving known him for many years, and
having been associated with him a long time
in this House, but the public interest de-
vands that something should be done. I
find in the Free Press to-day the following :
Ex-Premier Semlin and other members of the
British Columbia legislature claim to have as.
Surance from Ottawa that Governor McInnes will
be recalled in consequence of his mistake in
Mmaking Joseph Martin premier.

Perhaps that would not be a good cause,
but taking the whole thing in connection
With that, whether there is any fruth in this
I donot know, butI do hope the government
Will either recall him or point out what he
should do. because evidently public affairs
are in a very bad condition in the province
at present. No money has been voted. If
Mr. Martin and his colleagues can sit and
draw their salaries for four or five months,
they will not call the House together at all.
This is a very bad condition of things.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend knows
that we have, under the British North Amer-
fca Act, in all provinces, or are supposed to
have, parliamentary government,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It is
a supposition out there.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It has been a supposi-
tion in many cases. Whether the Governor
has done rightly or not, I am expressing no
opinion at the present time, because, having
parliamentary government, he is at present
forming a cabinet that must, if it continues
to carry on the government of the country,
enjoy the confidence of a majority of the
electorate. They must bhave a majority of
the electorate behind them, or else ag a
government they cannot exist. In the pro-
vince of Quebec, not long since, there was a
government dismissed, there was a dissolu-
tion of parliament, there was a new govern-
ment formed, and that administration was
allowed—and I think my hon. friend was in
office then—to carry on the government for
several months without a legislature at all.
The legislature was dissolved and no appeal
was made to the country. That was a most
extraordinary course to adopt, and I do not
know that the government of British Col-
umbia has any intention of taking any
course so unusual as was adopted at that
time; but in my opinion, and I am expressing
it here as my individual opinion—

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—What case was that
—in Quebec?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Lieutenant Governor
Angers dismissed the government of Mr.
Mercier, at the same time dissolving the
legislature of Quebec, but did not go to the
country for four months afterwards, wholly
contrary to anything known in British hist-
ory. It is an instance standing by itself.
There is no doubt of this, that the Gov-
ernor who dismisses his ministers and ap-
peals to the country takes his life in his
hands. The responsibility is with him. The
result will be determined by the people of
the province.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I am happy that the
minister has limited the time to four
months. That is receding from the first po-
sition the hon. gentleman has taken.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I said four months.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The minister said
four months when he saw he was going to
be committed.

Hon. Mr, MILLS—I said it at first.
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Hon Mr. LANDRY—The facts in the
Quebec case are these : The Mercier govern-
ment was under an inquiry—does the hon.
minister deny that ? When the inquiry was
over, the ministry was turned out, having
lost the confidence of the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor. A new ministry was called m, and
the first act of the new ministry was an
appeal to the people. I defy the hon. min-
ister to prove the contrary.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I state the facts as
they are. It is true that Governor Angers
issued a commission, but in issuing that
commission he assumed the functions of the
power that had the appropriation of money,
and so far his act was unconstitutional. He
dismissed a government, which he had
a right to do, but took his ife in
his hands when he did so, but he did
it on the eve of the period of time
within which the British North Amer-
ica Act says that pariament shall be
called. The parliament of every province
shall be called within twelve months from
the close of the previous session. Before
the twelve months had quite expired he dis-
solved the legislature and made it impos-
sible for him to call the legislature within
twelve months, as the constitution required.
Then, instead of, under these circumstances,
making the proclamation of dissolution and
the proclamation calling a new legislature,
one instrument, as is always done else-
where, he dissolved the legislature and
waited four months without 'a parliament
at all, so that these men who carried on
the government for these four months—and
they «could have carried it on for twelve
months under the same theory—were not re-
presented in the constituencies, were not
members of any house, had no legislature
or parliament behind thein, and might have
been defaulters and retired from the
country and there would have been no
control over them. My hon. friend had bet-
ter not undertake to defend the indefensible,
and I point out that instance as ome that
Governors in other provinces had better
not make a precedent of.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—F think my hon.
friend had Dbetter not persist in his state-
ment. He ought to know one thing, which
he seems to forget entirely, that a royal
commission had been appointed, and that the

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Governor at the time could not deal with the
case of Mr. Mercier before the judgment of
the royal commission was given. The judg-
ment of the royal commission was only
given on the eve of the expiratiom of the
twelve months alluded to by the hon. min-
ister. No wuse trying to put the fault
on the shoulders of the Lieutenant Governor
of the province at the time. He was bound
by the constitution and by common sense
to wait for the result of that royal commis-
sion, and that the royal commission took so
long to render its decision was the fault of
one of the judges, who is one of the hon-
ourable minister’s own friends.

Hon, Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I think
the hon. gentleman will agree to this, if
this chaos is to last much longer it will be
an injury to the province, and should be
put an end to. No onme can recall the
Lieutenant Governor but his masters, the
government here. The matter should be
taken hold of by the government here and
not allowed to run for any length of time.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I wish to ask the hon.
gentleman from Stadacona (Mr. Landry) if
the Lieutenant Governor of Quebec imme-
diately issued the writs for a new election
on the presentation of the report of the
royal commission?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—That was the first
thing that was done when the new ministry
was called. They dissolved parliament
immediately.

Hon. Mr, POWER—My question is a very
simple one, and the hon. gentleman is a
pretty clear headed man. The question 1
asked was this: The hon, gentleman said
that the Governor could not act until the
royal commission reported. The royal com-
mission reported, and omn that report the
Governor, as I understand the hon, gentle-
man, dissolved the legislature. The question
which I asked was, did the Governor at the
same time issue the writs for the new elec-
tion ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—ASs soon as the Lieu-
tenant-Governor dismissed Mercler's gov-
ernment he called in a new administration,
and that new administration dissolved par-
liament and the writs were immediately is-
sued.
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Hon., Mr.
mistaken,

Hon. Mr.
history,

MILLS—No. My hon, friend is

LANDRY-—That is a matter of

Hon. My,
very well.

Hon. Mr, LANDRY—The parliament was

dissolved immediately and new writs were
issued.

MILLS—I remember the fact

Hon, Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend is mis-
taken. Four months elapsed between the
formation of that government and their
election, and what is more, and my homn.
friend ignores this important fact, Governor
Angers had a legal adviser. Mr. Mercier was
his adviser. He appointed a royal commis-
slon—at whose instance and on whose advice
—a commission to inquire into the conduct
Of those who advised him ? Besides it is
Wholly unknown to our parliamentary sys-
tem that, if the moneys appropriated by the
legislature gare misused, the government
should appoint a commission to inquire into
What has been done with the money instead
of leaving that to the House that deals with
Such matters.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—To show how little
the honourable minister s acquainted with
the facts let me tell him that Mercier at the
tme accepted the commission, and it was
Mercier himself who appointed it.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, March 6, 1900.

,The Speaker took the Chair at three
O'clock,

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

o Bill (E) ‘An Act for the rellef of Katherine
ecilla Lyons’—(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

THE DISMISSAL OF MERCIER’S
MINISTRY.
thfo!g Mr. LANDRY—Before the Orders of
attenuay are called, I desire to direct the
oo on of this House to something which
curred yesterday on a question brought

up relating to the governorship of British
Columbia. In the discussion which took
place at the time, allusion was made to the
facts that occurred in the province of Que-
beec when Governor Angers dismissed his
ministers. I asserted then that the state-
ment made by the hon. Minister of Justice
was not in accordance with the facts, and
the hon. gentleman reafirmed his asser-
tions, and gave this House the impression
that Governor Angens in dismissing his
cabinet had acted against the constitution
in two ways: firstly, in appointing a com-
mission against his own advisers, and se-
condly in not issuing the writs for the new
legislature when the new government was
formed. I denied those affirmations, but the
hon. minister reiterated them. In answer
to a question put by the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, 1 had stated that as soon as
the Governor had dismissed the old govern-
ment he called in a new administration, and
that this new administration dissolved the
legislature and that the writs were imme-
diately issued. Then the following discus-
sion took place :

Hon. MT. MILLS—No.
taken.

. Hon. Mr. LANDRY—That is a matter of his-
ory. .

Hon,
well.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The parliament was dis-
solved immediately and new writs were issued.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend is mistaken.
Four months elapsed between the formation of
that government and their election, and what
i8 more, and my hon. friend ignores this im-
portant fact, Governor Angers had a legal ad-
viser. Mr. Mercier was his adviser. He appointed
a royal commission—at whose instance and on
whose advice ?—a commission to inquire into the
conduct of those who advised him ? Besides it
is wholly unknown to our parliamentary system
that, if the moneys appropriated by the legisla-
ture are misused by the government, the gov-
ernment should appoint a commission to inquire
into what has been done with the money instead
of leaving that to the House that deals with
such matters.

My hon. friend is mis-

Mr. MILLS—I remember the fact very

I am but a humble member of this House
and I have not the constitutional reputation
of the hon. minister who is leading this
House. Therefore my denial could not be
of great weight against hig assertion, but
as 1 said history is there and the facts sus-
tain my affirmation. If my hon. friend will
look at the Official Gazette published at the
time he will find that what I said was per-
fectly true. The commission named by Go-
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vernor Angers was appointed by his con-
stitutional advisers themselves, by a pro-
clamation dated Sept. 22, 1891. The pro-
clamation reads as follows :—

Victoria by the grace of God, of the United King-
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, Queen,
Defender of the Faith, &c., &c.

To all to whom these presents shall come or
whom the same may concern—greeting.

A Proclamation.
J. E. Robidoux, Attorney General.

Whereas, by report of the hon. Prime Minister,
on a report of the hon. Executive Council for
our province of Quebec, and by an order of
cur LieutenantGovernor in Council, it is de-
clared that it is advisable, in the interest of
the public, that a royal commission be issued to
inquire into and report on the facts and circum-
stances which preceded, accompanied, caused and
followed the transaction made under the Act
54 Vie.,, chap. 88, in so far as they relate to the
Bay de Chaleurs Railway Company.

And whereas, we have deemed it advisable,
in the interest of the good government of our
said province that such inquiry be made.

Now know ye, that by the advice of the
Executive Council of our province of Quebec,
and under the authority of article 596 and fol-
lowing of the Revised Statutes of our said pro-
vince on the subject of inquiries concerning pub-
lic matters, we do constitute and appoint the Hon.
Louis A. Jetté, judge of our Superior Court ; the
Hon. Louis ¥Francois George Baby, judge of the
Court of Queen’s Bench; and the Hon. Charles
Peers Davidson, judge of our Superior Court, all
three of the city of Montreal, commissioners to
make an inquiry into and report on the facts
and circumstances which preceded, accompanied,
caused and followed the transactions made under
the Act 54 Vie., chap. 88, in so far as they re-
late to the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company,
and we do constitute the said Hoa. Louis A.
Jetté president of the said commissioners.

And for that purpose, under the authority of
the said articles 596 and fallowing of the Re-
vised Statutes of our province of Quebec, we
de give to the said commissioners all the powers
granted in and by the said articles, and parti-
cularly the power of summoning before them any
witnesses, and of requiring them to give evi-
dence on oath orally or in writing, and to pro-
duce such documents and things as they may
deem requisite to the full investigation of the
matters into whick they are appointed to ex-
amine, and we do authorize the sald commis-
siones tc empley a clerk, stenographers and other
officers who may be required and to cause the
minutes of their proceedings, the proof and their
report to be printed.

And we do order that the sittings of the said
commission be held in the city of Quebec or
elsewhere in our said province, if the ends of
justice reguire it.

Of all of which our loving subjects and all
others whom these presents may concern are
hereby required to take notice and to govern
themselves accordingly.

In testimony whereof we have caused these our
letters to be made patent and the great seal of
our said province of Quebec to be hereunto affiix-
ed. Witness our trusty and well beloved the
Hon. Auguste Real Angers, Lieutenant-Governor
of our said province of Quebec.

At our Government House, in our city of
Quebec, ip our said province of Quebec, this

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

| 21st day of September, in the year of Our Lord
;one thousand eight hundred and ninety-one, and
in the fifty-fifth year of our reign.

1 By command,

CHAS. LANGELIER,

1 Secretary.

i The contention of the hon. Minister of
tJustice was that the Lieutenant-Governor
| of the province of Quebec had acted with-
(out the respomnsibility of his legal advisers.
| ' That I deny on the authority of the procla-
%mation itself, published in the Official
| dazette of Quebec under the authority of
the Executive Council, the Prime Minister
and the Attorney General of the province of
Quebee. In the face of that proof, the hon,
Minister of Justice, 1 think, will admit that
he was not aware, at all events, of the facts
of the case. Now, the second accusation
brought by the hon. Minister of Justice
against Lieutenant-Governor Angers is this:

Then, instead of, under these circumstances,
| making the proclamation of dissolution and the
| proclamation calling a new legislature one in-
strument, as is always done elsewhere, he dis-
solved the legislature and waited four months
without a parliament at all.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Hear, hear,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The hon. gentleman
says *‘hear, hear’ He stands by what he
said yesterday. So much the worse for him,
because he will then be twice convicted of
ignoring the facts. I continue the quotation :

—so0 that these men who carried on the govern-
ment for these four months—and they could have
carried it on for twelve months under the same
theory—were not represented in the constituen-
cies, were not members of any House, had no
legislature of parliament behind them, and might
have been defaulters and retired from the ccun-
try, and thcre would have been no control over
them. My hon. friend had better not undertake
to defend the indefensible, and I point out tkat
instance as one that Governors in other pro-
vinces had better not make a precedent of.

In answer to that charge I will give the
hon. Minister of Justice the advantage of
bringing to his notice the following extracts
from different proclamations which were
jssued at the time. On the 22nd day of De-
cember in the year of Our Lord 1891, the
following proclamation was issued :
Victoria, by the grace of God, of the United

Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, Queen,
Defender of the Faith, &c.,

To our beloved and faithful the Legislative
Councillors of the province of Quebec, and the
citizens and burgesses elected to serve in the
Legislative Assembly of our said province, and
to all to whom it may concern—

Greeting :

Whereas, on the Thirteenth day of November,
it has pleased us to prorogue the Legislature of




|MARCH 6, 1900]

our province of Quebec, and to convoke it for
the Twenty-ninth day of the month of Decem-
ber, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-one.

And whereas, we have thought fit by and with
the advice and consent of our Executive Council
of our said province of Quebec, to dissolve the
Legistative Assembly of our said province ;

Now know ye, that, by this our royal pro-
clamation, we dissolve the said Legislative As-
sembly ; accordingly we exempt the Legislative
Coupemors and citizens and burgesses of the
Legislative Assembly from the obligation of
meeting and attendance on the Twenty-ninth day
of December, one thousand eight hundred and
ninety-one.

In testimony whereof, we have caused these
our letters to be made patent and the great seal
of our said province of Quebec, to be hereunto
affixed : Witness, our trusty and well beloved
the Hon. Auguste Real Angers, Lieutenant Gov-
ernor of the province of Quebec.

At our Government House, in our city of Que-
bee, in our said province of Quebec, this twenty-
second day of December, in the year of Our
Lord one thousand eight hundred and ninety-one,
and in the fifty-fifth year of our reign.

By command,

L. DELORME,
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
Quebec.

That is the proclamation dissolving the
legislature, and was given on the 22nd day
of December. On the same day, the fol-
lowing proclamation was issued i—

s Whereas, we are desirous and resolved, as
v‘;‘m 28 may be, to meet our people of our pro-
nce of Quebec, and to have their advice in
Farliament.
wmow know ye we do make known our royal
sal and pleasure to call the legislature of our
and DProvince, and do further declare that by
otd with the advice of the Executive Council
our said province of Quebec, we have this
1oy glven orders for issuing our writs in due
uli"lin for calling the Legislative Assembly of our
thi Drovince, which writs are to bear date of
turs 23rd day of December inst., and to be re-
o hable on the 15th day of March next. The
o Mmination of the candidates at the different
ections in all the electoral districts of the pro-

Yince shall take place and be held the first day |

:ﬁeMarch next, except, however, our writs for

ton electoral district of Gaspé and for the elec-
ohal districts of Chicoutimi and of Lake St.
ISt;’ which writs will be returnable on the
I day of March next.
ou ;1 testimony whereof we have caused these
seal letters to be made patent and the great
unto of our said province of Quebec to be here-
belo affixed.  Witneas, our trusty and well-
ant-‘é?' the Hon. August Real Angers, Lieuten-
At vernor of the sald province of Quebec.
oc f“r Government House, in the city of Que-
d.y» 0;1 our said province of Quebec, this 22nd
ou December, in the year of our Lord, one
the gand eight hundred and ninety-one, and in
fty-fitth year of our reign.
By command,

L. DELORME,
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
Quebeac.

thThis Proves that the proclamation issuing
a € writs was published on the same
ﬁyl gs the proclamatfon for the dissolving

of parliament and this undeniable proof
meets and does away with that most sing-
ular assertion of the Minister that Governor
Angers, after dissolving the legislature,
waited four months before issuing the
writs. But the hon. minister goes further in
saying, and this is another ground of com-
plaint :

Instead of, under these circufi’xsmnces, making
the prociamation of dissolution' and the procla-
mation calling a new legislature, one instrument,
a3 is always done eclsawhere.

Y.et us see what the hon. gentleman did
himself when he was in power in 1873 and
1878. In November, 1873, he came into power.
On the second day of January, 1874, there
was a dissolution of parliament. Two pro-
clamations were issued on the second day of
January, one to dissolve parljament, as was
done in the legislature of Quebec, just in
the same terms, telling the faithful senators
of the Dominion of Canada and the mem-
bers elected to serve in the House of Com-
mons that they were not obliged to meet at
the House on the 26th January, as they had
been invited to do in a previous proclam-
ation, but that parliament was dissolved,
and that they were dispensed from their
meeting and attendance on that date.
Then after that proclamation, in a
distinet and different instrument, the hon.
Minister of Justice being a mparty to
it, the government of the day issued
the writs and made them returnable
for the 12th day of March next. That was
done in 1874. This shows that at that time
the Minister of Juastice had not the views
and had not the constitutional learning that
he has acquired since. Then came the year
1878. 'The hon. Minister of Justice was
then, I think, Minister of the Interior. At
all events, he formed part of the government
of the day, and the government of which
he was a member dissolved parliament on
the 26th July, 1878 How did they proceed?
Did they make the proclamation of dissolu-
tion and the proclamation issuing the writs
one instrument, ‘as is always done’ ? No,
they made two instruments, one to dissolve
parliament and another to issue the writs.
If the ground taken by the hon. minister
in this instance is correct, if it is unconsti-
tutional to do in two instruments what he
pretends must be done in one, ‘as is always
done,” then in 1874 and 1879 he acted in a
very unconstitutional manner, and those twe
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precedents must bear greatly upon the deci-
sion taken aftarwards by the different pro-
vinces and especially by the province of
Quebhec. We see by those two examples
that what I said yesterday was in accord-
ance with the facts of the case, and that the
hon. Minister of Justice had no right to dis-
pute my assertions, and to say that the
Lieutenant-Governor of the province of Que-
bec had acted unconstitutionally. He did, on
the contrary, what was perfectly cor-
rect. He did what the hon. gentleman
himself did on different occasions, and
the reproach which he cast upon the Lieu-
tenant Governor of the province of Quebec
was unmerited. If the hon. gentleman
would not rely so much upon his consti-

tutional reputation and would look a little,

and arbitrary conduct of Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor Angers, undertook to find a sufficient
justification for the dismissal of Mr. Le-
tellier. In the case of Mr. Mercier there
were certain charges made against him in
connection with a certain letter. Those
charges related to the expenditure of public
money. If there be any point well settled
in our constitutional sysieiy more marked
than another, it is that the expenditure of
public money is exclusively under the con-
trol of the representatives of the people,
and that if a government misuses public
money, that government is respoasible to the
representatives of the people in parliament
or in the legislature elected by the people
in their previnee. What is the first step in
connection with this commission to which

move into the-facts, it would prevent such |the hon. gentleman has referred ? The first

mistakes and would not leave the House

| step is that this commission is a commission

ucder the jmpression that the precedent that!issued mainly for the purpose of inquiring
he quoted yesterday was a precedent which ' into the conduct of those who are accused,

could not be followed.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend opposite
will find that my statement was accuralc

and that he has not improved the position:

of his friend by the observations which he
has addressed to the House. If I remember
rightly the hon. senator defended the con-
duct of the government here in dismissing
the Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec, Mr. Le-
tellier. What did Mr. Letellier do ? He dis-
missed the government. He was within his
constitutional powers to say the least. His
act was strietly legal whether it was in ac-
cordance with the usual constitutional prac-
tice or not. The result of that act of itself
would depend upon what followed. He dis-
missed his adwministration for cause, and
that cause was that the adminisiration un-
dertook to decide their policy and to decide
what measures they would introduce into
parliament without taking counsel with him,
and contrary to the views that had been
expressed over and over again in the dis-
trict of Montreal, it I remember rightly. A
new government was formed and that gov-
ernment went to the country and was sus-
tained., and so far as that was concerned,
1hat was an end to any jeopardy to which
he counld be constitutionally subjected.
Nevertheless, when he was dismissed and it
was said that his usefulness was gone, I
think tihe hon. gentleman who has now
spoken in defence of the unconstitutional
Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

land he says upon their advice and my
| hon.

friend argued that the proceeding
was strictly constitutional because the
ordinary advisers of the Governor ad-
vised that course to be taken. As I under-
stand it, they advised no such thing. The
Governor gave them the choice bhetween
tepdering their resignations or submitting
to a commission. My individual opinion is
that they erred uuder those circumstances
in not tendering their resiguations.

Hon, Mr. LANDRY--They took the res-
ponsibility.

fion. Mr. MILLS—The hon. gentleman is
mistaken. There are some things the res-
ponsibilty of which no pretended assump-
tion ov real assumption en their part can
nake them solely responsible. The Governor
himself on that occasion conspired against
the rights and liberties of the people who
elected that legislature. It was that legisla-
ture’s right to inquire into the conduct of the
ministry and to ascertain ihether those
ministers had misused the public money or
not. 'The Governor nndertook to take that
matter out of the hands of the legislature,
and supposing he had made the appointment
upon the advice of his ministers, that ap-
pointment was to do what? To inquire
into the conduct of those ministers. They
did not require the information. They knew
what their conduct was., Were they to ad-
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vise him upon the report, and to tell him
what their conduct was upon this inquiry ?
It was an inquiry which they did not need,
but which the representatives of the peopie
did neeq, if there was any proper ground for
the accusation. He was either a conspirator
against the rights of the legislature, or a
conspirator for or against his advisers.
That was his position, and it is prepos-
terous to talk about a position so assumed
to be a constitutional one. But that is not
all. Look at the condition of things. When
that administration was dismissed, they
were within a few days of the expiration of
the twelve months within .which the consti-
tution says what ¥ ‘ There shall be a ses-
sion of the legislature of Ontario and of
Quebec once at least in every year ; so that
twelve months shall not intervene between
the last sitting of the legislature in each
Drovince in one session and its first sitting

In the next session.’ Did he obey the con-
Stitution ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-—Yes, he did.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—How could he obey the
constitution when he dissolved parliament ?

Hon, Mr. LANDRY—Because it says
twelve months shall not intervene between
the end of one session and the beginning of
ahother, of the same legislature.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No, not the same legis-
lature. No government in any province is
at liberty to permit twelve monthsto elapse
Letween the end of one session and the be-
ginning of another, whether it is the same
Darliament or another parliament. That is
the provision of the constitution. That is
the protection that the constitution intended
to give to the representatives of the people
in parliament, They had a duty to discharge.

here had been accusations made against

ministerg, They were entitled to inquire whe- |

ther that was so or not, and the governor un-
dertook to put it out of their power by dis-
Solving the legislature and preventing a meet-

Ing altogether. Then what d1d he do ? Did |

he immediately call another ? Magna Charta
8ays that not more than forty days must
elapse between the dissolution of one House
and the election of anmother. The gavernor
Permitted more than three months to elapse
efore the legislature—three months, with-

a2 few days, between the dissolution

of 33«; House and the election of another.
2]

Was that calling the legislature together
within the provision of the coupstitution ?
Was it calling the legislature together with-
in the provision of Magna Charta ? Not at
all. Why did the Lieutenant-Governor, when
he dissolved parliament, permit three months
to elapse before another was returned ? ‘I
he could legally and constitutionally permit
three months to elapse, he could permit
twelve. There would be no limitation. But
there is a reason, and the reason that he
himself assigned was that he believed if he
had gone to the country at once, Mercier
would have been sustained, and so it was
necessary that time shpuld elapse and time
be given to canvass the province of Quebec
against him. That was the position, and
that is the position taken by a man repre-
senting the Crown, whose duty it is to be
perfectly neutral between political partles.
I need not go into a discussion of that matter
further. 1 mentioned it incidentally yester- -
| day, and for this reason, because I think it
i is important that the Lieutenant-Governors
| should respect these constitutional usages
iand privileges which are of the first con-
| sequence if parliamentary government is to
!be upheld. Every one who undertakes to
{disregard those usages that are recognized
i in England, and have been there so long
| established, must be looked upon as an
enemy to our constitutional system. We
are beside a great and powerful republie,
Ewhich exercises a certain amount of in-
.fluence over our {ustitutions. That is the
I result of a powerful and numerous nation
i living alongside one not so numerous or
‘powerful. Look at the various organiza-
| tions that have from time to time found a
footing in Canada. A recent institution that
became a political factor here of no little
consequence was based on principles thor-
oughly consistent with the political system
of the United States, but thoroughly outside
of the principle of the constitution we have
adopted here—I refer to the Patron organ-
ization. That organization was based upon
republican ideas, democratic views, views
which would take the executive or admin-
istrative power out of the hands of respon-
sible ministers of the Crown and put it
directly into the hands of the electorate, &
system utterly at variance with ours. Some
may regard it as better than ours. I do not.
I believe it to be calculated to exercise a
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mischievous influence over our institutions.
If there be a country in any portion of the
British Empire in which it is important
that constitutional usages should be res-
pected, and constitutional usages should be
respected by those who claim to represent
and do represent the Crown, it is in every
part of this country, and therefore I thought
it necessary incidentally yesterday, in speak-
ing of another matter, in referring to what
I regarded as a very grave breach of con-
stitutional right and duty in the province of
Quebec. My hon. friend opposite could
direct his ingenuity and industry to a better
purpose than to undertake the defence of
conduct such as that which he has under-
taken to defend yesterday and again to-day.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—If the House will
permit me I shall say just a few words in
reply, as there bas been new matter brought
in—the Magna Charta. I should like to
know if the hon. member had the Magna
Charta in mind in 1874 and 1878 ? The
dissolution that took place in 1874, was an-
nounced by proclamation on the 2nd of
January, and the writs were made return-
able on the 12th of March, 1874, an interval
of 69 .days, and in 1878 the dissolution
was on August 7, and the writs were return-
able on the 21ist of November following,
an interval of 106 days. Where was the
Magna Charta then ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—The elections were
held on the 17th September, 1878,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Where is the Magna
Charta there ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The dissolution was in
August, and the elections took place in
September.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—How does the hon.
gentleman reconcile his actions and his de-
clarations ? And what about that formal
afirmation of the minister that the dissolu-
tion of the House and the issuing of the
writs should be made by only one instru-
ment ‘as always is done ?’ How did he act
himself in 1874 and 1878 ? How can he
answer that ? He mnever tried to give the
slightest explanation, but here comes a new
theory, for it is a new theory which the min-
ister has brought up to-day. In vain will a
ministry take the responsibility of an act of
the Lieutenant-Governor, the minister con-
tends that it is not the ministry that is res-

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

ponsible but the Governor himself. Where is
the Magna Charta ? Does Magna Charta or
the constitution say that ? I was always led
to believe that every act of the Lieutenant-
Governor or the Governor must be on the ad-
vice of the ministers, that they must take
the responsibility of the Governor or of the
Queen’s action. That was my belief, but here
is nmew light on constitutional law. It brings
to our knowledge a new theory, it is not the
ministry that is responsible. In the present
instant the ministry issued a proclamation
naming a royal commission. It might have
been contrary to the usages or privileges
of parliament, but who took the responsibi-
lity of it ? It was the ministers themselves.
The hon. minister cannot deny that, unless
Magna Charta comes in and contains some-
thing that might apply to that, but if it ap-
plies to that the same as to the Dominion
parliament in 1874 and 1878, I understand
why Magna Charta is so well forgotten now.
The hon. minister has not answered the
objections I raised yesterday. He comes in
with new theories that might bring up a
new answer, but as he has not answered
one word of what I said, and now he is
sticking again to his assertion that four
months intervened between the dissolution
of the legislature and the elections. How
does he find it four months ? Is there some-
thing in Magna Charta to say that from the
22nd of December to the first of March is
four months ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It is three months. The
legislature which by law should have met
in December did not meet till April.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-—If the hon. member
will count from the 23rd of December to the
1st of March, he will find that it is not three
months. The minister said four yesterday—
he said four to-day, but it is not even three
months, and he must not forget that these
elections took place in the province of Que-
bec in winter time, and where they were
obliged to go down as far as the Magdalen
Islands and along the Labrador coast with
the writs, he will find it was not too much.
This only took eighty-two days altogether
from the issuing up to the return of the
writs, while the hon. gentleman’s govern-
ment took 106 days in 1878.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think the point that
was urged by the Minister of Justice yester-
day is absolutely clear. He had the theory
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and the facts absolutely beyond contra-
diction. I shall read the rule again :

There shall be a session of the legislature in
Ontario and Quebsc at least once every year,
80 that twelve months shall not intervene be-
tween the last sitiing of the legislature of such
Province in the one session and the first session
of the next.

Now, I hold the journals of the province
of Quebec for 1890 in my hand. The legis-
lature was prorogued on the 30th of Decem-
ber. During the whole year 1891 there was

. Do session. There was no session held in the
bProvince of Quebec until the 26th of April,
1892, There is the fact. There were nearly
four months, within a few days of four
months, intervening between the antecedent
Session and the nmew session. That is the
Whole point of the case. It was a direct
breach of the constitution.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY~I do not call that a
frontal attack. I think the hon. minister is
attempting a flanking movement. That does
Tot alter the position I took. The dissolu-
tion of parliament was an act of the min-
istry of the day, and of the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor. In dissolving parliament the De-|
Boucherville government at the tice took;
the responsibility of that act. They went be- | ;
fore the people with that responsibility’
and the question was discussed before the
People, and the people by an ovelwhelming.
majority sustained the act of that govern-i
Ment. They had 37 or 39 of a majority in|
that 1Iouse. The hon. minister said : HOWl
could he appoint a commission to judge his:
OWn advisers ?° The hon. gentleman knows
better than that. Some of the members of |

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—No. Well who was
going beyond Magna Charta there, as he is
to-day.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—He asked for a com-
mittee of the House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—It was not a com-
mittee of the House, it was a royal commis-
sion which acted upon this case. The hon.
gentleman ought to know better. The hon.
Secretary of ‘State may read as much as he
likes that paragraph of the constitution
which relates to the obligation of holding
sessions in due time. I know that para-
graph, and I accept it, but 1 say it
was not an unconstitutional thing on the
part of the Lieutenant-Governor of the
province of Quebec to yield to the advice
of his ministers and dissolve parlia-
ment, The dissolution of parliament is one
of the prerogatives of the Crown, and when
it is advised by the ministry, I think they
are better judges of the opportunity to actin
that way, and it would certainly have been

;more unconstitutional to keep a parliament

like the one that existed at that time, cor-
rupt as it was and proved to be, than to
go to the people and ask for a remewal ot
i their conftidence, and come up with a new
and clean parliament,

BUSINESS IN THE SENATE.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I should like to ask
! the hon. leader of this House why it is we
"have no business before us when we are
i meeting here day after day ? We had a

the government were implicated it is true, | i long adjourment of four weeks asked for,
but quite a number of the members of the ‘not Dy members of the Senate generally,
legislature were also implicated, and. if | [but by the leader of the governmeni. He
the virtue of the Minister of Justice can | i named the date we were to adjourn, and the
‘time at which we were to resume. All the

be outr f or three min-
aged at the 1dea of two © l members of this House understood that that

isters being brought before a royal com-
ission of their own, how could this same
virtue allow a legislature to be its own '
Judge, when the majority of its members :
were accused of corruption? There are, more- '
‘over, precedents for royal commissions, and | !
how does my hon. friend forget that an ac-
cusation brought by the late Speaker of
the House of Commons against one of the

ministers in the late cabinet was dealt with |
by a royal commission. Did Magna Charta | ”

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No.

adjournment was to enable the government
: to bring business before us. It is said that
. there is an important Bill in the other House

"'which is expected to come up soon, but we

-had that Bill before us last year and re-
Jected it. That is the only business- within
view. The House of Cominons is very much
i pressed with business. There is a very im-
| portant matter before them which they have

ot had time to touch. The leader of the

| government is anxious that it should be
8 | 8 X
Ay something about that ? | gone into, and Mr. Borden also is anxious.

Of course you all know the matter to which
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I refer—the case of alleged ballot stuffing.
The Conservative members are also anxi-
ous to have the matter gone into, but the
Premier says it must wait until other mea-
sures are disposed of. Mr. Borden says if
vou walt for that we cannot get it through.
Think of the misery inflicted on the Premier.
There are two men in the House of Com-
mons that Mr. Borden says have no right
to sit there. These men are anxious that
their skirts should be cleared of the calumny
which is put on them. Then there is a man
named Preston said to be implicated, and he
has vanished from the country. No doubt he
is anxious to have the matter settled, in or-
der that he may be relieved from the misery
he suffers. His only connection he now
has with the country is his salary which,
I understand, he draws quarterly. I would
suggest that the hon. leader of this House
should speak to his colleagues in the House
of Commons and tell them that we have
plenty of time here and are ready and will-
ing to examine into the matter. We. all
remember the Baie des Chaleurs case. The
Minister of Justice deprecated the way that
this House took it up, but the other
House failed to find the corruption
which we discovered when we investi-
gated it here. It passed through the
House of Commons and they had not
discovered the corruption there, and were
surprised when it was brought out in the
Senate. It was brought out in this House
chiefly through the instrumentality of the
hon. gentleman from Richinond, the Hon.
Mr. Miller. I have no doubt that when the
ballot stuffing charges are brought before
us, we will be able to unravel the matter,
and perhaps discover the machine for which
they have been hunting a long time,
or we will perhaps prove that the
whole thing has been a Tory lie and
that there has been no machine at all
I therefore suggest that the hon. min-
ister might tell us that there is nothing
in Magna Charta to prevent that matter
being transferred from the House of Com-
mons to this Chamber, because if that is
not done we siiall have nothing to do.

The Senate adjourned.

Hon. Mr. ALMON.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, March 7, 1900.

The Speaker took the <Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

THE PACIFIC CABLE.
MOTION POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called.

1. That the establishment of a telegraph cable.
across the Pacific to connect Canada with the
Australasian colonies has long been regarded as
of high importance to the ’empire, it having been
recognized to be of Imperial importance at the
Colonial Conferences of 1887 and 1894, affirmed
by an agreement between the home government
and the government of Canada, New South
Wales, Victoria, Queensland and New Zealand,
and ratified by the Canadian parliament last
session; this House therefore regrets that serious
delays have occurred in the prosecution of the
undertaking, manifestly through the hostility of
the Eastern Extension Telegraph Company,
which company is now demanding concessions
from the Australiasian colonies, which, if grant-
ed, will imperil the success of the Pacific cable.

2. That this House is of opirion that any fur-
ther delay in proceeding with the actual con-
struction of the undertaking would be inimical
to the interests of the empire, and strongly
deprecates granting any further concessions to
the Eastern Extension or any other company.

3. That it is expedient in granting permission
hereafter to private companies to lay cables be-
tween British possessions, it be on the express
condition that the state may assume ownership
whenever in the general public interest it is ad-
visable to do so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL said:
Might T ask my hon. friend, the leader of the
House, when I may expect the papers in con-
nection with this subject for which I moved
some time ago ? I understood the return
was to be laid before the Commons to-day.
Of course if that return were brought down,
it would answer my purpose. I should like
to see some of the papers before proceeding
with the motion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I will have to ask my
hon. friend to postpone the motion. I have
been anxious to get the papers down, and
I am unable to say why they have not been
forwarded to me to be laid on the table.
This motion has been standing for some
time, and if the papers are brought down
in the other Chamber I suppose that will
serve my hon. friend’s purpose ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Yes. 1
merely wished to look at them.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It is a reasonable re-
quest and I trust my hon. friend will allow
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the motion to stand until we are able to sub-
mit the papers for his consideration.

The motion was allowed to stand.

TICKET-OF-LEAVE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.
The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (B) ‘ An Act to amend

the Act to provide for the conditional libera-
tion of penitentiary conviects.’

(In the Committee.)

On the first clause. .

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—For the information of '
hon. gentlemen who feared that the country |
was going to be flooded with conviets, I had |
an account made of the number of licenses
which have been issued since last year, |
which would apply to between two and .
three thousand prisoners, and I find that
only 27 licenses on parole have been issued
up to the present time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
is on ticket of leave ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes.

Hon., Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
Is enough for one year.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There would be more
the first year, of course, than afterwards.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee, re-
Dorted the Bill without amendment.

SUPREME COURT OF THE NORTH-
WEST TERRITORIES’ BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.
The House resolved itself into a Committee -
of the Whole on Bill (C) ‘ An Act respecting |

tpe Supreme Court of the North-west Ter- '
ritorfes.’
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hon. friend has stated his views so strongly
in opposition to this suggestion, and he is a
member of the bar of that section of the
country, I think that if it is found that the
court as now constituted is not adequate,
we can easily provide for the appointment
of another judge: I therefore move the
adoption of the clause as it stands. It
makes no difference in the Act except that
one of the five puisne judges, is to be de-
signated as the Chief Justice.

The clause was adopted.

Hon, Mr. WOOD, from the committee, re-

. ported the Bill without amendment.

COX RELIEF BILL.

SECOND REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE
ADOPTED

Hon, Mr. PERLEY (in the absence of Hon.
Mr. Kirchhoffer), moved the adoption of the
second report of the Standing Committee on
Divorce in re Cox Relief Bill.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—I do not wish to
allow this report to be adopted without a
few remarks. While the constitution of our
country permits the dissolution of marriage,
before taking cognizance of the proceedings
in the committee, this House ought to be
very strict in adhering to its rules. I see

in this case the committee report that per-
.sonal service cannot be made on the res-

pondent. The report does not give us the
reasons why. She may be away out of the
country. My objection to the report is that

“the committee state that the service ought

to be considered sufficient if made upon the

" half-sister of the respondent who lives in
" Guelph, another half-sister who lives at

Lachine, another half-sister who lives in
Montreal, another half-sister who lives in
Westmount, and a half-brother who lives in

" Westmount, and Mr. Leet, lately solicitor

' for the respondent. If we are going to allow

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I move the adoption of
the first clause as it stands. The clause pro-
vides that the Supreme Court shall consist
of a Chief Justice and four puisne judges.
I mentioned at the second reading that I
Proposed to change this clause. The amend-

divorce cases to pass through this House
under such circumstances the fact should be

known. 1 do not say that the report should
‘not be adopted, but I bring the matter be-
, fore the House and the House can act as
. they think proper. I consider it a very
loose way of doing business. We should

ment I suggested to make was that the have at least sufficient reasons adduced to
court should consist of the Chief Justice and | the House why the respondent cannot be
Dot more than five puisne judges. As my | served.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
objection taken by the hon. gentleman is a
good one, although I suppose I look on
questions of this Kind from a different stand-
point from his. If the Chairman of the com-
mittee were here he could give us informa-
tion ; but as divorce cases are important in
their character, I agree with the hon. gen-
tleman that when the necessary papers can-
not be served on the respondent the reasons
should be given. I would suggest that the
motion should be allowed to stand until the
Chairman is present, and probably he can
give satisfactory information.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—I might add that
I am perfectly confident that the people con-
nected with the respondent do not wish to
have their names connected with the res-
pondent in such a manner as to consider the
service on them would be sufficient.

Hon, Mr. CLEMOW-—This is merely pre-
liminary to the report to be brought down.
It is simply substitutional service because
they find it utterly impossible to serve the
respondent herself. I do not intend to move
the second reading of the Bill to-day, but
that it should be read the second {ime on the
fourteenth instant, so as to give an opport-
unity to the committee to show why the
service is not made in the proper manner.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—The objection taken
is a very proper one. We cannot be too
careful in passing a Bill of this kind and
adopting these reports. I am a little sur-
prised that the Chairman of the committee
is not present to give the necessary ex-
planation. I am even more surprised that
we have had no explanation from other

utes the report we are comsidering is des-
cribed as the third report. It is not a very
important matter, but still our Minutes
should be accurate. I concur with the hon.
gentlemen who have spoken on this matter ;
and I think the hon. gentleman from Glen-
garry (Mr. McMillan) deserves the thamks
of the House for bringing the matter before
us. It has been stated by the hon. gentleman
from Rideau that when the bill comes to be
read the second time we shall get all the in-
formation, but it seems to me that when we
are asked to accept a report which provides
for substitutional service, that report should
set out the reasons why the substitutional
service is asked for, and this report does
not do that, but simply says that the com-
mittee having considered the circumstances
recommend as follows. The opinions of
members of the Sepate would probably be
influenced a good deal by the reasons, if
they were given,

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—I regret I
was not in the House when the motion was
made, because I would have given the ex-
planation which I am about to make now,
When the case came before the Committee,
evidence was brought before us that at-
tempts has been made to serve the respon-
dent personally, but she was unable to be
found, and an effort then had been made to
ascertain the residence of the party by com-
municating with a number of sisters, and
other relatives who live in Montreal and
other places in Canada. Not having been
able to ascertain from them the whereabouts
of the party, the Committee, having heard
the evidence and gone into it thoroughly,
decided that they would make an order to

members of the committee Who are present ; hive all the parties, whose names were men-
and who ought to be able to give us the in- | tioned as being relatives or connected with
formation in the absence of the chairman. : this person, served, so as to bring notice, it’
They ought to know just as well as the ' possible, before the relatives and others who
chairman the reasons why personal servicei might communicate with her if they found
could not be made, and an explanation from | they could at any time discover the locus in
them would be just as effectual as from the| quo. It was the means the Committee
chairman himself, thought was best calculated@ to discover
where the party was residing and to bring
Hon. Mr. POWER—I notice that there i | the notice to her if it could be done in any
a slight error in the minutes to-day. The| yvay. Of course we could have advertised.
hon. gentleman from Sarnia has called my | We could have made an order to have sub-
attention to it. The item on the Order stitutional service, or an advertisement, but
paper is the consideration of the 2nd report | it was thought it was more reasonable to
of the Standing Committee on Divorce In | give all the parties who are connected with
re Cox Relief Bill. At page 80 of our Min- | the respondent notice.
Hon. Mr. McMILLAN.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—This is a case
which demonstrates very clearly the incon-
sistency sometimes of hon. gentlemen when
they desire to analyze too closely, if I might
50 use the expression, a case of this kind,
and particularly one in which their con-
8cience may protest against acecepting the
report of the Committee. This honourable
House on the 9th day of February adopted
a report in this particular case of a similar
character to the one now before the House,
and if hon. gentlemen will refer to page 48
of the Minutes they will find that in this
same Cox Divorce Bill they adopted a report
accepting the service of papers upon per-

Sons other than the respondent as a substi-

tutional service of the notice there dealt
with. The report which is at present before
the House, is, I may say, of precisely of the
Same character as the one dealt with on
Page 48 of the Minutes. As far as the ob-
Jection raised by the hon. gentleman from
Halifax is concerned, this is not the third
Teport of the Committee with reference to
this particular case. It is simply the third
Teport of the Divorce Committee to this
House at the present session of parliament.
If hon. gentlemen will look at page 80 of the
Minutes they will find that made quite clear,
that the Committee ‘were simply presenting
their third report, and it deals with this par-
ticular case. I quite concur with what hon.
gentlemen have said in reference to the desi-
Tability and necessity of effecting persomal
8ervice in such important matters as bills
of divorce, but there are times when it is
@ physical impossibility to effect that ser-
Vice and there is no better established prac-
tise in the courts of law of our country,
and elaborate provision is made for the pur-
Pose of effecting substitutional service upon
Partles who cannot be served personally.
It I8 not necessary for me to point out
to hon. gentlemen that when a party be-
COmes either defendant in a suit, or respond-

percentage of the writs which are served
upon defendants in our courts of law are
not served upon them personally, as well as
many of the notices which are served in
connection with the Divorce Bills are like-
wise not served personally upon the party
concerned, but substitutionally. Our rules
make provision for that. The Committee
have made careful inquiry as to the possib-
ility of effecting service on those concerned
and have convinced themselves that it #8
impossible do to so. I would furthermore
say that, owing to the temporary absence of
the hon. gentleman from Brandon, the hon.
Minister of Justice presided over the jpro-
ceedings of the Committee. He is also @
member of the Committee, and he it was
who presided over the Committee when the
matter was dealt with, and I am satisfled
that hon. gentlemen of this House will have
every confidence in the ability of that hon. .
gentleman to consider fully and weigh well
the facts, particularly in a case of this kind,
that may be submitted to the Committee, so
as to see that justice be done between all
parties. Consequently, this decision was
come to under the presidency of the Min-
ister of Justice, and there was no division of
opinion in the Committee as to all necessary
steps having been taken to effect personal
service. I might further say, for the
satisfaction of hon. gentlemen and the
vindication of the Committee, that there
was a mass of documents read and
submitted to the Committee in which
were set out all the facts in reference to
the steps which had been taken to effect
service upon the respondent. The Com-
mittee did not deem it prudent—and I think
this House would not approve of it—that
there should be embodied in the report of
the Committee all the facts contained in the
affidavits which, if I mistake not, numbered
four or five documents at least. Therefore
under these circumstances, after the explan-

€1t in a Divoree Bill, the disposition is to | ations which have been made and with the
elther evade service of the process of the knowledge that the matter had been gomne
court, or of this chamber, as the case may | into fully under the presidency of the hon.
be, and in most instances it hon. gentlemen | Minister of Justice in the Committee, this
Will study the facts attendant upon proceed- House should be satisfied with the report
logs of that nature, they will satisfy them- | and should adopt it?

Selves readily that many persons concerned |

In difficulties of this kind are not to be'i Hon. Mr. VIDAL—Where is the second re-
found. T do not think it is an exaggerated iport of the Committee to be found in the
Statement for me tosay that a very large | Minutes ? ’
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The first report
is on page 48, and the third report on page
80.

Hon. Mr. POWER~—I wish to call the at-
tention of the hon. gentleman from Calgary
to the fact that my technical objection was
well founded. At the bottom of page 80 we
find :

The standing committee on divorce beg leave
to make their second report as follows :
and farther upon the same page we find the
third report of the Committee which is the
one we are now dealing with. So that my
criticism is right.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—On page 48 we
find the first report of the Divorce Committee
and at the bottom of page 80 we have the
second report of the Committee, and in the
middle of page 80 will be found the third,
and the third report deals with this case.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—-I do not propose to
enter into a discussion with the hon.
gentleman from Calgary, but it has come
out already in the little discussion which
has taken place in the House that none
of the half-sisters of the respondent know
anything about her. Probably she is not
looked upon as a reputable member of
the family, and they do not know any-
thing of her whereabouts, and we are asked
to accept service upon these people, who do
not know anything about her, as equivalent
to service upon her. It would occur to an
ordinary observer that the best chance there
would be of having these proceedings
brought to the notice of the respondent
would be by advertising in the newspapers

which are supposed to circulate in her|

locality.

but the committee, for the purpose of re-
moving all doubt in the matter, recommend-
ed the proceeding that has taken place here
for the very purpose of avoiding anything
like proceedings for divorce without an
honest and earnest effort being made to as-
certain the whereabouts of the party. It
may be, and that was the impression on the
minds of the committee, that some of her re-
latives know where she is and might not
be willing to communicate that information
to the complainant in this case, and so,
with this communication made to them, if
they do know where she is—1 do not know
that they do—there might be a mode of
communicating to her the fact, that divorce

‘proceedings were being had, but from the

report on her conduct, which has not yet
been inquired into by the committee, the
evidence not yet having been taken, if the
representations made are sustained, it is not
at all improbable that she does mnot care
about having her whereabouts made known,
nor is she anxious to resist the proceedings
that are being taken.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—What would bhappen
if the party had no half-sisters ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—They might apply to
my hon. friend.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I want a serious
answer. What would happen if that party
had no half-sisters ? What would be the
procedure ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend can
apply to a solicitor in the ordinary way.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—The question that has
been brought up in the House was the sub-

ject of some discussion in the committee, and

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My bon. friend is some- | w5 carefully considered there. The view

what hypercritical. These persons who are
reported to be half-sisters of the respondent,
are the only persons, so far as the solicitor
of the applicant for divorce could ascertain,
that could be served, because the where-
abouts of the respondent is not known. She
left the country in company with another
party, and it is impossible to serve her. The
party who undertook service made affidavit
that he had made diligent search for her and
was unable to ascertain her whereabouts.
Communication had been made, so far as
I recollect, with these half-sisters and the
half-brother mentioned, without success;
Hon. Mr. VIDAL.

was presented that the mere service of
notice upon these not very near relatives of
this woman, and the statement of the pe-
titioner that they do not know the where-
abouts of the woman, might not be con-
sidered sufficient effort on the part of the
petitioner to ascertain the whereabouts of
the respondent, and to make personal serv-
ice upon her ; and the view was presented
that it might be more satisfactory for some
of these persons, either the half-brother or
some of the bhalf-sisters, who are all re-
sidents of Montreal, to have been brought
here and examined upon oath as to their
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knowledge of the whereabouts of the res-
pondent. The matter, however, was discuss-
ed at some length, and the majority of the
committee decided that the service which
had been made was sufficient to meet the
requirements of the rules of this House. I
am not sorry that this question has been
raised. It is in my opinion ome of some
importance, and I quite agree with the re-
mark of the hon. gentleman who raised the
objection, and those who followed him, that
We should be as strict as possible in re-
Quiring the very best evidence obtainable
In our proceedings in cases of this kind.

The motion was agreed to on a division.
The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, March 8, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE LEVELS OF THE GREAT LAKES.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. ’DONOHOE moved

EThat an humble address be presented to His
Xcellency the Governor, praying that His Ex-
:enency will cause to be laid before the Senate
O,CODY of the supplementary report of J. L. P.
dHanly, C.E., on the effect of the Chicago
Tainage canal on the levels of the great lakes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—There is no objection
to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (B) ‘ An Act to amend an Act to pro-
Vide for the Conditional Liberation of Pen-
itentiary Convicts.’—(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

Bill (C) ‘An Act respecting the Supreme

Court of the North-west Territories.’—(Hon.
Mr. Mills,)

ROYAL TRUST CO. BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved the
Second reading of Bill (D) ‘ An Act respect-
Ing the Royal Trust Co’ He said: This
Company was incorporated by the legisla-
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ture of Quebec in 1892 for the purpose of
executing trusts and administering estates
and as a safe and deposit company, and for
geperal financial purposes. The work of
the company is confined to Quebec, and now
they seek to be incorporated as a Dominion
company to enable them to carry on their
operations in all parts of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Before the motion I8
carried, I ask my hon. friend from British
Columbia whether this is not a corporation
under a provincial statute?

Hou. Mr, MACDONALD (B.C.)—Yes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—And my hon. friend
now proposes to make it a corporation under
the statutes of the Dominion of Canada?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Yes,

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Are there any clauses
in it that are to continue in operation—any
provisions or franchises under the law of
Quebec which are to be continued under
this bill?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I believe
all the powers given by Quebec are to be
applied to the Dominion. There are no
fresh powers at all.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It will be necessary,
then, to constantly refer to the Quebec Stat-
utes to know what the powers and franch-
ises are and it will be very much better to
re-enact the provisions of the law alto-
gether.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That will
be all explained in the Committee on Bank-
ing and Commerce to whom I shall refer
the billL

i Hon. Mr. POWER—There is a great deal
| of force in what the Minister says, and hon.
| gentlemen remember that last year the
House, on a recommendation of the Com-
| mittee on Rallways, Telegraphs and Har-
i bours, adopted a resolution to the effect
| that in future, when the corporate capacity
1 of a provincial company was being extended
| to the remainder of the Dominion, the pro-
| vincial Act which gave It its corporate life
should appear by way of schedule, or other-
! wise, In the bill presented to the House. I
| think this is peculiarly a case where it I8
! desirable that that information ghould be
before the members of the House ; and I am
rather surprised that a bill prepared in this
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House should be printed without having the
Quebec Act annexed as a schedule.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C)—I think
these points will all be gone into by the
Committee on Banking and Commerce, and
if they require those provincial Acts to be
embodied in the Bill, that can be done as a
matter of course.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I only call attention
to it.

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

THE PACIFIC CABLE.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--Before
the House adjourns I should like to ask
when I may expect the return relating to
the Pacific Cable which I was under the im-
pression was to be laid before the House of
Commons yesterday. I cannot ascertain if
the papers were submitted, although a very
important statement was made by the Post-
master General in reference to the Pacific
Cable.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The papers were to be !

laid on the table to-day. The hon. the Post-
master General promised after they were
laid on the table in the House of Commons,
that they should be sent over here in order
that the hon. gentleman might have an op-
portunity of seeing them:. .

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Then I
shall postpone the motion until Monday.

ELECTION IRREGULARITIES.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-—The hon. junior mem-
Pper for Halifax (Hon. Mr. Almon), yesterday,
asked the leader of the government a ques-
tion in respect to the investigation of elec-
tion irregularities by a committee of this
House. I do not think the hon. gentleman
has been treated with that courtesy that he
is entitled to, because no notice was taken
of the question. 1 should like to ask the
leader of the House if the government has
taken the matter iuto consideration.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I was sorry my hon.
friend could not be heard yesterday, owing
to the noise in the Chamber. The proposi-
tion he made, of course, could not be carried
out unless we had first the authority of an
Act of parliament which we have not at
present on our statute book,

Hon. Mr. POWER.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
business are we likely to have for to-mor-
row ? We have been in session a month
and eight days and the business done here
' consists of two government Bills, one of
fourteen lines and the other of six. We
were promised some important Bills which
i were to be laid before the Senate early in
| the session in order to give us something
to do. It has been suggested by my hon.
friend on my right that they have done
very little more in the other House; but
that is no reason why we should be lacking
business here.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—I am not at all satis-
'fied with the answer of the hon. Secretary
of State to my question. I think it would
be quite within the power of the House of
Commons to appoint a commission, and that
that commission should be a committee of
the Senate, to investigate the charges which
have been made of election irregularities.
The hon. minister should be very anxious
to answer my question in the affirmative.
He believes, as we all do, in Sir Wilfrid
Laurier’'s professed desire to have these
. elections Investigated. 1 stated yesterday
that the two members in the other House
who occupy sedts, the legality of their elec-
tion to which is under question, are anxious
to have their right to retain those seats est-
| ablished. They have not said so, but I know
1 would feel that way, and I am sure that
'no member of this House would like
ito occupy & seat which he had any
idoubt he was entitled to. I am sure
{that Mr. Borden I8 in ernest in his
desire to have the matters investigated.
Any one who has followed the proceedings
in the House of Commons would know that
the investigation has been delayed and is
pot likely to take place, although, if the
allegations are true, the people of two con-
stituencies have been cheated out of their
representation. The Secretary of State
knows that the House of Commons has
power to transfer that question to us, just
as it has to appoint ad hoc judges to investi-
gate such matters. The Premier demands
this investigation and the public generally
require it. Sir Wilfrid Laurier stated
(metaphorically speaking) with tears in
his eyes, that it was impcssible to
remove the obstacles which prevented the
investigation in the House of Commons. I
think the hon. gentleman is mistaken in
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"saying that it will require an Act of parlia-
ment to enable the matter to be investigated
by the Senate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend is an-:

xlous to exercise a superintending care over
the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—Certainly.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I suppose my hon.
friend regards this as the superior chamber ;
nevertheless, I am inclined to think that
the House of Commons would be disposed
to resent any supervision on the part of this
House in respect to the House of Commons.
There is also a well recognized provision of
the law and custom of parllament that
stands in our way. That provision is that
each House is the judge of the qualifications
and regularity of the sitting of each member.
The House of Commons has never yet, dur-
ing the 30 odd years of its existence, under-
taken to appoint a committee to ascertain
Whether any member of this House was not
Qualified to sit here, or had reached this
House by any improper means, and I think
there would be a like objection on the part
of the House of Commons if we were to
uUndertake any such inquiry as my hon.
friend has suggested. That being so, I do
Dot think that the suggestion of my hon.
friend, which is somewhat revolutionary in
Its character, can be seriously entertained.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—Your friends would
like it all the better for that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do not know that my
hon. friend is serlous in the proposition he
nakes.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—I think the hon. gentle-
man misunderstood me. I suggested that
the House of Commons should appoint us as
& committee. I wish he had a good deal
ore influence with the first minister thap
he has, I suggested that the Senate might
be appointed a commission by the House of
Commons. 1f there is any law against that
I should like to know it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend knows
that the House of Commons is not overbur-
dened with excessive confidence in the
Second chamber. They submitted to the
Second chamber measures which they re-
€arded as very important in the public in-
terest, and the Judgment of the Senate was
Dot in conformity with that of the House of

Commons, and I suppose the rule that they

‘are not disposed to trust the Greeks would
apply in the matter in this House. In reply
to my bon. friend opposite, with regard to
i the public business, I may say that we seem
:to be making about as much progress as
they are in the other chamber, and my hon.
;r friend will also see that, although the Bills
we have carried through this House are not
measures that occupied a very great deal
of space, they are mevertheless important
measures, of intrinsic value in themselves.
I may say, also, that when the House rose
my hon. friend asked me to submit, even
before there was a meeting again, amend-
ments which it was proposed to make to the
Criminal Code, printed in galley form, and
still stand in that form. The reason for not
bringing the measure forward was the same
as often happens: a very large number
of suggestions, in addition to the sug-
gestions made last year, were made imme-
diately after the adjournment by various
parties who ought to have had a good deal
of experience in connection with the admin-
istration of the criminal law, and those have
been printed, and have been under the con-
sideration of the Solicitor General and my-
self, as we have had opportunities. I hope
we have gone through pretty nearly the
whole of those suggestions, and that the
measure will be before the House at the be-
ginning of next week, and then I judge
that we will have the Redistribution Bill
immediately.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—It has been stated by
what is called the ‘reptile press’—a name
used as a matter of vituperation when peo-
ple have no argument—that petitions will
flow into this chamber in favour of this Re-
distribution Bill, and if that is the reason
the business is delayed I can certainly
understand it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend is in an
excited mood. I had not quite finished my
observations when he interrupted me. I
may say that I expect that Bill will be
brought up almost immediately, that we will
have an opportunity of diseussing it, and
that the Criminal Code Amendment Bill will
be introduced at the beginning of next
week. These, together with other business,
will occupy our atbention for some time to
come. I do not see anything on the order
paper for to-morrow, and if there is no oh-
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Jection, 1 would suggest that when the Sen-.

ate adjourn this afternoon it do stand ad-:
journed until three o’clock on Monday. I‘
have not given notice of this motion, and if
there is no objection it may be adopted. |

Hon. Sir John CARLING-—I think it
would SIIlt the convenience of the members !
from Western Ontario if we were to meetj
on Tuesday instead of Monday.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I have a word to say.

Hon. Mr. POWER—If the hon. genfleman
objects that is an end of it.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I suppose I may be!
allowed to say a word besides objecting. I
do object to this system of repeated adjourn-
ments, and I wish to say that I hold the.
government responsible for it. There is an
old saying that whom the gods wish®
to destroy they first make mad, and it
appears to me the gods of the govern-
ment are disposed to make the Senate
mad by adjourning every second day so
that they will soon be destroyed, but
I hope the Senate is not going to be
destroyed in that way. The matter brought
to the notice of the Senate by the hon.
junior member for Halifax is a serious !

obe and deserves more careful consideration'
than has been given to it by the govern-
ment. We know very well that there is, to
a wide extent, a great deal of corruption
practised in Canada during elections, and
I take it that the government is bound to
keep up the standard of political morality
to the very highest pitch possible, It is
their duty, in my opiniom, to throw no ob-:
stacles in the way of an investigation into’
the charges of corraption, but to use every .
possible means to bring guilty parties to
justice, I am sorry to have to say it, but.
it appears to me that political morality in:
Canada 1s to-day at a very low ebb, and it
1s becoming lower and lower every year. I.
cannot but contrast it with the high moral
tone of the politics in the old country. Ip
England a public man would sacrifice his
life before he would sacrifice his honowur.
He regards his reputation and the repu-
tation of his family, and his own public:
record as far in advance of money consi-
deration, and the public men of Englar.d
will not stoop to corrupt practices as publlc
men in Canada are doing to day, I take it'
that it is the duty of the government more |
Hon. Mr. MILLS. !
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particularly than any other class, but it is
also the duty of every public man, I do not

i care what position he occupies, to put down

his foot and say that this thing must come

| to an end, to say that this corruption must
‘not continne any longer, and that the repre-
| sentative

men on both sides of politics
should insist upon their political battles
being carried on in an honest, straightfor-
word and honourable way. If the present

‘:practice is allowed to continue where is it
. going to end ? We know what the conse-

quences will be. It simply means breeding
a civil war. No people in the world are
going to subwit to a machine controlling the
public affairs of the country, and I say it
is the duty of the government to investigate
this matter. They should throw no obstacle
in the way of an investigation of charges
of corruption, so that the guilty parties may
be brought to justice and punished. Let us
all endeavour to elevate the standard of
public morality in this Canada of ours.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Referring to the

.intimation of the hon. leader of the House
. as to the introduciion of the Criminal Code

into this Chamber next week, I would like
to point out the very cold comfort there is

i in the preparation of such a bill of fare as

that indicated. For several sessions past,

~In fact T think for three sessions past, this
: House has laboured industriously in amend-

ing the Criminal Code, and bas given no
little attention to it.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Two sessions.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I do not remem-
ber any amendment we made in this House
the last three years that passed the House
of Commons. In faet, these amendments
were introduced in the House of Commons
at the eleventh hour and permitted to stand
over. So that I have a very serious suspi-
cion in my own mind that this Criminal
Code is intended to do duty for some ses-

“sions to come in keeping the Senate mark-
“ing time in the absence of anything more
' important. I do not mean by that that the
. leader of this chamber is in any way to
. blame for not having business before us.
. It, however, affords one the opportunity

. to make this remark that in the early part
of the session it is impossible for this Sen-
i ate to have as much work before it as would
demand Its serious attention and neces-
sitate its constant attendance and it seems to
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me that while session after session we dis-}
cuss this phase of the subject, both sides:
of this House might possibly get together
and discuss the desirability of a long ad-!
journment in the beginning of each session.
It seems to me that would be a desirable
move. It would reflect more credit on the
Senate than constantly attending day after
day and simply opening with devotions,
which may be very desirable, but for
which we are mnot here entirely. It
therefore seems to me that the subject
should comwmand the attention of some of
the older members of the Senate and tue
question might be discussed with propriety
as to our adopting some established prac-
tice by which we might have a longer ad-
Journment with the assurance that when we
returned bere there would be such a vol-
ume of business before us as would com-
mand our attention.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend opposite
objects to the adjournment ?

Hon. Mr. FROWSE—-No, I withdraw my
objection.

Hon, Mr. McCALLUM—An adjournment
Uil Monday would be long enough I think.

Hon. Sir JOHN CARLING—As there does
not appear to be any business in the Order
Paper for to-morrow or Monday, and it is
more convenient for many of us to return
to Ottawa on Tuesday, I think we might
have the adjournment till Tuesday.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I suggested that we
should adjourn till Monday at three o’clock
but ir it is the general wish of the House
that the adjournment be made till Tuesday
I have no objection, but I understand there
is a feeling against It.

Some hon. MEMBERS—Tuesday,
day !

Tues-

Hon. Mr. M11.LS—Then I move that when
the. Senate adjoarns to-day, it stand ad-
Journed till Tuesday at three o’clock in the
afternoon.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at four o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, March 13, 1900.

i The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE PACIFIC CABLE.

RESOLUTION POSTPONED.

The notice of motion being called :

By the Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell, K.C.M.G. :

1. That the establishment of a telegraph cable
across the Pacific to connect Canada with the
Australasian colonies has long been recognized
as of high importance to the empire; it bhaving
Been recognized to be of Imperial importance
at the Colonial Conferences of 1887 and 1894,
affirmed by an agreement between the Home gov-
ernment and the governments of Canada, New
South Wales, Victoria, Queensland and New Zea-
land, and ratified by the Canadian parliameat
last session ; this House therefore regrets that
serious delays have occurred in the prosecution
of the undertaking, manifestly through the hos-
tility of the Eastern Extension Telegraph Com-
pany, which company is now demanding con-
cessions from the Australasian colonies which,
if granted, will imperil the success of the Pacific
cable.

2. That this House is of opinion that any fur-
ther delay in proceeding with the actual con-
struction of the undertaking would be inimical
to the interests of the empire, and strongly de-
precates granting any further concessions to the
Eastern Extension or any other company.

3. That it is expedient in granting permis-
sion hereafter to private companies to lay cables
between British possessions, it he on the express
condition that the state may assume ownership
whenever in the general public interest it is
advisable to do so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL said :
There are other papers, I understand, to be
laid upon the table in order to complete the
correspondence in connection with this sub-
ject, and, under the circumstances, I think it
would be advisable that I should not make
this motion, although it has been upon the
order paper for some little time, until all
the papers are before the Senate. They will
enable us to deal with the question more in-
telligently than we could at present. I shall,
therefore, let the notice stand until the pa-
pers are brought down.

Hoh. Mr, SCOTT~I think they will be on
the table this afternoon.

The mnotice of motion was allowed to
stand.
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PROTECTION WORKS ON THE RIVER
DU SUD.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY rose to inquire :

What was the total cost of the works per-
formed for the protection of the Riviére du Sud,
in the parish of St. Thomas, county of Mont-
magny ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have not the inform-
ation which the hion. gentleman asks for, but
I shall make inquiries and endeavour to ob-
tain it for him if he will permit the ques-
tion to stand. ‘

The mnotice of inquiry was allowed to
stand.

COST OF POST OFFICE AT MONT-
MAGNY.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.

The notice of inquiry being called :

What was the total cost of the post office at
Montmagny, the cost of the ground and of the
buildings thereon, and the extra works required
for the adaptation of those buildings to the pur-
poses for which they were bought?

Hon. Mr. MILLS said : I have not had the
information transmitted to me by the Post
Office Department, and so I am unable to
give him the information which he asks.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY--That is very satis-
factory !

The mnotice of
stand.

inquiry was allowed to

MURRAY HARBOUR BRANCH OF
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired :

1. Whether a contract for grading a section of
the railway from Charlottetown to Murray Har-
bour, P.E.I, for which tenders were called in
November last, has been awarded?

2. If so, to whom, what is the mileage of the
sajd section, and the contract price per mile?

3. When is the work to be commenced, and
when completed?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—A contract for a sec-
tion of the railway from Charlottetown to
Murray Harbour, P.E.I, for which tenders
were Invited last November, was awarded
to J. W. McManus. The length of the see-
tion is eleven and a half miles. The con-
tract is mot per mile, but a schedule price
contract. The work was to be commenced
at once, and by the terms of the contract,
is to be completed by the first August, 1900.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My object is to
get at the cost, the amount of expenditure
involved. Could not my hon. iriend give
that as a total ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have not been fur-
nished with any such information, and I do
not know, if the contract is by schedule
price, whether there has been such a survey
that the quantities can be ascertained or
not. 1 can make inquiry on that subject.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL—Of
course that could only be approximate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Quite so, and unless
there has been a careful survey, not even
that, because sometimes these tenders are
let according to quantity without the quan-
tity having been ascertained at all.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWEILIL—Not
without a survey.

SUPPLIES OI' OII, FOR THE INTERCO-
T.ONTAL RAILWAY.

MOTION POSTPONED.

The notice of motion being read :

That' an huinble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate copies of all notices issued by the Inter-
colonial Railway since May, 1896, calling for
tenders for the supply of oil for the said rail-
way, and also copies of all tenders received in
reply to said advertisement and contracts en-
tered into as a result of such call for ten-
ders.

2. A return showing the car mileage on the
Intercolonial Railway for the year ended Oc-
tcber 31, 1899.

3. Also, a return showing the total amount
pald for oils for the Intercolonial Railway for
the year end® October 31, 1899, giving the names
of the parties to whom such payments were made.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON said : I do not pro-
pose to proceed with this motion for an ad-
dress to-day. I merely rise to ask my hon.
friend, the leader of the government,whether
he is prepared to submit a return, which I
asked for last session, on this subject. This
address proposes to bring the information on
the subject up to date ; but early last ses-
sfon, a¢ my hon. friend may remember, I
made some inquirics on this subject, and
received some answers, but my hon. friend
pointed out to me that some of the inguiries
could only be answered by a return. I pro-
ceeded then to move for a return which I
did ar gquite an early period last session.
1 was anxious o get it before the close of
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last session. I made repeated inquiries for
it 1ast year, and I do not wish to go on with
this motion until that return is brought
down.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I can only tell my hon.
friend that the matter has been brought
upder the notice of the Minister of Rail-
ways, and as soon as the return comes from
the Minister of Railways, I shall be pre-
pared with pleasure to present it to the
House, but I cannot say at this moment
when the return will be ready. I have not
that information.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
may remember that the Minister of Ralil-
ways put a statement in his hand, which he
read to the House, saying, with regard to
tbe points that could not be answered by a
question, that the papers were being sent
for to Moncton, and would be brought down
when they come. That is a long time ago,
and 1 have made many applications for
them. I hope my hon. friend will go fur-
ther than he has gone, and will remind his
colleague earnestly on the matter and see
that the information is brought down.

CLAIMS FOR REFUND OF DUTY ON
FISH.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE inquired :

If the government, or any member thereof
have received a petition from Mr. C. C. Carlton,
of Souris, P.E.I., praying for the payment to
him of the sum of $208.50, to reimburse him for
certain money paid by him to the United States

Customs Department, as duty on fish exported,

on or about the year 1872, as set forth in his
sald petition? 1P so, is it the intention of the
government to pay the said claim, as was done
last year in settlement of a eimilar claim made
by Messrs. Mayrick & Co. ?

He said : I wish to make a remark or two
on this question. It may be remembered
that about the year 1871, the British gov-
ernment requested the Dominion govern-
ment, and also the government of Prince
HEdward Island—that province at that time
not being part of the confederacy—that they
would allow United States fishermen to fish
in the waters round the British possessions
in North America as had been done under
the previous treaty, upon the understanding
that the filsh caught and fish oil produced
by British subjects would be admitted into
the United States free of duty. The gov-
ernment of Prince Bdward Island acceded

1 :

to that request of the British government,
and made no objections to United States
fishermen fishing in Canadian waters;
but the Dominion government did not pass
such an order in counmeil, or law, in refer-
ence to that matter, and in consequence
the promise that was obtained from the
United States to admit our fish and fish oil
into the republic duty free was not granted
on the ground that Canada had not acceded
to the request of the British government.
The people in Prince Hdward Island, deal-
ing In fish, had exported, during 1871 and
1872 a large quantity of fish and fish oil, with
the expectation that the duties they were
paying on these exports were to be refunded
thera by (he 1nited States government.
They were in that regard disappointed, and
afterwards they made application to the
Dominion government to reimburse them for
the loss 1hey had sustained. In 1885, I
think, the Dominion government appointed
a commission to investigate these claims of
the people of the island, and the commission
reported favourably upon certain claims of
British subjects, and also submifted a re-
port on claims made by United States sub-
jects doing business in Prince Edward Is-
land. The claims of the British subjects
were conceded and paid, but the claims of
{he United States subjects were not paid.
There was nothing further heard about this
matter until last session, when one of the
claims was again revived, and a vote was
passed through the parliament of Canada,
granting to one of these United States firms
doing business in Prince Edward Island the
sum of $15.000 in settlement of their claim.
Mr. Carlton, the gentleman I have re-
ferred to in this question, made ap-
plication to the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries since last session for In-
formation as to how he would pro-
ceed to collect his claim. He got no satis-
factory answer from the minister, and I
ask now ‘that Mr, Carlton be placed in the
same position as the other gentleman whose
claim was paid last year. In doing so, I do
not commit myself to the opinion that either
claim should be paid, but certainly if it was
a right and proper thing to pay fifteen thou-
sand dollars to one individual, surely two
hundred dollars ought to be paid to the
other, who Is in exactly the same position.
They are both United States citizens, doing
business in Prinee Bdward Island for the
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last forty years, and I see no reason why
one should not be placed in the same posi-
tion as the other.

+ Hon. Mr. SCOTT—A petition was received
from Mr. Carlton a few days ago—I think
on the sixth of March—and was referred in
the ordinary way for report to council, and
from council to the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, to inquire into the facts, and until
those have been ascertained, I am not in 2
position to say what the government would
do. It would depend, of course, altogether
on the statement of facts.

THE LATE SENATORS LEWIN AND

BELLEROSE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I desire to recall to
the minds of hon. gentlemen that since
we separated last Thursday, an hon.
member of this House has been called
away by death. The Hon. Mr. Lewin
was an old member of this House, hav-
ing been called to this Chamber, I think,
in 187¢, and during the earlier portion of the
time he was rather a constant attendant.
Of recent years he has not been here very
regularly. Of a very quiet and retiring dis-
position, Senator Lewin soon won the res-
pect and esteem of every gentleman in
the chamber. He rarely addressed this
House in debate, although when mat-
ters pertaining to the subject with which
he was thoroughly familiar, that is, bank-
ing and financial matters, he always took
an active part. The hon. gentleman has
gone to his long rest, highly esteemed and
respected hy the whole community wio
knew Lim. He was blessed with a very
long life, havirg been born in 1812, and had
been president of the Bank of New Bruns-
wick for a period of over' forty years—a
period that is rather unexampled in the his-
tory of Canada. I am quite sure every
member of this House fels that the Senate
has lost a very kind and valuable member
in the late Senator Lewin.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I take
the opportunity of re-echoing the sentiments
which have been uttered by the Secretary
of State in reference to the late Senator
Lewin. His death, I know, was a shock
t0 every one who had the pleasure of know-
ing lum. Although not politically allied to
that gentleman, still during the short period

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.

of time I have sat with him in this House,
I formed a very high estimate of his cha-
racier. I do not know that I can say more
than the hon. Secretary of State has said,
and to express the deep regret which, I am
sure, every member of the Senate feels at

‘bis sudden demise—sudden I call it, though

he was well advanced in years. I met the
hon. gentleman not many weeks ago in the
city of Montreal, and he then told me that
he had not felt in better health for years, and
I looked forward, as many did when they
saw him here, to years being added to his
life. The only thing that he really felt was
the failure of his eye-sight ; beyond that he
assured me over and over again that he nad
not felt physically better for many years
past. I must say it was a very great shock
to me when I read of his sudden--for such
I look upon it,—d=ath the other day. While
repeating almost the words that have been
uttered by the bon. Secretary of State, I
may also call the attention of the House
to another death, although it did not occur
during our present sitting. Since the pro-
rogation of the last parliament the hon.
member from De Lanaudiére (Mr. Bellerose)
was taken from us. He was a gentleman
known to all of us, and he had been in
parliament since confederation, and I be-
lieve in the old parliament of Canada prior
to that. He was a man of strong will, and
held sirong opinions upon almost every
question presented for our consideration. I
do not, however, consider that any detriment
to a man’s political or private character,
Decause it is well that all men, no matter in
what position in life they may be placed,
should have strong, honest convictions upon
questions with which they have to deal, and
1 am sure that we all respected that hon.
gentleman, although we did not always
agree with him. 1 felt his death personally,
having known him for the last thirty years,
and having sat with him at one time in the
House of Commoas. Although he and I
very often were on opposite sides on differ-
ent questions, he was a member whom I
learned to respect, and in his latter days I
think we were more intimately associated
than during the previous part of our poli-
tical career. Death has been making great
inroads upon the members of the Senate,
but when we consider the ages of a number
of us. we may look for these changes. All
I can hope is that those who succeed our
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departed brothers will be as worthy of the
positions they are all called to occupy.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It seemed to me that it
was more appropriate that my hon. friend,
the Secretary of State, should allude to the
death of Senator Lewin than myself, be-
cause he sat in this chamber with him since
1876, when he was appointed, a period of
twenty-four years, while I, a comparatively
new member of this House, had not the
same intimate relations with him as my
hon. colleague. I agree with all that my
hon. friend, the Secretary of State, has said
with regard to Senator Lewin, his high
character, his modesty, his attainments, and
his thorough acquaintance with the business
of banking which made him a valuable
member of this House. I may  say. also,
with regard to the late Senator Bellerose,
‘that I knew him as a member of the House
of Commons, like my hon. friend opposite.
I knew that he was a man of very strong
convictions, of great force of character, and
of more than ordinary ability, and I am sure
that those who sat with him in the House
-of Commons, as well as hon. gentlemen In
this House, who knew him in his later
Years here, must all recognize the ability,
the energy and the industry which he
brought to the discharge of his public
duties, and while we regret the loss of those
hon. gentlemen, who were ornaments of
this House, as well as representatives of
the people for a time in the House of Com-
mons, when we see the great age that they
attained, we must tealize that they could
not, at best, have had many years further
before them. We trust that those who suec-
ceed them in this House will bring the same
industry and the same ability to the dis-
charge of their duties that they exhibited
‘while they were members of this chamber.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Whether it is they
who go away or we that remain who de-
serve compassion and tears, we all regret
‘the departure from among us of the honour-
ed and highly esteemed colleague who has
Just passed from this life to his rest in the
grave and beyond the grave. As his coun-
tryman, as his colleague here, and as his
next desk neighbour, I had sufficient inter-
course with him to know him well. I al-
ways found him, as indeed we all found
him, a kind and good man ; indeed Eindness

113

and goodness were characteristic traits in
him, 80 much so that they had become
deplicted in his features. After many years
of the performance of good works, the souls
of virtuous men become transparent, im-
pressed, or, as it were, photographed in their
whole appearance, and especially in their
smile. Such was particularly the case with
our departed friend. He has gone ; he has
been gathered in the granary where Provi-
dence will gather us all, those of the other
House as well as the Senate, and that at
the uvidding of no mortal man. The depar-
ture of Senator Lewin will cause deep re-
gret in the community, and especially in
New Brunswick, where he was better loved,
because he was better known. We are
losing in him a cherished colleague, a true
Canadian, a great Christian and a good
man.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—After the kindly,
truthful and appropriate remarks of the
leader of the government, and the leader of
the opposition in this House, it is quite
unnecessary for me to say a word, because
I think those two hon. gentlemen express
clearly the character of *he hon. gentleman
who has been taken from amongst us. But
coming from the city of St. John, and know-
ing that gentleman for the last fifty years,
I felt that I had a right to say a word or
two. I knew the hon. gentleman when he
was favoured by the British government
with a prominent position under that gov-
ernment, and sent out here by them some
fifty years ago. He held that office, and it
was a very delicate office. It was a position
in the Customs Department, where he was
most likely to give offence to a great num-
ber of people in those days. Notwithstand-
ing the position he held, I always found that
he acquitted himself without giving -un-
necessary offence to any one. He was con-
sidered an honourable and falr-minded man
even in that office. I have known him since
he became president of the Bank of New
Brunswick, and perhaps in this Dominion
there is not a more successful institution
than that bank became under his presidency.
It is paying its original stockholders twelve
per cent per annum, and is readily selling
at over $300 per original share of $100, and
its transactions have been carried on in a
most satisfactory way under the adminis-
‘tration “of Mr. Lewin. HIis name Wwas
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looked upon as a household word through-
out that province. I might say that
every word uttered by the leader of
the government and the leader of the op-
position in this House as to the character of
that hon. gentleman was literally true; he
waa extremely retiring and modest in his
nature and thoroughly honourable in his
transactions. It is true he was not what
might be considered a troublesome man in
politics, but notwithstanding that he was
most anxious for the well-being of his
adopted country. His native country was
Great Britain, and he was an BEnglishman
to the core. He loved his country well, and
sustained it in every public measure where
he had a right to do so. I do not know &
man in my experience who bore a more
honourable character than the late Mr.
Lewin. After the many kind expressions
- uttered by hon. gentlemen who have
spoken to-day, I do not see that it is
necessary to say anything further. I con-
sider we have lost a model Christian, a
good man, a citizen of St. John, who
will be remembered for a very long
period, and in my opinion it will be difficult
to get his equal. I am much pleased to be
able to say this from an acquaintance of
fifty years with that hon. gentleman.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (F) ¢ An Act respecting the Montreal,
Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal Company.’
-—(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (13) ¢ An Act respecting representation
in the House of Commons.'—(Hon. Mr.
Mills.)

Bill (46) ‘An Act respecting the Canada
and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Company.’
(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)

Bill 21) ‘ An Act respecting the Hereford
Railway Company.’—(Hon. Mr. Perley.)

Bill (22) ‘ An Aect respecting the Niagara
Grand Island Bridge Company.'—Hon. Mr.
MaclInnes.) .

Bill (44) ‘ An Act respecting the Oanada
Southern Bridge Company’—Hon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer.)

DELAYHED RETURNS.
INQUIRY.
Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I

would like to ask my hon. friend, the leader
Hon. Mr. DEVER.

of the government, if there is any proba-
bility of our getting the papers for which
I moved on the 9th February, in reference
to the correspondence between the late
Major-General and Col. Hughes. The
motion was passed on the 9th February,
and we have not yet heard anything about
it. If we had those papers before us they
might aid materially in the discussion
which is likely to follow the motion which
I have already placed on the notice paper.
While I am on my feet, I desire to ask the
hon. Secretary of State whether there is
any probability of our ever getting that re-
turn for which I moved early last session
in reference to the dismissals in the different
departments, some of which were laid before
the House, but there were other departments
which did not send any returns to us, par-
ticularly the Department of Railways and
Canals, from which department was sent &
very curt reply to the questions asked ; I
acquit the hon. Secretary of State of any
blame in the matter, because I know his de-
sire to have the papers laid before the
Senate when they are ordered, but it does
seem to me that some of the departments
have made up their minds to treat the re-
quests of the Senate with contempt, particu-
larly the Department of Rallways and
Canals, for, ever since the present govern-
ment has been in power, when a question -
has been asked here, and motions have been
passed by this House relative to public mat-
ters, for information which we are entitled
to get, scarcely ever has the information
been furnished. I do not desire to cast any
reflection on any department, but I think
the dignity of the House demands that there
should be either a distinct refusal to bring
down the Information, a defeat of the
motion when it is made, or that the infor-
mation should be furnished us within a
reasonable time. Some departments give
us the information and others do not. If
it is not in the interests of the country that
these facts should be laid before us, all the
government has to do is to say so, and I do
not know that we would particularly object.
If it is not in the interests of the country
that certain papers should be brought down,
those at least who have had some experience
in governing the country, would acquiesce
at once, but when motions are regularly and
freely accepted, and then session after ses-
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ston passes without the returns being
brought down, I think my hon. friend who
leads the government in the Senate will
agree with me that it is not treating this
House with the respect to which it is en-
titled.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do not know any
reason—there may be reasons—why the
papers that were moved for some time ago
have not been brought down. With regard
to these that the hon. gentleman has moved
for, the Hughes-Hutton correspondence, I
may say I know the Department of Militia
and Defence has been so occupied of late
that it would be very difficult indeed to take
up anything but what is absolutely neces-
sary, and pressing on their attention. I
shall, however, call the attention of the Min-
Ister of Militia and Defence to my hon.
friend’s motion, and trust that the papers
may be brought down before he discusses
the letter which he has read here to-day, and
upon which he purposes inviting a discus-
sion in this House. With regard to the
other return, I shall invite the attention of
the Minister of Railways to the motion of
my hon. friend, and the delay that has oc-
curred.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—There are many
other departments as well as the Depart-
ment of Railways that are behind with the
information.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I understood there were
one or two parts of it which my hon. friend
the Secretary of State brought down some
time ago.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Some
of it, but not all.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The Railway De-
partment brought down a return which was
not acceptable, but some departments did
not bring down any at all.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Par-
ticularly that return with regard to the
receipts from the sale of school lands in
Manitoba. I did not ask for any elaborate
return. All I asked for was that a return,
which had been made up to a certain date,
should be continued up to the present time.
There cannot be much work involved in
that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend refers
to the school lands return now ?

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Yes.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I would suggest to
my hon. friend also, so that he may not
knock at the wrong door, not to ask the
Postmaster General for the information X
was seeking for to-day, but to address him-
self directly to the Department of Public
Works.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I noticed my hon.
friend’s question.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, March 14, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (G) ‘An Act to incorporate the Cana-
dian Steel Company.”—(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

COX DIVORCE BILL.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER, from the
Standing Committee on Divorce, presented
their fourth report. He said: This is the
report made by the committee on having
submitted to them the evidence showing
that service had been made on all the par-
ties as ordered by the last report on this case
which we discussed last week. I may say,
for the benefit of those hon. gentlemen who
seemed to think that the committee had
been lax in its directions, or remiss in its
efforts to obtain personal service upon the
respondent in this case, that at the time
that the former report was made the com-
mittee instructed the petitioner to produce
service upon the respondent in this case,
that at the time that the former report was
made the committee instructed. the petitioner
to produce additional evidence showing the
efforts that he had made to serve the Ié- .
spondent personally, and that evidence was
produced to-day, and as the affidavit is
short, T will ask the Mberty of the House
to read it. The afdavit 1s as follows:

I, Bdwin James Cox, of the city and district
of Montreal, the nid’ petitioner, do solemnly
declare: )
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1. That down to the present time I have been
unable to obtain any information as to where
the said respondent is or has been during the
last three or four years.

2. That I have not seen or had any information
as to where she is since shortly after the judg-
ment in review, in the action in separation, a
copy of which judgment has already been ‘filed
with this petition.

3. That shortly after said judgment the said
respondent seems to have disappeared from
Montreal, and all inquiries, including the efforts
made by the detective, John A. Grose, whose
declaration is also filed herein, concerning her,
have failed to obtain any information as to her
whereabouts. '

4. That from time to time I have made in-
quiries of all the persons mentioned in my last
declaration as being related or allied to her,
and on whom copies of the present Bill and No-
tice have been personally served in accordance
with the order of the Senate, as appears by the
returns herawith, with the result, as before
stated, that I have been totally unable to oblain
any information as to where she is which would
enable ma2 to serve or have her served with a
copy of the said Bill and notice.

And I make this solemn declaration, conscien-
tiously believing it to be true, knowing that it
is of the same force and effect as if made under
oath, and by virtue of the Canada Evidence Act,

1893.
ED. J. COX.

Declared before me at the city of Montreal, in
the county of Hochelaga, in the province of
Ql(x)ebec, this twelfth day of March, A.D.
1900.

HURLOW H. HUTCHINS.

As I said before, when we were discussing
this subject, we might have ordered publi-
cation, or might have had an advertisement
and made the service by publication, but I
think the House will agree with me that
under the circumstances, we did everything
we could to bring the notice before the par-
ties. I move that this report be taken into
consideration to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

PROTECTION OF RIVER DU SUD.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :

What was the total cost of the works per-
formed for the protection of the Rividre du
Sud, in the parish of St. Thomas, county of
Montmagny?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I cannot give the hon.
gentleman the information. As soon as I
receive it I shall bring it down to the House
without delay. 1 have already asked that
the matter be expedited.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY--I suppose the same
applies to the other question of which I
have given notice :

‘What was the total ccst of the post office at
Montmagny, the cost of the ground and of the

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER.,

buildings therecon, and the extra works required
for the adapiation of those buildings to the
purposes for which they were bought ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The same answer ap-
plies.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—And to every ques-
tion we may ask this session. It would
not take half an hour to get that informma-
tion if the hon. minister was willing to get
it.

SUPPLY OF OIL FOR THE INTER-
COLONIAL.

MOTION DROPPED.

The notice of motion being read :

That an humble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate copies of all notices issued by the Inter-
colonial Railway since May, 1896, calling for
tenders for the supply of oil for the said railway,
and also, copies of all tenders received in reply
to said advertisement and contracts entered into
as a result of such call for tenders.

2. Return showing the car mileage on the In-
tercolonial Railway for the year ended October
31, 1893.

3. Also, return showing the total amount paid
for oils for the Intercolonial Railway for the
year ended October 31, 1899, giving the names of
the parties to whom such payments were made.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON sald : The papers

have already been brought down, I believe,
and I ask that the order be discharged.

The order was discharged.

MILITARY CHURCH PARADES.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I should like to direct
the attention of the government to a couple
of articles which have appeared in recent
issues of the Ottawa Citizen and other
papers. The paper which I hold in my
hand is the Citizen of last Monday, and the
article to which I refer, reads as follows :

Dr. Rose Complains

That There was no Parade of Methodist Members
of Strathcona’s.

Rev. Dr. Rose, in the course of his sermon in
Dominion Methodist church yesterday morning,
drew attention to the fact that none of the
officers or men of Strathcona’s Horse who were
in the church parade, were in attendance at the
service, although provision had been made for
the Anglicans, Roman Catholics and Presby-
terians, who were told to attend service at Christ
Church Cathedral, St. Patrick’s Church and St.
Andrew’s Church. Hence the Methodist pastor
regretted that no provision had been made to en-
able the Methodists to attend their own church.
He regretted it all the more, he said, from the
fact that on Thursday last he had written Col.
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Steele stating that his officers and men would
be made welcome at Dominion Methodist Church
whether they came singly or in a body. He
could not think that Col. Steele would ignore
his invitation, as such a proceeding would con-
stitute a serious breach of military etiquette.

Col. Steele, when spoken to on the matter later
in the day, stated that he regretted to have
to say that Rev. Dr. Rose’s kind invitation had
not been brought to his notice. Had he re-
ceived it he certainly would have acknowledged
the courtesy of the pastor of Dominion Methodist
Church.

All arrangements for the church parade, Col.
Steele stated, were left in the hands of Col. Cot-
ton, district commanding officer.

And in to-day’s Citizen I find the following. .

among other things :

The following telegram has been received by
Dr. Rose from Col. Steele:

‘ Your statement in the pulpit that I repu-
diated your invitation is incorrect. The very
day received, it was referred to the officer com-
manding the Ottawa brigade.’

It will be seen from the above that Col. Steele
has been misled as to what Dr. Rose really said.
The latter did not even suggest a repudiation of
the invitation, but simply stated the facts of
the case without any comment in order that the
members of his congregation might know that
the omission of the Methodist parade was not
due to their pastor’s negligence.

In directing the attention of the government
to this incident, I might say that had Col.
Steele not authorized an officer outside of
the Strathcona Horse to look after this par-
ade, probably the government could take
no cognizance of the incident which unfor-
tunately occurred. But inasmuch as Col.
Steele handed over the arrangement for the
parade to an officer under the authority of
the Militia Department, and who presum-
ably is acting in whatever he does under
the authority of that department, it is but
right, in justice to the Methodists of the
Dominion, that the attention of the govern-

ment should be directed to the act of dis-:

! =
I might say that I would not direct the atten-

tion of the government to this incident had
not the frequency of these incidents been
thrust upon the public from time to time In
connection with the Militia Department. It
was only a few weeks ago, in connection
with the second contingent at Halifax, that
the intervention of the minister was requir-
ed to prevent military discipline from belng
exercised upon some members of that force,
because they refused to carry out the in-
structions of an officer to attend some
church other than the Methodist Church,
and I notice by the public press that it re-
quired the intervention of the Minister of
Militia to do justice in the matter.
1 might say that the Methodist body has
not been supersensitive in directing publie.
attention to this, I might say constant, or

i frequent, ignoring of the rights to which

they are entitled as well as the other reli-
gious bodies throughout the - Dominion. It
is not necessary for me to say that the
Methodist body is the largest Protestant
body in the Dominion, that the last statis-
tics established the fact that they are the
owners of one-third of the churches through-
out Canada, that their churches, their
benevolent institutions, their universities
and schools cover this broad Dominion,

but, notwithstanding this fact, what
they cherish more than those forces
to' which I have referred is the fact

that in this Dominion of Canada civil
and religious institutions are enjoying
a freedom not exceeded in any other country
within the empire. Hence, they naturally
resent any act of discourtesy from officials
who may be of an irresponsible character,
as in this case. While I direct the attention of

courtesy which is complained of, because 1|the government to this fact, I might say also
might say that any official of the govern-|that the same thing repeats itself In state
ment belng guilty of an act of discourtesyif‘mc‘ﬂons throughout the Dominion. As I

to Dr. Rose, in his capacity as pastor of the
Dominion Methodist Church here, is like-
wise guilty of an insult to the whole Metho-
dist body throughout the Dominion. Know-
ing Col. Steele as I do, 1 would not for a
moment accuse him of discourtesy or incivil-
ity. 'In fact, the North-west public have the
fullest confidence in Col. Steele’s courtesy
and recognition of the rights of the men un-
der him. His reputation is of such a charac-
ter that nobody would think for a moment of
holding him in any sense responsible for
this act of discourtesy of which I complain.

saild a few moments ago, the Methodists

are not a hypercritical body in regard to
special, or exceptional, or even a general
recognition of thelr rights, but we find that
in the state precedence which obtains in
this Dominion, there has never been any
recognition of that body to the same extent
as some of the other bodies in the Domin-
ion. In fact, my attention was directed to the
regrettable fact that,while at the opening
of this House special provision was made for
the reception on the floor of the House of
the representatives of other religious bodies,
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there was an absolute ignoring of the
representatives of that great religious body,
and it required the intervention of certain
members of this House before the official
charged with the administration of etiquette
at those functions recognized for a moment
that the representatives of that body had
the same right as those representing other
religious bodies to sit upon the fioor of this
chamber in the opening of parliament.
I might say that the Methodist body
18 pot’ seeking any special rights. They
are not seeking for political favours. All
that they scek, and all that they require
from the government, is that there should
be impressed upon its officials the necessity
of extending courtesy and civility to that
body the same as extended to any other
religious body throughout the whole Domin-
fon, and if a general order has not been
passed so as to compel military officlals to
pay respect to the various religious bodies
throughout the Dominion, and recognize
the equality of all religious bodies—because
it is not by reason of one being a more in-
fluential body than the other that this pre-
ference is shown—then such an order should
be promulgated so that there should not be
that offensive conduct in the matter of
drawing invidious distinctions which so
oftentimes is obtruded upon the public notice
and particularly upon those religious bodies
which have been so ignored. I am satisfied
that all I have to do in the matter I8 to
direct the attention of the government to
this unfortunate incident and there will not
be a repetition of it in the future. My hon.
friend the leader of the opposition directs
my attention to an article in another paper
which I had not seen before, and possibly
my hon. friend will read it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
correspondence to which 1 rerer is that of
the Toronto Mail and Empire, In which
attention is called to the circumstances
of which the hon. gentleman from Cal-
gary has spoken. The correspondent
says that he called Col. Steele’s at-
tention to the remarks made by the Rev.
Dr. Rose, and that the answer of Col.
Steele was as follows :

The commanding officer informed me that he
had no recollection of having received any letter
from Dr. Rose, as stated, although it might pos-
sibly be among a stack of correspondence which
he had not time to look et. It was the last
thought in his mind to slight any church or

Hon. Mr. LOUGHRED.

any person. If he had received one, he had re-
cetved fifty personal invitations for the regiment
to attend church to-day, but in every case the
same answer was given——

This is the point to which I desire to call
attention :

—namely, that the Militia Department was mak-
ing all the arrangements. So ignorant was he of
the matter that when he left the grounds this
morning, he had no idea where the churches
were to which his men were going.

The only point in that article which justi-
fies any reference to it, is the fact of Col.
Steele’s statement as to the Militia Depart-
ment making the arrangements, and it ap-
pears that it was confined simply to the three
churches. I might mention, also, that this
is not the first time that I, individually, have
had to complain of the want of that cour-
tesy which I think should be extended to
all churches. When I came here to attend
the opening of the Senate, I had received a
letter from Senator Cox, from Toronto, ask-
Ing me to see that the president of the
Methodist body, the Rev. Dr. Carman, had
a proper seat allotted to him. Every one
knows what position the Rev. Dr Carman
occupies as the head of the largest Pro-
testant body in the Dominion of Canada.
When I went to Black Rod, who has this
matter in charge, and asked him whe-
ther a ticket had been sent to the Rev. Dr.
Carman as the head of the Methodist body,
I was informed that no ticket had been
sent. 1 then looked at the list and found
that there was not a single Methodist clergy-
man in the city of Ottawa who bhad been
allotted a seat in the place set apart for
the clergy and different digmitaries in the
city, and no tickets had been sent. I was
informed by the Usher of the Black Rod
that if a ticket had been sent to Dr. Car-
man it was done without his knowledge,
and that he had nothing to do with it. I
do not know whose duty it is to look after
it, but I think it is high time that a denomi-
nation so important as the Methodist body
should have the same attention paid to
them as is pald to the others ; and upon my
suggestion a ticket was sent to the Rev. Dr.
Rose, and a place allotted to those two gen-
tlemen on the floor of the Senate. The ticket
of invitation to the Rev. Dr. Carman
had been sent by the Premier individually,
without the knowledge, so far as I could as-
certain, of any one connected with the
Senate. Of course, I make no complaint of
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that, but I think the least that could have
been done would have been to inform the
Senate authorities who had the allotting of
seats to theSe gentlemen, 80 that they would
know. who was coming, and even if that
had not been the case, if the Premier had
not sent this ticket, none would have been
sent to that body at all. It is not necessary
for me to enlarge upon this subject. It Is
upfortunate that it has occurred. My hon.
friend the Secretary of State knows the
difficulties which have presented themselves
to all governments upon this unfortunate
question of precedence, but I will say, with-
out violating any secret of either govern-
ment, that when I was in London three
years ago, I had an interview with the
Colonial Sécretary, Mr. Chamberlain, upon
this very question, and he frankly stated
that anything that Canada wanted in rea-
son in reference to the changing of the
order of precedence, the Colonial Depart-
ment would not object to. Then, he
pointed out that some little difficulty had
arisen in the correspondence that had taken
place. I went to the Under Secretary, and
saw him in reference to that question, and
simply pointed out to him the fact that
there is no state church of Canada.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIB BOWELL—Every-
one i8 upon a footing of equality, and all
that we ask is that the Methodists, the
Baptists, or any other:body that has an
organization, should be treated upon a basis
of equality. No one denles that the older
churches should take precedence—at least 1
do not, and I do not know that anybody
does. The question has been one of the
difficult matters with which we have had to
deal for the last ten or fifteen years, but
like many other questions in which the
Colonial Secretary and the home govern-
ment acquiesce in the demands which have
been made upon them by the government of
Canada, it stops there. You cannot get
them any further, and I think I will show
that plainly when I come to deal with the
. question of the Pacific cable. This is an-
other instance of it, and the sooner it is put
a stop to In a country like this, where all
religious bodies stand on an equal footing
the better. I am quite willing to give prece-
dence to the older churches, but let all

have a place allotted to them so that they
will know where they stand.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—When my hon. friend
speaks about the older churches, I think he
might have a very flerce controversy upon
that subject, for there is not likely to be an

-agreement upon that point. I may say that

I entirely agree with the view expressed by
the hon. gentleman, that in the opening of
parliament and our state functions, we
ought not to discriminate between the rell-
glous bodies of the country, that we have
no state church here, and we will presume
that in that respect they all stand upon a
footing of equality ; that we are not here
an ecclesiastical council to decide who is
right and who is wrong, and that being so,
we cannot distinguish between them. My
hon. friend speaks about a matter that I
have heard. I remember reading in the
newspapers a paragraph relating to the
fact that the Rev. Dr. Carman and the Rev.
Dr. Rose, had not been invited to a seat
on the floor of this House as representative
men of the Methodist body. Whether any-
body should be represented here iIs a ques-
tion which might perhaps be considered in
the face of these controversies that have
arisen, but I may say that I have no doubt
whatever that the Minister of Militia has
not undertaken to discriminate between the
different religious bodies of the country with
regard to military affairs. I am perfectly
sure that he has not undertaken to diserimi-
nate against the Methodist body. How the
difficulty has arisen to which the hon. gen-
tleman from Calgary has referred, it is im-
possible for me to say, because I have
heard of it here from him for the first time.
The articles which he has read had escaped
my attention, and with regard to the course
pursued by my hon. friend opposite in this
House, I do not think we have made any
alterations or changes in the conditions of
things which exist at present of which he
complains. T think those conditions have
continued to exist since confederation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—So far
as the order of precedence is concerned, that
is 80, because that was adopted by the
Colonial Office, but there are the other
difficulties.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—As to the other matter,
I knew nothing about it. It was not brought
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to my attention, and my hon. friend admits
that Senator Cox, a prominent Methodist,
communicated with him. He did not com-
municate with me, and so far as I am con-
cerned, I knew nothing of these matters. i
supposed that they had all been settled at a
very early period of confederation, so far
as their rights to a seat on the floor of this
Chamber were concerned.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Only two bodies.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—If that be so, if there
be the difficulties which my hon. friend has
mentioned, that may be the reason why the
matter should be taken up and the various
religious bodies of the country put upon a
footing of equality in the opening and clos-
ing of parliament, and at other state func-
tions. I think that in a country where you
have no established church that would be
very desirable, and that the very weakest
body in the country in that regard—because
it is a personal and individual matter—
should not be put in the position of infer]-
ority, even to one that Is very numerous
and very powerful.

THE BUBONIC PLAGUE.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Before
the Orders of the Day are called, I wish to
remind members of the government and of
this House of the fact that very early this
session I called attention to the necessity
of taking measures to prevent the bubonic
plague coming into Canada. I have read in
a paper to-day that a ship arrived from
Japan, one of the Japanese line, probably
officered and commanded by Japanese offi-
cers, with a great many coolies on board,
and they were all huddled down in the hold
in the greatest dirt and filth imaginable.
The ship had to be torn to pieces, so as to
cleanse ft. The worst feature of it is that
within fifty miles of Canadian territory the
bubonic plague has been landed, on the
shore opposite Vietoria. I hope the gov-
ernment will take every possible means to
prevent this plague from coming in. The
Japs who have the plague may at any time
escape into the Dominjon, and if the disease
finds lodgment in the country, there is no
saying how far it may go. The govern-
ment should at once communicate with the
quarantine officers and leave nothing undone
that can be done to prevent the plague from
coming into the Dominion,

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend gave
notice of this inquiry at a very early period
of the session, and I received at the time,
and bad in my desk for several ‘weeks here,
a report from the quarantine officer, Dr.
Montizambert, and perhaps in reply to my
hon, friend, I had better read it :

Ottawa, February 9th, 1900.

With regard to the presence of bubonic plague
in Japan, it will be within your recollection
that special precautions have been carried out
at the quarantine station in British, Columbia
for the last three years, owing to the presence
of bubonic plague in the Orient. These pre-
cautions include the bathing of the persons of
all Chinese and Japanese steerage passengers
arriving at William Head, and the disinfection
of their clothing.

Since the outbreak of bubonic plague at Kobe,
I have communicated with the superintendent
of the steamship lines of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, and have an assurance from
him that up to the latest advices to date of 6th
January, their vessels are not carrying steerage
passengers from that port.

There have been, by your authority, very
stringent special regulations issued for the pro-
tection of Canada from the threatening invasion
of this disease.

‘With regard to the question of the possibility
of the bringing in of the disease by the im-
portation of silks, and fabrics of that kind, and
fruit, and the question as to whether it might
be necessary to stop the importation of all
kinds of products from Japan, and to stop im-
migration, I may say :

1st. With regard to immigration, that we have
protection from the facts partially recited
above ; from the fact that the steamship com-
panies, as a rule, for their own sakes, cease to
bring immigrants from a port which has been
declared infected ; that immigrants taken at
any port in the Orient, are subjected to medical
inspection, before being allowed to go on board ;
that the length of the voyage is greater than
the period of incubation of the disease. so that
when a vessel arrives at Willlam Head without
any cases of plague having occurred on board,
the danger of any of the passengers declaring
it afterwards may be safely considered as past,
after our special quarantine inspection.

2nd. With regard to the question of cargoes,
in view of the facts that the possibility of the
conveying of plague by merchandise is still un-
proven ; that the experience of the harmiess
importation of cargoes to this country, to the
United States, and to Great Briain, for years
past, from countries where plague has been
present, would seem against the theory of its
possible importation by such means ; that such
knowledge as we have of the life history of the
bacillus of this disease confirms us in this
belief, T have not considered myself justified
in recommending you to cause any restriction
to the free acceptance of merchandise arriving
by healthy vessels,

With regard, however. to cargoes that may
arrive in vessels on board of which actual cases
of the disease have occurred. the special regu-
lations which you have issued to your officers,
provide for the most stringent and complete dis-
infection of the cargo as well as of other parts
of the vessel

F. MONTIZAMBERT, M.D., Edin., F.R.C.8.
Director General of Public Health.
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I think my hon. friend will see that proper
precautions have been taken to prevent the
introduction of the plague into this country.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I am sure
the House will feel gratified to hear that
very full and comprehensive report. The
urgency now is much more pressing. For-
tunately the ship lies some fifty miles from
Victorla. I shall communicate, myself, with
Dr. Montizambert, and give him this paper
with the report to show him how close the
plague is now to our shores.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill 41) * An Act respecting the River St.
Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany.’—(Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (48) ‘ An Act respecting the Montreal
and Ottawa Railway Company.’—(Hon. Mr.
MacInnes.)

Bill (33) 'An Act respecting the British
Columbia Southern Railway Company.'—
(Hon. Mr. MacInnes.)

Bill (26) * An Act respecting the Kaslo &
Lardo-Duncan Railway Company.’—(Hon.
Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, March 15, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PACIFIC CABLE.
MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved :

1. That the establishment of a telegraph cable
across the Pacific to connect Canada with the
Australasian colonies has long been regarded
a8 of high importance to the empire ; it bhaving
been recognized to be of Imperial importance
at the Colonial Conferences of 1837 and 1894,
afirmed by an agreement between the home
government and the governments of Canada,
New South Wales, Victoria, Queensland, and
New Zealand, and ratified by the Canadian par-
liament last session ; this House therefore re-
grets that serious delays have occurred in the
prosecution of the undertaking, manifestly
through the hostility of the Eastern Extension
Telegraph Company, which company is now de-
manding concessions from the Australasian
colonies which, if granted, will imperil the suc-
cess of the Pacific cable.

2. That this House is of opinion that any fur-
ther delay in proceeding with the actual con-

struction of the undertaking would be inimical
to the interests of the empire, and strongly de-
precates granting any further concessions to the
Eastern Extension, or any other company.

3. That it is expedient in granting permis-
sion hereafter to private companies to lay cables
between British possessions, it be on the ex-
press condition that the State may assume
ownership whenever in -the general public in-
terest it is advisable to do so.

He said: This motion, which has been
standing on the paper for some little time,
is one of very great importance, not only to
Canada as a portion of the empire, but to
the empire itself. Since the motion was
placed wuopn the paper, the question
has been so thoroughly discussed in the
House of Commons, and also before
the Confederation League that met a
few days ago, that I am relieved of
the responsibility and labour, to a very
great extent, of dealing with the subject
from what might be considered a colonial
or imperial standpoint. The imperial charac-
ter of the enterprise is so thoroughly under-
stood, and so completely appreciated by the
whole of the British Empire, outside of the
Eastern Extension Telegraph Company, who
are directly and pecuniarily interested, that
to spend time in elaborating the subject
would be altogether unnecessary. 1 have
deemed it expedient, therefore, to confine my-
self, as near as possible, to a discussion of
the enterprise from the time that the first
resolutions were passed, in 1887, at the con-
ference which was held in London. My rea-
son for doing that is to point out to this
House and to the country the dilatoriness
with which the project has been treated
from the time I have mentioned, and to try
to point out why delay has taken place
from 1887 wuntil the present period.
A study of the subject will convince
any one that that delay has been brought
about by an undue influence on the part of
that great cable monopoly that exists in
London at the present day, and that in ex-
posing that we shall accomplish, I hope, the
end we have in view, which s the breaking
up of that monopoly and the establishment
of telegraphic communication around the
whole world touching no other portion of
the earth except that which is under the
British flag. In 1887, a conference Was held
in England to consider trade relatlons be-
tween Great Britain and her colonies. At
that time the question of a Pacific cable be-
tween the Dominion of Canada and the
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Australasian colonies, connecting with the
lines already existing, was brought under
the consideration of that conference, and it
is somewhat gratifying to know that the
resolution, passed at that time, was pro-
posed by a Canadian.

Sir Alexander Campbell and Mr. Sandford
Fleming were the delegates representing
Canada at that conference. At that time
the Hon. Mr. Campbell, P.M.G., moved a
- resolution affirming the necessity of the
Pacific cable, which we are now consider-
ing. That resolution was passed unanimous-
ly. It was then urged upon the Home gov-
ernment the necessity of having a hydro-
graphic survey of the Pacific Ocean made
in order to ascertain whether, in view of
the distance between this continent and the
first point at which the cable would touch
some island in the Pacific, and thence on
to Australia, the project was at all fea-
sible. At that period of our history, it was
also thought that the depth of the ocean
would militate against an enterprise of this
kind. However, experience has taught us
that the depth of the ocean is no barrier—
on the contrary, that when a cable is sunk
suficiently deep, it is safer and lasts longer,
is less subject to friction from the waves
than it is in shallow water. The British
government sent a vessel to make a survey
of the ocean. However, it had not been long
at work until it was withdrawn, and,
strange to say, no one knew what the result
of that survey was—what the report of the
officers was—until as late as 1894. Then a
report was made, but that report was not
laid before the public so as to show the
exact position in which the question then
stood as to the feasibility of this scheme.
The matter then remained in abeyance until
1803. Previous to that, however, Canada
had subsidized a line of steamers to run be-
tween the Dominion and the Australasian
colonies. That line of steamers had not been
at work very long until it was found that,
in order to make it a success, it was neces-
sary to have telegraphic communications
between Canada and Australia across the
Pacific. There are many reasons which I
could give why that view was taken, but it
is unnecessary, I think, at the present day to
recite them, because the question has been
80 thoroughly discussed that there are few
who have paid any attention to the subject
that do not realize the fact that trade in

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

these days can only be carried on success-
fully by means of cable communication be-
tween different parts of the world. In order
to impress that idea on the people of Aus-
tralia, the Dominion government decided
té send a delegate to those colonies for the
purpose of bringing under the notice of the
different Australasian governments the im-
portance of trade between these two portions
of Her Majesty’s dominions, and also to
bring under the notice of these governments
the necessity for cable communication 1in
order to facilitate and build up that trade
between the colonies that we hoped, and still
hope, will increase and multiply in volume.
The Minister of Trade and Commerce was
selected to proceed to Australia, and was
accompanied by the them Mr. Sandford
Fleming, as his adviser. I may add this to
the credit of Mr. Fleming, that his mission
and all the work that he performed in con-
nection with this enterprise, and his jour-
ney from Canada to Australia, and from
Australia to England, where we desired
to bring under the notice of the Imperial
government the very important questions to
which I shall allude before I sit down, was
all at his own expense. He paid his own
passage and his awn travelling expenses
throughout. 1 pay this tribute to that gen-
tleman because many thought at the time,
when he was taking so much interest in the
project, that he was being paid for the
work he was doing, while, on the contrary,
he was paying for it out of his own pocket.
After the Canadian government had decided
to send their Minister of Trade and Com-
merce and Mr. Fleming, the Colonial Office
was notified of the object which the
Canadian government had in view in send-
ing a deputation to Australia, and notice
was cabled to the Colonial Office on the 11th
of September, 1893, asking that department
to render such assistance as was within
their power, to accomplish the object which
the Canadian government had in view—that
is, the construction of the cable and the
increase of trade between the two countries.
The deputation sailed on September 17, only
a few days after the Colonial Office had
been notified of the intention and the action
of the Canadian government. When I point
out to you, as I shall shortly, what occurred,
it will not only surprise every member of
the Senate, but, I think, will surprise every
one who has not studied the question; in-
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Btead of sending documents to the different
colonial governments in Australia, asking
them to assist the Canadian delegation, all
the letters and despatches which were sent
had but one object, namely, to frustrate
anything they might attempt to do. En
route to Australia, Mr. Fleming and myself
stopped at Honolulu, the capital of the
Hawaiian Islands, and, while there, we took
the trouble to investigate, as far as we
could, all the documents and papers which
were within reach, and also the Admiralty
charts, to ascertain if there was not some
island in the Pacific Ocean which could
be utilized for the purpose of a landing
8pot, 8o as to break the great distance that
must necessarily occur, if the cable ‘Wwas
laid from this continent to Fanning 18-
land, the first British 'possesslon we could
reach in that locality. We found that
there was an island called Necker Island
upon which the flag of no nation had
been raised. We then took steps to
bring the existence of this island under the
notice of the Imperial government. I
merely mention that ‘en passant,’ but shall
refer to it more fully hepreafter. On
arriving in Sydney we at once sought inter-
views with the different governments of
Australasia. - We had an interview with the
. New South Wales government on the 1ith
October ; with the Queensland government
on the 20th October ; with the Victoria gov-
ernment on the 30th October, and with
the government of South Ausiralia on
the 2nd November. At each of these
meetings, the first thing that met us was
& despatch from the Colonial Office con-
taining a letter dated the 15th September,
1893, written four days after the notification
of the Canadian government to the Colonial
Office of the fact that a deputation was to
be sent to Australia, and that despatch
contained also letters from the General Post
Office of ‘the 5th July, 1893, and the report
of the hydrographer, of February 28th, 1887,
all of which were adverse to the laying of
that cable. Now, the question arises, when
the Colonial Office was asked to assist, why
were these adverse reports sent immediately
to Australiz in time to reach there before
the Canadian delegation, and to place the
Post Office Department in each of the differ-
ent colonies In possession of reports which

declared, in some of them, the impractica-
bility of laying the cable.

There was also a letter from the late Sir
John Pender, who was president of the East-
ern ‘Extension Telegraph Co., as you all
know, he being strongly opposed in every
respect to the construction of this cable. In
addition to that, while we were engaged in
these negotiations in Australia, strange to
say a positive agreement was entered into
between the 'Colonial Office and the Eastern
Extension Co., giving a monopoly to the
company of landing privileges in Hong
Kong until 1918, or 20 years, and a special

‘provision is in that agreement, as against

Canada, but the Imperial government,
reserve to themselves the right to pur-
chase all the interests that the East-
ern Extension Company had in that
telegraph plant. But what I desire more
particularly to point out to the Senate is the
extraordinary fact, that while the Colonial’
Office was in possession of the fact that
Canada had subsidized a line of steamers to
cultivate trade between those two portions
of Her Majesty’s dominions, and had sent
a delegation to Australia for the purpose
of assisting in developing trade and for
the purpose of having cable communication
laid across the ocean between the two con-
tinents, that they should have sent, at that
very time, reports adverse to the whole
scheme, and, in addition to that, entered into
another agreement with that great mono-
poly, the Eastern Extension Company, by
which Canada was specially precluded from
landing a cable of any kind in Hong Kong.
We can draw just what inference we please
from that fact. Having got through that
portion of our Quties we brought the atten-
tion of the Australian governments to the
necessity of securing possession, if possible,
of Necker Island, and I may say the Austra-
lian governments fully concurred in every-
thing we @id in that particular. We at
once drafted a despatch, not only to our
own government, but also to the Imperial
government, urging upon them the necessity
of securing the sending a war ship and rais
ing the British flag on the island. That is
fully brought out in the paper that bhas just
been lald before the Senate, and in reading
a couple of paragraphs from that paper the
Senate will get a better idea, and in & more

threw cold water on the project and which ' succinct form, of the matter than I could
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give, of what we did at that period. The
writer goes on to say :

Every inquiry at Honolulu, during the minis-
ter’s visit in 1893, having satisfied him and the
resident British Commissioner that Necker Is-
land was unclaimed by Hawailli or by any
power, a memorandum was sent to the British
government pointing out its singularly com-
manding geographical position for telegraphic
purposes, and as possibly it was of vital im-
portance to secure it as a landing station for
the Pacific cable, it was strongly recommended
that it be immediately taken possession of in
the name of Her Majesty. The circumstances
respecting the availability of Necker Island
were, without loss of time, made known by the
Minister of Trade and Commerce to the gov-
ernments of Canada, New South Wales, Viec-
toria and Queensland. Each of these govern-
ments was convinced of its great utility, and
in October, 1893, sent instructions to their re-
spective High Commissioners or Agents Gen-
eral in London to urge upon the home govern-
ment the advisability of immediate action being
teken in securing possession of this unclaimed
iglet, for the purpose of making it a landing
station for the Pacific cable. The Australian
governments as well as the Canadian Minister
of Trade and Commerce, having read the de-
spatches above mentioned, recently transmitted
by the Colonial Office, were impressed with the
alleged impracticability of the Fanning Island
group, and looked upon the possession of Necker
Istand as vital. It was accordingly arranged
that I should proceed from Australia to London
with the special object of leaving nothing un-
done to secure its possession.

1t is Mr. Fleming who wrote this despatch. |
Mr. Fleming left Australia while I was in the

colony, and proceeded to England and laid

this important question fully before the Im- -
perial government. The result was that a:
gentleman was sent—it is not necessary for

me to mention names—from England to the
Hawalian Islands for the purpose of investi-
gating this subject, and I may add that the
Canadian government sent Mr. Fleming to
accompany him, meeting him in San Francis-
co, but, unfortunately for this country, some
people could not hold their tongues, and there
were people in Honolulu who let the cat
out of the bag. The moment the president
of the then Republic of Hawali heard of it,
he at once despatched a warship of their
own to Necker Island and hoisted the Ha-
wailan flag. Delay and talk caused the loss
of that island to Great Britain, and for the
reasons which I have pointed out, I have no
doubt at all but what, by some means or
other the Pender monopoly obtained the in-
formation, which they should not have had,
and probably the same influence which in-
duced the Colonial Office to put the Austra-
lian government in possession of information
which would lead to the destruction of the
whole enterprise, if acted upon, obtained
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

}that information through the same source,
rand communicated it to the authorities in
 Honolulu. However, I have given the House
{ these historical facts, which may be new
’g even to many people who take an interest in
| this project. The matter ended there and
| the question then arose as to whether a cable
;could be laid between British colonies and
| Fanning Island, and successfully worked.
1 may state, as a piece of information, that
that objection was met when Mr. Fleming
rand I were in London in 1896, when we took
i means, through the kindness of Mr. Hos-
. mer to have that matter decided, tested the
‘ question by maintaining a ‘direct connection
i between London and the terminus of their
. Atlantic cable on this continent, and return-
i ed back to London without a break. That
I established beyond a doubt or peradventure
that there was no difficulty whatever in
‘laying a cable from British Columbia to
llFanning Island, and having it successfully
 worked, notwithstanding its distance. So
that in that respect we were enabled to meet
. the objection, which I am glad to know has
)been verified since the time that we were
'in England.

The next step taken in this connection
'was at the Colonial Conference held in
‘Ottawa jn 1894. That conference was com-
posed, as hon. gentlemen know, of repre-
sentatives from all the principal colonies,
‘and further, by a representative from Eng-
;1and herself. That was the first time, in
'the history of our country, that a colonial
}govemment suggested a conference to con-
' sider the question of trade between the dif-
' ferent parts of the British Empire, and the
: construction of a Pacific cable, and in addi-
‘tion to that to invite the Imperial author-
| itles to send a delegate to take part in its
! deliberations. I look upon that as an event
' worthy of mention, and one that will be
. considered many years hence as an import-
,ant incident in the history of our country.
| The Canadian government inaugurated that
conference of 1894. They invited the Impe-
| rial government to assist them in coming to
, conclusions as to the best mode of cement-
“ing the different portions of the empire to-
‘gether, and establishing trade relations that
.did not then exist; and at that meeting a
j resolution was unanimously passed, affirming
the importance and the necessity of this
;cable. They went further : they authorized
by resolution the Canadian government to
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advertise for tenders—they did mnot say to
advertise, but to ascertain by every means
possible, the cost of construction and laying
of a cable of that kind, and its feasibility,
and whether it was probable that science
had sufficiently advanced to overcome the
many difficulties which had existed years
ago. The Minister of Trade and Commerce
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ing. As soon as they returned a meeting
was held. Lord Selborne, the Under Sec-
retary of the Colonies, was appointed chair-
man.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I did not catch the
name of the hon. gentlemen who went away.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The

at once advertised in the English papers | Australasian delegates were Sir Saul Sam-
for tenders for the laying of a cable between [ uel, of New South Wales, and Mr. Gillies, of
Canada, Fanning Island, and New Zealand, | Victoria. The agent general for South Aus-
and the other Australasian colonies, asking 1 tralia did mot take part in the conference

for tenders via Necker Island, and via
Honolulu, and by Fanning Island. The result
was that the very best cable manufacturers
in the world sent in tenders, offering to
construct and lay the cable for nearly half
a million of money less than it had been
contemplated a cable of the kind could by
any possibility be laid, and with a guarantee
for two years of its successful working.
Nothing further could be done by the Can-
adian government. Unfortunately there

| for the reasons that South Australia is larg-
ely interested, having invested a large
amount of money in the construction of
land lines in connection with the Eastern Ex-
tension Company cable, and therefore the
construction of any other line would be
competition with their line and would de-
prive them of certain revenues. South Aus-
tralia never gave any encouragement to the
construction of this line. On the contrary,
the Premier, Mr. Kingston, pointed out to

the matter remained in abeyance until 1896, | me very frankly : ‘ If we assist you in cons-
nor did the Colonial Office take any -active | tructing this line, we deprive our own line
steps to accomplish the object which the |of business and deprive ourselves of revenue
passing of these resolutions had in view.. from the working of our line; The holidays
I attribute that, in a great measure, to the ‘ were about coming on ‘then, and any one
same influence to which I have already | who knows anything about English people
alluded—back door influence, where Inform-: knows that they must not be deprived of
ation was furnished when it should not have | their holidays. It was suggested that our
been given. In 1896 the government of Siri,conference ghould adjourn until some time
Charles Tupper, after he had formed his: in the fall. It was adjourned and we re-
administration, asked me to proceed to Eng- iturned home. During my absence the gov-
land with Mr. Fleming as expert adviser, in, ernment changed. 1 thought that the govern-
connection with Sir Donald Smith—now { ment of the day would much prefer having
Lord Strathcona—to meet representatives some gentleman to represent them on that
from the colonies to consider this question. | commission than myself. I was not aware
After our arrival in England the Colonial "of what their feelings were upon this sub-
Secretary appointed Sir Donald Smith andfject. 1 had no knowledge at that time of
myself and a representative from each of what their policy would be, and for that rea-
the different Australasian colonies to meet ' son I sent in my resignation to Lord Sel-
in conference and discuss this question. We ' borne, and acquainted the Premier of Can-
met, but, as in other cases, nothing was ffada that I had done so, giving my reasons.
done. Unfortunately, it was at a period | The Hon. Albert Jones, of Halifax, was ap-
when the Imperial parliament was in ses-‘pointed in my place. He and Sir Donald
slon. A conference had been arranged to:Smith were the representatives from Can-
consider a telegraphic code, which was to, ada, assisted, as was the case while I was
meet at Buda Pesth, and our Australasianithere, by Mr. Fleming. That meeting re-
delegates. instead of remaining in London | sulted very much in the same way as the
to consider this great question which affect- | conference with which I had been counected.
ed them infinitely more than it does Can-. They did, however, come to a decision upon
ada, when we consider the pecuniary inter-this important question as to state owmner-
est they bad involved, went off to Buda {ship, and the construction of this line, but
Pesth and left Mr. Fleming and myself in | strange to say, though this was in 1806, the
London for three or four weeks doing noth- | report of what they did and the decision to
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which they came was never known to the
world until 1899. Here was another delay
of about three years. It was not long after
that meeting, as early as May, 1899, that the
Colonial Office desired a change in the
agreement to which they had come ax tu
state ownership, and desired to place them-
selves in the position of an endorser 10 the
extent of five-eighteenths of all possible loss
that might occur from the working of the
cable, thereby divesting itself of any owaer-
ship directly or indirectly of the cable itself,
so that if there was a loss in the working the
British government was to be responsihle
for five-eighteenths of that loss, only, the
colonies were to assume the balance, and
the colonies would thereby own the cable
instead of its being a joint ownership by
Britain and her colonies. The Canadian
government, I am glad to say, pro-
tested most vigorously against any such
departui-e from the terms of the agree-
ment entered into in 1836. After the
pr'otest by the Canadian government and by
the British press against any departure from
that agreement, the Colonial Office asked
for another conference, and the Hon. Mr.
Tarte, who was then proceeding to England,
was appointed by his government to asso-
ciate himself with Lord Strathcona, and he
was accompanied by Mr. Fleming as expert
adviser, to again meet the delegates of the
different colonies and the Colonial Office,
for the purpose of protesting against any
change in the arrangement. Now, strange
to say, that meeting of delegates was held
on the fourth of July ; the Hon. Mr. Tarte
and Mr. Fleming did not arrive in London
until the fifth of July, so that the delega-
tion which had been asked for, and sent by
the Canadian government, had nothing to
say or to do with any new arrangement
that might be come to. Lord Strathcona,
of course, was present, and I suppose they
did not deem it advisable to delay any fur-
ther, as the Colonial Office had receded from
the position which they had last taken and
had consented to carry out the original
agreement, that is of joint ownership.
Those who have considered the question will
agree, 1 think, with the position assumed
by the Canadian delegates on behalf of the
Canadian government from its Inception up
to the present time, as to the advisability
and necessity of having the cable owned by
the joint ownership of Britain and her col-
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

that kind there are large expenditures in
connection with what is called promotion.
There would be large loss in the issuing
of bonds. No company can come on the
British market and put its bonds to the
amount of ten millions of dollars’ without
having to submit to a very great loss in the
sale of the bonds. It is very questionable
whether the money could be raised at less
than five or six per cent when we consider
all the circumstances connected with the
issue of the bonds. Every one knows that
debentures or bonds, issued for a long
period of time, guaranteed by the Imperial
government, the Australasian governments
and the Canadian government, money can
be obtained at from two or three per cent at
most, and then the mnecessity for placing
such charges upon the messages sent from
this country to Australia and vice versa
would not necessarily have to be so large
as to pay a dividend to stockholders. All
that the country could desire would be that
the charge would be sufficiently high to meet
interest upon the investments which had
been made, and the commercial world
would, under the circumstances, have re-
ceived the benefits arising from cheap
telegraphy, instead of having high rates
placed upon it as 1is at present by
the Eastern Extension Company in or-
der to make large dividends for the
stockholders. We all know if any one
of us had a hundred pounds stock in any
cable company we would want some return
from it ; we know if the country had a hun-
dred pounds of stock, all it would require
would be to have sufficient revenue to pay
the interest of the investment. I am glad
to know that at this last meeting the con-
ference did come to & decision. A board of
control was appointed, composed of the Earl
of Selborne, Under Secretary of State for the
Colonies, Sir Francis Mowatt, Permanent
Secretary to the Treasury, Sir Geo. Her-
bert Murray, Secretary to the Post Office,
Lord Aberdeen, Lord Strathcona, Sir Julian
Salomans, Agent General for New South
Wales, Hon. W. P. Reeves, Agent General
for New Zealand, and Sir Andrew Clarke,
agent General for Victoria, being eight in
all. If T might be permitted to express an
opinion, I think it was a great error having so
large a board of control. I think one from
each of the colonies would have been quite
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sufficient, I go further and say, in the ap-
pointment to this board they should have
had some expert, some scientific man,
who knew exactly what was required

in order to push the enterprise to
completion. The first meeting of that
board of control was not held until

December last. The work done is not yet
known. The board is to meet once a month.
The country does not know what has been
done or what they intend to do in future,
or when they intend to put this work under
contract. I do not hesitate to say that if
the action of the Canadian government had
been followed up vigorously in 1896, we
would have had that cable laid long ere this,
and at a saving in price of material in 1896,
compared with present prices, of half a mil-

for telegraphic messages would be reduced
from about four and six to two and six at
the outside from one of the colonies to an-
other. Speaking of this incidentally, Mr.
Fleming paid while in Australia for a cable
of two words from Sydney, New South
Wales, to Canada, two pounds eleven sghil-
lings and sixpence,” of which ten shillings
was for the privilege of registering his name
in a book so as to let the Telegraph Com-
pany know, when they received a cable from
Canada, where to find him. All that was ne-
cessary to register was ‘ Sandford Fleming,
" Australian Hotel,” but they would not re-
gister it until he paid ten shillings for the
privilege. I may add, the Canadian govern-
ment protested most vigorously against any
change being made in the terms of joint

lion dollars. But the dillydallying that has ' ownership and against any concession being
taken place—the difficulties which have been ; made to the Eastern Extension Telegraph
thrown in the way of the construction of thiss Company. This phase of the subject has
line by the influence to which I have al-|been so ably commented upon by an English
ready called attention, has been such as toipaper, the Mail, that I take the liberty of
almost destroy the enterprise. In what po-| reading one or two extracts from it. The

sition does it mow stand ? We find that
while this board of control has been sitting
we know not what the results have been,
but we know that the Eastern Extension
Company has had sufficient time given lt§
to begin its operations again in Australia in
order to prevent the success of the laying
of this line.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It has always been
operating.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I was !
speaking of the Eastern Extension Com-
pany  asking for favours and concessions
from the Australian colonies, which, if
given, would destroy to a very great ex-;
tent the success of the cable between
Canada and Australasia. They bave
~asked for concessions which, if grant-
ed, would place them in possession and
control of almost all the telegraphic facil-|
ities that now exist in Australia. It must!
be remembered the Australian colonies own
and work the telegraphlic system in these co- |

lonies, as a government work, and if they be- -

come & partner in this great enterprise which |
we are endeavouring to carry out, their in-,
terst would be to throw all the trade and;
traffic over the Pacific cable line, being in-'
terested pecuniarily in that line, and more!
particularly in its guarantee that the charges

12

i

 Yet been verified.

London Mail says :

The government of New South Wales has
written to the Colonial Office asking permission
to grant to the Eastern Telegraph Company &
concession which, in the opinion of some of the
distinguished promoters, threatens the whole
project with something very like extinction !

England, Canada, New South Wales, and the
other Australian colonies concerned were 80
many partnars in the all-British Cable Scheme,
and one of the cardinal and elementary con-
ditions of partnership must be that all im-
portant transactions shall be carried out be-
fore the eyes and with the acquiescence of all
the partners. The action of New South Wales,
therefore, is sufficiently surprising, but there

i is something else to tell that is more surprising

still. It is that the Colonial Office has granted
the request !

I believe that that later statement has not
It was supposed at the
time there was a despatch from some of the
parties connected with the Colonial Oflice
saying that they saw no objection to it. But
the protest of the English press, and the pro-
test of the Canadian government was such
as to compel them to recede from that posi-
tion. The Mail continues :

Readers will call to mind the opposition
which was raised by the Eastern Telegraph
Company when there was brought forward thg
idea of linking together the great sea-sundexl'ﬁ
portions of the empire by an all-British lca 1:
—a telegraphic system which would assist tnh:s-
colonial or inter-British, commerce in trans-
acting its business unhampered by private c°“l’d
pany monopoly and high cable rates, and wou

ensure freedom for ever from the disadvantages
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incidental to the fact of portions of a route
being in foreign territory. The promoters felt
that this system would constitute another Im-
perial link binding what Mr. Kipling calls the
“ gtalwart sons ”’ to the mother country.

But such a scheme, though good for the em-
pire, was against the private Interests of the
huge monopoly known as the Eastern Telegraph
Company, and they—no blame, of course, to
them—went against it with all the subtle wis-
dom and widespread power of a great corpora-
tion defending its sources of profit.

Now, the land telegraph lines in Australia are
government lines belonging to the colonial
governments, and there are no private com-
panies lines inland. So when a merchant or
banker or private citizen in Australia wants to
telegraph to England or elsewhere he hands
in his message to the government telegraphists,
who send it over the state wires to the coast
station of the Eastern Telegraph Company,
where it is passed on to them. The concession
which that shrewd corporation asked for was
the right to have land line trade, so as to be
in a position to transmit the cable all the way
through themselves. This looks very innocent
in itself. But the serious part of it is that the
Eastern Telegraph Company would then be able
to go to the bankers, the institutes, the large
merchants, and so on, and say, ‘ Now we can
take your cables direct, and will do it at a
cheap rate—say half-a-crown a word—for the
next ten years, and are willing to make a con-
tract with you on these terms.’

This would, of course, be perfectly honest
procedure on the part of the Eastern Telegraph
Company, and would be ‘very fine business,’
too, no doubt; but those who have the all-
British Cable Scheme at heart have heard of
this move, and are up in arms against it.

Lord Strathcona, High Commissioner for Ca-
nada, has sent a message across to his govern-
ment urging them to protest against any such
concession being granted, and some of the
other colonial representatives in London have
acted similarly in their own spheres. For they
believe it would cut the ground from under the
Imperial project.

When parliament opens, the Colonial Office
will, perhaps, be called upon to explain why
it gave permission for the carrying out of a
movement which men like Lord Strathcona be-
leve might deal a death-blow to a great Im-
perial project.

In that extract the House can see what
the effect would be of making the conclusion
to which 1 have alluded to the Eastern Ex-
tension Company. I find in the Hansard re-
port of March 1st, 1900, a question was put
by Mr. Casey in the House of Commons to
this effect :

Do the government know whether Sir Robert
3. W. Herbert is acting under Secretary of
Colonial Office ? If so, how long has he so
acted ? Do they know whether he has acted
in any other official capacity ? If so, what and
when ? Do they know whether he is the samé
Sir R. G. W. Herbert who appears, by the
directory of directors, to be a director of the
Rastern and Southern African Telegraph Com-
pany and chairman of the Telegraphic Con-
struction and Maintenance Company.

The Prime Minister, Sir Wilfrid Laurder,
roglied :
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

The government have no official knowledge
upon this question, but I understand that Sir
R. G. W. Herbert has been superannuated, but
he was recalled a few days ago to take the
place of some gentleman who is ill. I am in-
formed that he is the same gentleman who
appeared as a director of the Eastern and
Southern Telegraph Company.

Now, Sir Robert G. W. Herbert is chair-
man, and has been chairman of the Cable
Construction Company and a director of the
Eastern and Southern African Telegraph
Company. You all know what a construction
company means. It is a company usually
composed of the directors of an enterprise.
The directors contracting with the company,
which is themselves, for the laying of the
cable or the construction of any work. So
that when a cable is laid by the company,
they receive all the benefits and profits from
the construction of it, paid for out of the
funds of the company of which they are di-
rectors. Is it unfair to draw the inference
that this gentleman, holding that important
position, has been throwing—and perhaps
this is a serious charge to make—difficulties
in the way of accomplishing that which the
colonies, and apparently the Colonial Office,
have had in view ? The Outlook, a very im-
portant paper published in London, does not
hesitate to say distinctly and positively that
that is the case, and from what came under
my own observation, I think it is just as
well to speak plainly upon this question.

Hon. Mr SCOI'I—Hear, hear.

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—From
what ecame under my own observation, I am
strongly impressed with the convictlon that
the difficulties have arisen from the pecun-
iary loss which these gentlemen, who are
large stockholders, would suffer if this line
was constructed, and therefore they have
thrown, directly and indirectly, as many
obstacles as possible in the way of its con-
struction. The Outlook does not hesitate to
express that opinion, and very freely. It is
a short extract and it is worth putting upon
record. The Outlook says :

It is matter of universal consent that, for
all our superb fleet and strong places at home
and abroad, the defence of the empire is in-
secure for lack of an all-British system of
cables linking the Mother Country and her de-
pendencies each to all. We need nothing more
urgently than a system of sub-marine cables,
as inaccessible to the enemy as the deep sea
and protected stations on British soil, served

exclugively by British subjects, can make them.
The chlef reasons why, in face of awakened
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public opinion, such a manifest need has not

been provided for is because of the opposition |

of the Pender Cable Trust, who, for the de-
fence of their monopoly, have enlisted—and
this is the point—the services as Directors of
those of Her Majesty’s servants—some pen-
sioned and some on the active list—who have
knowledge of, and influence in, the administra-
tive departments of the government. It s
idle to deny that‘in this fact we make a close
approach to what is most pernicious in the me-
_thods of the American trusts.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That is
plain language, and it is not plainer, I think,
than the parties who have taken so active
a part in endeavouring to frustrate our enter-
prise deserved. This idea that I have been
endeavouring to impress upon the House 18
strongly brought out in the report made
by the Postmaster General, who has control
of the coast telegraphic department at Bris-
bane, in Queensland. On the 1st of Febru-
ary he made this report to his government, a
short extract from which I will read, bear-
ing particularly upon the point which I have
been endeavouring to elucidate. The Post-
master General of Queensland says :

It is to be regretted that the vexatious delays
which have taken place have afforded the com-
pany 8o many opportunities for the exercise of
its insidious influence upon the government,
the press and the public. Early in 1895, and
soon after the Ottawa Conference, Queensland
was urged to undertake the laying of the cable
upon her own responsibility. Had she done %o,
the work could have been carried out at little
more than half the estimated cost of the cable

now, and most of the difficulties which have
taken place would have been solved.

That section of the report of the Post-
master General of Queensland bears out to
the letter the point I have been endeavouring
to make of the undue influence which has
been brought to bear by interested parties
against the construction of this cable.

Hon, Mr. MILLS—I think my hon. friend
will see that Mr. Herbert’s return to the
Colonial Office, has been very recent indeed,
and since the illness of Mr. Wyndham. Is it
not a fact that these difficulties arose before
his return, which would indicate that there
must have been influence from some other
parties as well ?

‘

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELIL—I thank
the hon. minister for calling attention to
that fact. Robert Herbert was an employee,
a very important one, in the ‘Colonial Office
before he was pensioned. I speak under cor-
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!rection now, but my impression is that he
was at the head of that department in 1883,
{ when I was in Australia, but whether that

&L | be true or not, if he were there, and con-

; sidering the interest he has in the Construc-
. tion Company and in the Extension Com-
| pany, I could then understand how it is that
the Australian government were furnished
with reports and letters adverse to the
whole scheme. If he were not there, some
" other influence was brought to bear, but
" during the sickness of the Under Secretary,
the gentleman to whom the Minister of
Justice refers, was called back, and is at
the head of that department now, and has
‘been for some time, certainly during the
difficulties which I have pointed out that
have arisen in connection with the carrying
out of the scheme and since the present
government have been in power. I have
pointed out the different stages in connection
with this enterprise, and the delays which
have occurred. I am glad to know, however,
that the Imperial government have become
alive to the necessity of having an all-British
communication around the whole world, and
since the House assembled to-day, I have
had put in my possession another document
which I have not been able to peruse as care-
fully as I should like, but I am gratified to
find that Lord Selborne, the chairman of the
different conferences which were held in
London when I was there in 1896, and also in
the later conferences after my resignation,
has not only become convinced, but in his
report to his chief, Mr. Chamberlain, has
stated, the absolute necessity of setting at
defiance, even at this late date, that baneful
influence by which they have been surround-
ed, of the Eastern Extension Company.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Canada’s loyalty rorced
them,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—L think
there is a great deal in what my hon. friend
says. The steps which have been taken by
Canada in assisting to maintain the sover
eignty and power of Great Britain in other
parts of the world, has led the Imperial
government to the conclusion that if they
desire to retain the affection of her peopie
outside of England, and in the Colonies, she
has got to accede to some of the requests
which they make, particularly when these
requests are in the interests of the empire
herself.
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Hon, Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It has
been said that this cable would not pay. It
has been stated that the Canadian people
have taken the position they have assumed
on account of the profits they expect to
derive from the project. 'That is but one
of the objects which British subjects in
this country have had in view in dealing
with this question. They have had also the
greater and more important object in view,
namely the cementing and unification of the
empire to the greatest possible extent, and
they came to the conclusion years ago, and
feel more strongly than ever to-day, that the
best way to accomplish that object is To
unite them by the electric spark, so that we
can communicate with every part of the
empire, when it is pecessary to maintain
the power and influence of Great Britain
over the world. I have been able to read
but a few paragraphs of this reply of Karl
Selborne’s to th® Eastern Extension Co.s
demand for delay in the construction of this
line, I will read fwo paragraphs. I trankly
confess I have not read the whole of 1t,
but ome or two paragraphs struck me S0
forcibly that I thought, in the discussion ot
this question, more particularly as 1 in-
tended to take strong grounds against what
I conceive to be the undue influence that
has been at work, to place on record at the
same time the admirable language and un-
answerable position assumed by Lord Sei-
borne at this moment, owing to the stand
Canada has been taken in this hour of trial
in the mother country. “The paragraph I am
about to read is in answer to the charge
that Canada was advocating this scheme
exclusively in her commercial interests.
Lord Selborne says:

Mr. Chamberlain is not aware that it has been
stated by any responsible person in the colonies,
and it has certainly not been urged by Her
Majesty’s government, that ths cable is prima-
rily required to facllitate telegraphic communi-
cation between Canada and Australia.

That is admirably put, because it places
Canada and the Australasian Colonies 1n
the position of true patriots desiring to
accomplish a great object at their own ex-
pense and risk, independent of the commer-
cial advantages which we derive therefrom,
believing it to be in the interests of the em-
pire. Paragraph 9 reads:

It will certainly have that effect. and on that
account alone, as a measure tending to bring

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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these parts of Her Majesty's dominions into
closer touch and more intimate relations with
each other it would deserve the sympathy of Her
Majesty's government. The smallness of the
number of messages passing betwcen Australia
and Canada instead of being an argument against
the project is in fact strong reason why Her
Majesty’s government should do what is in their
power to facilitate and stimulate its growth.
with a tariff as high as 6s. to 6s. 3 d. a word, the
small amount of the present traffic can occasion
po surprise, and, in view of the rapid develop-
ment which is taking place in Western Canada
a large immediate increase may confidently be
anticipated as scon as messages can be sent at
the much lower rate which the Pacific cable
will render possible, and, of course, a similar
development of the trafic with the United States
may be looked for.
And the 10th paragraph which says:

Though the establishment of the proposed
cable will have the effect of -bringing Canada
and Australia nearer together, it is primarily as
supplying a link in a telegraphic system con-
necting this country with its possessions in
Avstralia that the project must be judged. and
as providing an alternative route wholly under
British control to those possessions, and also,
in case of emergency to the East.

There are many other paragraphs in this
connection which I might read, but with
which I will not trouble the House. I throw
out the suggestion that in the publication ot
the document which has been laid before
parliament, this and ome or two other dis-
patches which this book contains should be
published with them, in order that we may
know that the British government, through
its Colonial Secretary and through Lord Sel-
borne, the chairman of these Adifferent
conferences, have at last some to the con-
clusion that it is absolutely necessary, not
not only in the interests of Canada. but in
the interests of the empire itself thar they
should aet in accord with the outlying por-
tions of the empire, making them an Indi-
visible portion of the empire itself, and that
they shall no longer be looked upon as
children under age, or as colonies. I have
occupied more time than I intended to oecu-
py in dealing with this matter, but it is a
subject which I have deeply at heart. 1
repeat the language of the Postmaster
General at the League yesterday. At first
when I took up this question I looked upon
it as a dream, a fancy, but the more you con-
sider it, the more you admire the empire to ‘
which you belong, the more strongly you
will be canvinced of the necessity of some-
thing which will link together every portion
of the British Empire, not only for defensive
purposes, but for the commercial prosper-

ity of the country. We have legrned that
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trade does not, in these days, follows the flag |
—that while the flag, wherever it ﬂoats.;

|

reaches a portion of the world where trade

may be carried on, you require the electric'

telegraph in order to take advantage of the
markets from time to time, that is if you de-
sire to build up trade between any portions
of the empire. I hope no delay will occur
in carrying out this projeet. Lt will cost
more now than it would have cost five or
six years ago but with the Board of Control
in England, with the feeling which now
prevails in the empire, in the Colonial Ottice
and the Colonies, the work should be put
under construction at once and pushed to
completion. It is all very well for the Aus-
tralian people to say now, after having en-
tered into that compaect, the Eastern Ex-
tension Co. have offered a reduction of rates;
but there is this provision in the contract,
they are to be reduced in proportion to
the increase of trade. That was in the
old contraet, but as soon as they found
they could not give a sufficient divi-
dend to the stockholders, they ceased to
give the advantages unless other conces-
sions were made, and so it will Le in
this case if the Australian colonjes are
foolish enough to grant them these con-
cessjons. There is just one other point.
The marvel to me has been, and it must be
to every one who has considered the question
that colonies like those of Australasia, which
have been suffering so severely under the
charges made by the existing telegraph
company, should hesitate one moment to
push forward an enterprise which would
save them millions of pounds in a very
few years. ‘T'here must have been some
infiuvence brought to bear which should
not have existed, and which the peo-
Ple of Australia should have resented
the moment they found these obstructions
thrown in the way of this cable project. 1
must say this in defence of the Australasian
governments, speaking from experience
with them, that whenever we pointed out
the evil and oppressive influences of the
Fastern Extension Cable Co. and the neces-
sity for having a competing line via the
American Continent, they acquiesced at
once, and in no case, except South Australia,
to which I have already callei attention, 18
there any other feeling than an earnest
desire to have this line constructed; but for

'
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some reason or other, as soon as you are
beyond the influences which are brought to
bear, something stood in the way and mat-
ters have remained as I have pointed out
since 1887, and everything has been kept in
abeyance. Let us hope that that is ended.
1 notice by a cable just received from ¥2g-
land that they are acting energetically 1n
this matter now. If there ever wag a Ques-
tion in which all parties, Liberal and Con-
servatives, have united compietely it is this
question of the maintenance of British su-
premacy throughout the whole world, and’
more particularly uniting the different col-
onies and outlying portions of the empire
with the mother country. let us hope that
that feeling will continue. We may thank
to a great extemt—I only repeat what was
said here a few days ago—President Kroger
for the present condition of affairs in this
country. I am glad to know that the ail-
vance of the British arms at this moment
has raised the flag in the capital of the
Orange Free State, and we may reasonably
hope that it will soon float over Pretoria;
and that the tyrant Kruger will soon be
placed in the position which men who tram-
ple on the liberties of the people should
occupy.

Hon. Mr. POWER: It is a very hard
thing to venture to differ from the senti-
ments expressed by the hon, leader of the
opposition. I cannot say that I differ from
the sentiments altogether, but I do say that
I cannot follow his resolution. The resolu-
tion which the hon. gentleman has submit-
ted for the approval of the House is con-
tainéd in three paragraphs. They are:

1. That the establishment of a telegraph cable
across the Pacific to connect Canada with the
Australasian Colonies has long been regarded as
of high importance to the empire; this House
therefore regrets, that serious delays have oc-
curred in the prosecution of the undertaking,
manifestly through the hostility of the Eastern
Extension Telegraph Company, which Company
s now demanding concession from the Austral’-l
asian Colonies which, if granted, will jmper
the success of the Pacific Cable.

2. That this House is of opinfon that any fur-
ther delay in proceeding with the actual coni
struction of the undertaking would be inimlc{l
to the interests of the empire, and stronltg
deprecates granting any further concessions
the Fastern Extension, or any other comm:ns!;o n

3. That it 1s expedient in granting Pelg’ll 8 be-
hereafter to private companies to lay ca esress
tween British possessions, it be on the el;l:s b
condition that the State may assume OwD it 18
whenever In the genmeral publie interest
advisable to do so.
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In that third paragraph I most cordially
concur. That provigsion has been inserted
in the case of the Singapore and Hong-Kong
Cable, and I think it is most desirable that
the Imperial government, in dealing with any
company, should insert a provision of that
sort in the contract. As to the other two
paragraphs, there may be some difference of
opinion. Let us see what we have done.
This parliament passed last year an Act,
chapter three of the Acts of 18v9, under-
taking to bear a certain proportion of the
¢ost of this Pacific Cable. The third sec-
tion of the Act of last year says:

The Governor in Council is hereby authorized
on behalf of Canada to guarantee payment of
five-eighteenths of the said total principal of the

said debentures, limited as aforesaid, and of in-
terest as aforesaid on the five-eighteenths.

Hon. gentlemen will observe that Canada
does not simply guarantee payment of
five-eighteenths of the interest, but gua-
rantees the paqut of five-eighteenths of
the principal as well. That is a provision
which we do not find in Acts relating to
apy private undertaking. It will be remem-
bered this Act was passed in this House
last year with very little discussion. The
Secretary of State introduced the measure,
and it was supported by the hon. leader of
the opposition, I did not at that time sym-
pathize with the measure, and I took the
liberty of expressing a certain measure of
dissent. I find that I used this language :

The measure before the House is an indication
of tha strength of the Imperialistic idea at the
present time. 1 do not think that any one will
pretend that Canada is directly and materially
interested in this cable scheme to the extent of
the interest which she has undertaken to pay.
The general feeling throughout the country bas
been, and the feeling is well founded, that while
Avustralasia and England are very greatly in-
terested, the interest of Canada is & compara-
tively subsidiary one. \

At the close I spoke of the policy of this
Act and sald :

It may or may not be wise, but it shows hovw
strong the feeling in favour of imperial unity is
in Canada, and goes far to remove any reproach
that may have b2221 attemipted to Le cast on this
country for her action in connectlon with Tm-
perial Jefence and other questions.

The position of affairs bhas somewhat
changed since last year. There had been a
disposition in Canada, as well as elsewhere,
to belittle the interest which the Dominion
had manifested in Imperial affairs, but since
we parted here last year, that reproach, if
it had any foundation (which I do not think

Hon. Mr. POWER.

it had) has been entirely removed, and we
stand in a somewhat different position from
what we did then. The entire scheme, is
practically not only a scheme for a cable
from Canada to Australia, but for an all-
British cable around the world starting from
Vancouver, going to Australia, from Aus-
tralia to Natal, and then coming across the
Atlantic again to Canada and Bermuda.
That is a very captivating scheme. There
is a fine Imperialistic air about it which is
calculated to take the fancy of any loyal
subject, and I might say that I should very
much like to see that system of cables com-
pleted. As far as Canada is concerned, un-
doubtedly a great deal of the credit of hav-
ing got things to the position in which they
are is due to the hon. gentleman who has
Jjust addressed the House. That hon. gentle- -
man went into the advocacy of this scheme
with an energy and perseverance which he
always shows in any undertaking into which
he goes, provided he thinks the undertaking
is a good one. I trust he does not go into any
undertaking which he does not think is good.
Although the hon. gentleman took hold of
this scheme and fought in its favour to the
best of his ability, I think the gentleman to
whom we are really indebted for the scheme
is Sir Sandford Fleming.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear,
hear ; I readily admit that.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Sir Sandford Fleming
deserves a great deal of praise for his efforts
in connection with this scheme. His idea is
that there should be this system of all-British
cables around the world, and he has given,
without money and without price, a great
deal of his time and labour to bring forwarad
the project and have it accepted by the Can-
adian government and by the Imperial gov-
ernment. Considering all the circumstances,
his example conveys a very important lesson
to other people who have wealth, leisure and
ability.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The usual course in the
case of .gentlemen of Sir Sandford’s posi-
tion is that he should retire from Canada
and go and live on an estate in Scotland, or
somewhere else, and not bother his head

, materially about Canada afterwards ; but he
‘has acted differently. This iz not the only
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important Canadian enterprise with which
he has been connected. We should, however,
look at the proposition itself, and should not

be too much influenced by the person with

whom the plan originates, or those who

favour it. I was at the meeting of the British
Empire League as a spectator,—the meeting'

to which the hon. leader of the opposition has

referred—and I found there that the leader’
of the opposition in the other House, and '

the Postmaster General were equally vigor-

ous and emphatic in their support of this.

scheme ; and consequently it requires a
good deal of audacity—I may use almost as

strong language as that—for a private mem-
ber of the House to rise and say he ventures '
to differ from leaders on both sides of poli-
It would be easier and pleasanter'’

tics.
to go with the tide, but I feel that a mem-

ber of this House, or of the House of Com- '
mons, has a duty to look at the measures :
which come before parliament from a dif-.
He should look at them -

ferent standpoint.
from the point of view of a member of
parliament ; and a member of parliament

is, I take it, in a certain semse a trustee.

for the people, and it is his duty when any

scheme which involves a heavy expendi-’

ture is before parliament, to consider whe-
ther the country is likely to get reason-
able value for the expenditure.

ment is not a philanthropic institution. It|
is not altogether a patriotic institution: it:
is not an eleemosynary institution. It is

a patriotic institution in the best sense, but .

it is a business institution also; and I
have never been able to see, for my part,
where Canada was to get value for the ex-
penditure involved by this scheme. We
commit ourselves to an expenditure in round
figures of two millions three hundred and
sixty thousand dollars.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
is all.

Hon. Mr. POWER—That is a good deal"
for what we are getting. We are asked, as’

I say, to guarantee the payment of the
principal sum of $2,360,000 and the inter-

est, and the probabilities are, the conclu-:

sion which I draw from a perusal of the
correspondence before parliament is that we
shall have to pay-the money, as in most
cases where governments guarantee they
have to pay. The first question that pre-

Parlia-

!sents itself is this: Is Canada intex-

-ested in this matter to such an extent as.
'to justify her in assuming the liability for
this large expenditure ? While we shounld
all like to see a system of all-British cables,
I do not think it is the duty of the Canadian
parliament to look after Imperial interests
"in places outside the limits of Canada. It
is the duty of the Canadian parliament, I
think, to help’to govern this Dominion of
Canada under the British North America
Act to the best of our knowledge and ability.
‘It is mot our duty to protect the interests
of the empire in Australasia, in Africa and
in other places. Of course, when the empire
is attacked, then we are all part of the same
empire, it is our duty to help to defend it ;
but in a matter of business like this, such
a matter as an ocean cable, I do not think it
is. our duty, unless very grave reasons are
shown for our doing so, to undertake res-
ponsibilities outside of our own country. As
to Canadian business, to be served by the
Pacific cable there does not seem to be, on
the face of it, very much. 1 have been
fortunate enough to get a copy of the cor-
respondence which the hon. gentleman has
read from, and I find this statement, which
is not contradicted anywhere. It came out
in an examination before a committee which
met in L.ondon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It has not been contra-
dicted by anybody. It will be found on page
seven :

The all-British Pacific cable is stated to be
required, primarily, to faéilitate telegraphic com-
munication between Australia and Canada, and,
secondarily, the Australian government expects
indirectly, to obtain by it a reduction of the
~cable charges.

The total Australasian cable traffic was report-
ed by the committee to be about 1,860,000 words
per anuum.

Now, the only evidence laid before the Com-
‘ mittee with regard to the cable traffic between
Canada and Australia was that in September,
1896, the number of messages exchanged be-
tween the two countries was thirty-five. This,
at an average of thirteen words to a mem:s:.
would represent 5,460 words per annum, wh :d'
at the present tariff of about 6s 3d. per "‘;‘. “
would amount to 1,706 pounds per annum. I or
this trifling traffic it is proposed that th&‘n&
. perial government should give a guaran orD-

20,000 pounds a year, and the Canadian gov t
,ment even urges the Imperial governmen‘!mdg
! provide a capital sum of roundly, 500,000 p:unt
| and proposes itself to expend a similar am .

| That is the amount of the business.
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Hon, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Will|
the hon. gentleman kindly inform the Senate

who the writer of that is ? ;

Hon. Mr. POWER-—It comes from the‘i
Eastern Exterision Company. i

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM~Oh ! i

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That |
is answered by paragraph eight of Earl Sel-‘
borne’s despatch. )

Hon. Mr. POWER—I shall be very glad
to read that paragraph of Lord Selborne’s
despatch. The hon. gentleman quoted a par-
araph from Lord Selborne's letter to the
Eastern Extension Telegraph Company, with
respect to that particular point, and the
ground taken by Lord Selborne was that
the fact that so little cable business had
been done between Canada and Australia
was a ground for supposing that there was
a great necessity for the cable. It does not
strilke me that way ; but 1 shall read to you
what Lord 'l‘weed(hlle, the chairman of the
Eastern Extension Company said in reply to
that. [ direct the hon. gentleman's atten-
tion to paragraph 8:

It certainly bad not occurred to me until I
read the ninth paragraph of Your Lordship’s
letter that the smallness of the number of mes-
sages passing between Canada and Australasia
could be used by any one as an argument in
favour of incurring large capital outlay upon a
Pacific cable. If this were so, it would logically
follow that if there were no traffic the necessity
for such a cable would be still greater.

And that is what I think would strike any
ordinary observer. We know that while
there is a certain amount of business be-
tween Capada and Australia, the amount
is not large ; and although it may increase
gradually, it is not likely at any early date
to become very great. On page 7, from
which I quoted before, this letter goes on to
say :

The Australasian traffic with the United States,
according to the same evidence may amount to
about 100,000 words per annum: but even this,
which is only about & per cent of the Austral-
asian traffic, is in itself wholly inadequate to
justify the laying of a Pacific cable.

I think, as a matter of business, that is
correct. Our business does mot require that
we should expend so very large a sum of
money for the purpose of having this cable.
But, then it has been urged by the hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, and I have heard it urged by
other people and I have seen it urged in the
press, and I think it is referred to in the

Hon. Mr. POWER.

| use

correspondence, that the cable would be a
very important thing in case of war. It is
very easy to over-estimate the value of a
Pacific cable in case of war. If we could
take the whole of the British Navy and
it to police that Pacific cable,
then it might be a very important
thing. But everybody knows how, during
the recent war between the United States
and Spain, cables were cut with very
littie ditficulty, and unless a very large pro-
portion of the British Navy was employed
in policing that Pacific cable, it would be
cut within a very short time after war had
begun, if a war took place with Russia, or
Germany, or France, or the United States.
Of course if we had a war with a country
like the Transvaal Republic, which has no
navy, then the cable could not be meddled
with, but that is an improbable case. What
is happening now is not likely to happen
again. I may mention that that despatch
of Lord Selborne's was dated 10th of July,
1899. We have later correspondence than
that, to which I think it well to direct the
attention of the House, and I find it amongst
the correspondence recently laid on the table.
On the 26th of February, 1900, the Premier
of Canada cables to Lord Strathcona, the
Dominion Agent General, that the Premier
of New Zealand has cabled that the govern-
ment of New South Wales has definitely
decided to accede to the Eastern Extension
Company’s terms, and he adds ‘ Please com-
municate to Colonial Secretary.’ Sir Wilfrid
Laurier cables to the Premier of Victoria
objecting to this arrangement being made.
In fact, Sir Wilfrid Laurier telegraphed to
all the Australian governments urging them
not to come into this arrangement, and 1
shall read one despatch which was sent on
the 20th of February :

Canadian government consider granting term-
inal facilities to Eastern EXtension, even when
Pacific cable laid will seriously prejudice financial
prospects and impair usefulness of Pacific cable
scheme. Proposed concession material altera-
tion of corditions under which government
formed Pacific cable partnership angd may en-

danger scheme. Hope no change without consent
of every partner.

And Sir Wilfrid telegraphed in the same
way to the Premier of New South Wales.
The premier of Victoria telegraphed to the
effect that Victoria proposed to give terminal
facilities only when the Pacific cable was
completed. Sir Wilfrid Laurier had suggest-
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ed that the company be not allowed to lay | to manage their own business. That is the
a cable which would compete with the Pa- | way the thing strikes me. If they find it
cific cable, and the Premier of Vietoria said | suits them befter to make these terms
in reply to that: and come to these arrangements, why

Suggested monopoly for Pacific cable both | should we interfere ? As intimated last year,
novel and untenable. Canada has almost mo interest—I mean no

I wrust that the House will permit wme to| practical business interest, in this scheme
read another despatch. These despatches, 1 | for a Pacific cable ; and she is just the only
may wmention, are not arranged exactly in | country which has been urging the scheme
chronological order. The last of these des- | all along. In the first place, England was in-
patches is one from the Premier of New  different. The correspondence shows that
South Wales dated Sydney, 2nd of March. | at the beginning the English government did

Eastern _Extension proposals seems some mis- [ Dot care about it at all, and in some of the
apprehension. We are ready and anxious 0 |pecent despatches, Mr. Chamberlain says
carry out our undertaking regarding Pacific . .
cable ; admitted all sides this cannot be com- | there is no hurry. The Australasian Colo-

%leted torl'; tl:reeiyeal;;. pirobabés; :nore-d Mel!&ntlme nies, which one would suppose would be
astern Extension offer iinmediate reduction our
rates to four shillings or about 16 per cent, and most vitally interested, have not been very
by sliding scale comlgg :hree years to two shil- | active. It is 'Canada, which bas no special
lings and 6 pence as business increases: also lay . : { ;

cable Cape, at Adelaide and then reduce present direct interest in the mat{ter, which has
excessive cape rates from 7 shillings and 3 pence | een urging it, and which has been push-

to two ksl:iilltinss am} 8 panft«‘iel ‘;01‘;1‘i Ngl conces- | ing and urging the governments of the other
s10n aske or or given un aciiic cable com- .
pleted: they want direct offices so as to compete countries into action. One of the arugments

on equal terms, and fn meantime any reduction | which was used before this, not so much
e apsceemant opull eifc sable 1xid. 9% | just now, but which is still used in favour
no fresh one made, company can instead of re- |Of our going into this scheme was the de-
ducing rates, increase them up to 8 shillings sirability of an all-British cable to Austra-
a word. lia, but the correspondence shows that that

That is the position, hon. gentlemen, as far object has been attained. The Eastern Ex-
as we can ascertaln. New South Wales | tension Company are contracting with the
and Victoria, as well as Southern and West- | goyernments of Victoria, New South Wales,
ern Australia, have agreed to the terms DPro- | western Australia and Southern Australia
posed—at least they have come to terms with | (g lay a cable which shall be all-British, from
the Eastern Extension Telegraph Company | pyrban to Western Australia, so that one
under which the company is to lay a cable | of the objects which we had In view has been
from South Africa, I think by the Mauritius | attained without our spending any money.
to Western Australia, where It is to connect |"’he other argument in favour of this
with the land lines owned by the govern- | scheme was based on the excessive rates
ments of the Australian colonies. The rates | which were charged on despatches to and
are to be reduced immediately from four from Australia. Those rates have been re-
shillings and nine pence a word to four shil- | duced somewhat already, and under the
lings a word, and ultimately to two shillings agreement being made between the Eastern
and sixpence a word. Extension ‘Company and the Australian gov-

Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL. And other | TRments, they would be still further ve-
reductions' in proportion to the increase of duc.ed. Looking at the very emall intere t
trade. Give them credit for all of it. which Canada has in the mater, I think tha
we should be satisfied if the colonies which

Hon. Mr. POWER. Yes. It appears, hon. | are largely Interested are satisfled. The
gentlemen, that nearly all th ustralian | correspondence which is before us shows
colonies, the colonies who are mdst directly | that both arguments which were used on be-
interested in the matter, are satistied With |half of this scheme, some months ag?,
the terms offered by the Eastern Extension | are now non-existent. As I intimated, this
Company ; and I really do not see wWhy Can- | macter, in my humble judgment, does not
ada, which has very slight direct business | come properly within the purview of the
interest in the matter, should undertake to | Dominion parliament at ail. It is not our
dictate to these other colonies how they are | business to undertake to control the destinies
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of the whole empire. We have a sutﬁciently%is, that they should be revised every ten
large territory. years. I know before hon. gentlemen op-
posite went out of power they had made
arrangements to have them revised. I re-
‘ ; gret that the finances of the country are not
Hon. Mr. POWER—Yes we are. We have able to stand-that strain—that is, we want
a sufficiently large territory and sufficiently ; to spend this money on cables and we have
large interests committed to our care without . DOt Bot it to spend for our own wants. The
any mistake or peradventure, and these I l better way would be to let the cable slide
think will give us occupation enough, and: and spend the money at home. It occurs
if we have money that we wish to spend, to me that if there is money for these pur-
we can certainly find many deserving objects | Poses I should like, as one humble member
in our own country. There are a great many of this House, to see the statutory increases
matters which come under the jurisdiction | Paid to all the civil servants who deserve
of this parliament and of the government|them. I do not know how many do not
of this country, for which the funds do not j deserve them, but I observe that the in-
seem to be forthcoming. If application is [01'93598 are not going to all. I am nar-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—We are
a big people.

made to the govergment or to parliament,
for funds, we are given to understand
that they are not forthcoming. I do
not propose to speak of my own province,
but we could spend that $2,360,000 down
there to great advantage if the government
could only see their way clear to allowing
us to do it. We have railways to build and
public buildings to erect, and numerous other
things to do. But, without going to Nova
Scotia, there are a number of things which
apparently cannot be done as it is, and to
which a portion at any rate of this large
sum might be more profitably devoted than
to the unnecessary Pacific cable. In the
first place, there is needed here in Ottawa,
in this Washington of the North, a suitable
building to accommodate our very valuable
geological collection, a collection which is
now in a place where it is very liable to be
destroyed by fire, and a collection which, if
once destroyed, can never be replaced.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—If we have money to
spare for purposes outside the country, we
ought to be able to erect a suitable building
to contain this very valuable -collection.
The library of parliament is in need of ad-
ditional accommodation.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Books have to be
stowed in all sorts of out-of-the way places.
In my humble judgment, there is need of
an appropriation for a revision of the sta-
tutes. These statutes have not been re-
vised now for fourteen years, and the gen-
eral impression amongst professional men

Hon. Mr. POWER.

row minded and low toned enough to
§prefer to see these men get the statutory
| increases rather than to see the money. paid
‘ for a Pacific cable. I do not say that the
' money should be spent for all these objects.
‘I am not committing myself to that, but I
| say that these objects come properly within
!the purview of this parliament. They are,
. I think, meritorious objects, and if the gov-
ernment feel they have not money for these
objects, they ought also to feel that they
have not money for the Pacific cable. I dis-
approve of this expenditure because it is
going outside of our proper sphere, to begin
with, and under the recent offers made by
the Eastern Extension Company to the Aus-
tralian governments, the thing is not neces-
sary. We will have the all-British cable to
Australia without spending all this money
in the Pacific Ocean, and then we would get
no adequate return for the money that we
spent. It was felt a year ago that the ex-
penditure was necessary to show some im-
perial spirit. I think hon. gentlemen that
we have shown the Imperial spirit since in
the very best and most admirable way, and
it is not necessary for that purpose. I am
aware that I have taken what is' here and
now a rather unpopular line; but I have
acted according to the dictates of my own
judgment and conscience.

Hon. Mr. GcCALLUM—It is not a common
thing for the hon. senior member for Hal-
ifax to favour a monopoly. It is the first
time that I have ever heard him express
himself in favour of a big monopoly. It is
not pretended that there is any immediate
benefit to come to this country in the shape
of direct cash. It will not pay at the start ;I
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: . .
I know that many hon. gentlemen were op- | ernment to an article which appeared in the

posed to the building of the Canadian Pa- | Globe a few days ago and which was reco-
cific Railway. They said it would not pay ; pied in the Calgary Herald, respecting the
that it was against the interests of the Do- | Doukhobors who were said to be in a starv-
minion. They said it would not pay enough ; ing condition in the North-west. This is not
to buy the oil to lubricate the wheels, but ‘ a laughing matter and it is my duty to bring
to-day the stock is at par, and I have no |1t before the government.

doubt that Pacific cable in the course of time
will turn out the same way.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Supposing we are spent in supporting these people, and not in
out of pocket at the start, it will eventually

laying the Pacific cable just now. Whether 1
bring us a return. if not in direct cash, it |am out of order or not, this is an important
will be a benefit in some other way. It 18| /.40 ond T am going to call the attention
desirable that we should have communica-

]

A ‘lot the government to it, and ask the leader
tion with all parts of the British empire. My | ;¢ tna government here to call the attention
bon. friend says that the cable willbe cutln o 4o Minigter of the Interior to the matter
time of war, but if they cut it we will repair and ascertain df the paragraph is true. It
it. My hon. friend spoke of the water being | 45 g,)0ted as coming from the Globe, and pro-
very deep on the route that the cable would 'bably there may be some truth in it, be-
take. So much the better ; it will be ha,rderi cause they would mot receive a report of
to cut. They cannot get at the éable If it 18 ' 1op gtarving to death unless there was some
In very deep water. I am surprised at my ' ¢oundation for it.
hon. friend, the senior member for Hali-,
fax, because it is the first time since I have, Hon. Mr. MILLS—What is the date ?

been in parliament that I have heard that, ‘Hon. Mr. PERLEY—The Calgary Herold
hon. gentleman favouring anything like aiof the 10th March, but it is copied from the

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend is im-
porting this matter into the middle of a dis-
. cussion.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—But I want the money

monopoly.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I am not advocating a
monopoly.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The Bastern Ex- |

tension Cable Company are a monopoly and
they are using their influence to try and kill
this undertaking, and certainly they want a
monopoly. Of course the hon. gentleman
has a right to say what he thinks and ad-
vocate whatever he pleases. I cannot find
fault with that, but I have a right to cri-
ticise his actions ana say what'I think of
them. I have read all the correspondence
that has taken place from the time that this
was first proposed to this day, and I have
always been in favour of it, not because I
considered it would pay us in gold, but be-
cause we would derive benefits in other
ways.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I do not intend to

make a speech on this question. We bhave:
heard two very able arguments, and also an

explanation of the matter by the hon. gentle-
man who proposed the motion, and the hon.

gentleman who has answered his remarks,

but I desire to call the attention of the gov-

:Toronto Globe.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Then the article in the
: Globe would be very much earlier.

{ Hon. Mr. ALMON—I am sure that hon.
members of this House will be very much
-astonished, and I am also astonished when
I say that I agree with a great deal that
~has been said by my hon. colleague the
senior member for Halifax. I could not be-
lieve it when I heard the statement made by
the hon. Knight from Belleville that a Colo-
nial Secretary, an important person in the
. Colonial Office, could influence a man like
Mr. Chamberlain. That, to my mind, is an
impossibility. I think if he influenced him,
that Mr. Chamberlain must have had the
opinion before the Secretary endeavoured to
impress it upon his mind. What the hon.
| senior member for Halifax said about the
usefulness of a cable in case of war is quite
apparent. I do not think that the British
could protect the cable in the Pacific Ocean
from Vancouver to -Australia.
We all know how the cables are cut in war
time. The hon. member pointed out what
‘ revenue may be effected by taking the re-
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venues already derived by established com-
panies. Lord Selborne’s argument was that
if the revenue was small, it was all the more
necessary that a cable should be laid. It
puts me in mind of a story about the Duke
of Buckingham in the time of Charles II, in

one of Dryden's plays. He savs: My
want is great, it is so small.” The Duke of
Buckingham said then * it should be greater
were there none at all.”  Mr. Fleming de-

serves great credit for the trouble he has
taken about this, at his own expense and
without reward of any kind political or
otherwise. Other persons interested in this

enterprise have not worked at their own'

expense. As I said before, I do not think the
cable will pay, because the Eastern Exten-
sion Company will now take our messages
to Australia, and I do not think there is any

advantage to be derived from the sum of ;
money which will be invested in this cable. '
There is not a fact laid before this House to

show that the pr()ject will pay. We know
those companies never do pay, and therefore
I think it will entail a great loss to this
country. If we want cables there is one
needed to connect Sable Island with the
mainland. Wrecks often occur there, and in

the absence of cable communication great’

loss may occur. When I had the honour of
Dbeing a member of the House of Commons,

I brought up the necessity of such a cable. .

Then, again, we want a large sum of money
for other purposes. When we have no cable

to Sable Island I do not think we should '

2o to this expense for a cable across the
Pacific.

Eastern Extension Company is supposed to

influence the British government, but I do;

not believe they can. I must apologize to my '
hon. friends, from many of whom, no doubt,
1 differ, and while I do not often agree with
the senior member for Halifax, I feel it is
my duty to act in concert with him in this
instance.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am rather surprised
at the turn the debate has taken, after the
unanimity that prevailed throughout the
press and among the public men of Canada
on this subject of the Pacific cable. The |
Act of
material opposition in either branch of par-
liament. 1 do net propose to dwell on the
reasons why we-should sustain and maintain
the position we have already taken in refer-

Hon., Mr. ALMON.

We are told that this mysterious |

1ast session did not really receive any |

[SE.\'ATE]

ence to the Pacific cable. There were two
reasons why Canada entered on the project.
One was the commercial one. We were de-
veloping trade with Australia. We had sub-
sidized a line of steamers there. We were
developing a trade with 'China and Japan.
That trade, as every one knows who has
followed the question, is increasing year by
vear. No one can possibly doubt that the
conxtruction of a cable to Australia, and the
extension to Hong Rong and up to the
coast cities of China and Japan, would have
enormously increased that trade.

Hon. Mr. POWER. The Eastern Exten-
sion Company have a monopoly at Hong
Kong.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think we can get pow-
er enough to break up the monopoly if we
have this cable 1aid.

Hon, Mr. ALMON—Japan is not yet under
the British government.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is a clause
in the contract by which the East-
ern Extension monopoly can be ended.
At all events, our messages would
not be discriminated against, and so
it cannot be called an impediment in
the development of the trade whichs Ca-
nada can seize by having cable communieca-
tion with Australia and the east; but the
real moving impulse that Canada had in
- furthering the construction of the Pacific
cable was the national one, in order that
“all parts of the empire might be united by
a cable. That is of the first importance,
We all know very well that if England be-
came entangled with any country in Europe
i in war, how easy it would be to cut off her
{ connection with India, Australia and all her
[eastern possessions, making it absolutely
impossible to have any communication.

! Hon. Mr. POWER—Would it not be just
. as easy in the case of this cable ?

\
| Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, because the cable I

vhave spoken of passes through the Mediter-
ranean and the Red Sea and, in many places,
' can be easily broken in a night. It is differ-
ent where it is carried over our own terri-
tory, and at all events, as observed by the
| hon. leader of the opposition, once it gets
. into the deep waters of the Pacific it is per-
fec'tly safe. We always have a fleet along
jour coast in the Pacific, and Australia
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herself has a fleet on her own coast,:
so that the Pacific cable would be safer:
than in any other part of the globe,
and certainly no more glorious heritage
could be given to those who come after us
than to have a cable counecting all those big
red patches on the world. There is going to
be a large section of South Africa which
will be British when the Orange Free State
and the Transvaal are really self-governing
colonies, with the liberties and possibilities
that we in Canada enjoy, when the Boers
will rejoice over the Union Jack, far more
than they have rejoiced over their own
standard. I desire to express my approval
of the attitude taken by my hon. friend

opposite in the sharp criticismm he has felt |

proper to express in reference to the ob-
stacles that have intervemed in the con-
struction of this work. He has given us a
very interesting history of it. In 1887 it
was first conceived. That is 13 years ago
now. It got, however, its greatest stimulus
when the meeting of delegates took place in
this Chamber in 1894. It is Canada’s duty
now to take a prominent position in refer-
ence to this whole cable controversy, because
it was delegated to Canada at the meeting
of all the representatives from the Austra-
lian colonies, England being represented by

a distinguished nobleman, here in this
Chamber. It wax delegated to Canada
to take the leading part in the cable

agitation. Hon. gentlemen may have for-
gotten it, but a resolution was passed which
crystallized that idea inte form. It was a

legacy left to us by all parts of the empire |

that we were to take the foremeost part in
this agitation and carry it out. The next
important step was the meeting that took
place in London In the latter part of 1896,
under the presidency of Lord Selborne, and
the report on which appears in one of the
blue books, dated January, 1897. That report
dealt with the practical side of the question.
It gave the cost of the cable, the receipts and
expenses, and practically defined what each
section of the empire would have to pay. It
was a regular business prospectus which
was Issued. Now, unfortunately, that report
signed by Lord Selborne and by the
Canadian and Australian delegates, was
pigeon-holed in the Colonial Office. It was
put in what is called the confidential file,
and was not allowed to see the light of day
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for two years, and that is where the Pacific
cable was first maimed—where the first at-
tempt was made to strangle it, in the con-
cealment of a report which has not a line
which should not have been made public the
very day after it was signed. Itisfound at
- page 32 of the blue book. It is a practical re-
 view of the whole subject, the route and the
-cost, based on actual tenders. Parties were
| willing to build the cable for the sums men-
i tioned. There are calculations of the num-
i ber of words per day that were expected and
i what each section of the empire was to bear.
' If my hon. friend for Halifax had only ex-
-amined that report, he would have seen that
:the burden on Canada would be infinitesimal.
Being a state owned cable, the cost would
be reduced by the issue of bonds which at
that time woulkl not have borne more than
, between two and three quarters per cent,
! and three per cent at the outside ; certainly
!some business would accrue from it. Then,
the Australian business would be an enorm-
ous item, so large that we find the Eastern
Extension Company willing to lay a cable
: without any subsidy, if they are permitted
to connect their submarine cable with the
{local land line. They regarded it as so valu-
able a franchise that they were willing to
lay the «cable, without subsidy, from Natal
to Australia and conmect with all the land
lines of Victoria and New South Wales,
giving the very ‘best possible proof that it
was a paying project, so that the cost need
not ‘be urged as an argument against the
;construction of the cable. The suppression
of that report is really what embarrassed
the whole situation, because during those
two years the Eastern Extension was quietly
occupying the ground which belonged to the
Canadian Pacific cable, and were making
terms with the Australian colonies. They
were offering them, I will not say bribes, but
such advantageous proposals that it became
almost impossible to resist. Had this
report Dbeen made public at the time
and acted upon, as no doubt it would,
had it been given to the public, the
Eastern Extension Company would not
have had the opportunity of making the
proposition it did to New South Wales and
Victoria. That is exactly what we have to
meet now. Untll within the last three
months the Colonial Office did not really
rise to the importance of this cable connec-




190

[SENATE]

tion. Influences were at work. We know
very well that the under-secretaries in the
various departments of Great Britain are
men who hold distinguished positions and
have very great influence—positions which
give them very great power, and there has
been a very great sense of delicacy in the
last six months in the men of Canada cri-
ticising the source from which this opposi-
tion has come. I have felt, myself, for a
long time that it was due to ourselves that
we should expose the various sources from
which all this opposition has arisen. I do
not hesitate to say my hon. friend opposite
accurately places it ; the facts are so strong

that there is no evading the conclusion that:

it is all due to one individual. I bave taken

a great deal of interest in this question for .
a number of years. I have been sorry to see

it balked from time to time, and I have tak-

en occasion to know where the balking came

from, and it is only since Canada has taken
such a prominent position in the war in
South Africa that the British public are be-

ginning to trace out the causes which have,
led to this postponement of the cable pro- |
Already, as hon. gentlemen will see,!

jeet.
gentlemen in the British House of Commons

have been following up this inquiry, and:
have, within the last two weeks put ques-
tions on the paper occasionally, asking Mr.

Chamberlain the cause of the delay. The
facts will come out that have been suppress-
ed too long. It would have been much bet-
ter had they been exposed six months ago.
Sir BEdward Sassoon took up this question
in an address delivered before the Liverpool
Chamber of Commerce three or four months
ago. He, went fully into the whole question
and brought forth the important fact that

before Great Britain purchased the tele- |
graph lines within the United Kingdom the

British people were paying a very much
larger sum than they are paying now. To-
day the rate throughout the whole United
Kingdom i8 a cent a word. For ten cents
you can send a message to any part of it.
That is in consequence of the state having
acquired the telegraph system, and mo
doubt it is a mere matter of time when the
telegraph systems throughout the world
will be owned by the different coun-
tries. Canada has been taking the lead
in referemce to ocean cables, and we
all must regret very much indeed that

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

the opposition to which I have referred,
‘for a time defeated the project. The
:last communications received over the wire
. have been that New ‘South Wales and Viec-
itoria have been requested to stand by the
agreement that they made with Canada and
| Queensland and the other parts of the em-
| pire. No doubt, to them now it would be a
. very great sacrifice, because they were
!of!ered free communication. They are now
‘called upon to set aside terms that were
immensely valuable to them, because they
‘ were offered a reduction of rates to satisfy
them, and all that the Hastern Extenslon
Company desired in return was to be per-
mitted to make connection with the state-
owned lines in Australia. And they agreed
upon a reduction of rates. Now, in conse-
quence of the position that the enterprise
has got into, it becomes necessary to ask
them to make that sacrificee. 1 have mno
i doubt they will. I have no doubt the pre-
i sent has been an opportune period to bring
out that Imperial feeling both in New South
‘Wales and Victoria that will rise to the im-
portance of this subject. The financial loss
'will be only for a time, because 1 have no
doubt whatever that in the near future the
Pacific cable will be a paying enterprise. It
is rather unfortunate, however, that it is
being delayed, because the cost of material
-has immensely increased—probably a third,
or perhaps nearly half, more than it was.
That, coupled with the fact that we lost
the opportunity of securing Neckar Island,
which also was dJue, no doubt, to under-
hand influences, will tend to increase the
cost.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Open-mouth influence.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend opposite
explained that no one knows exactly how it
arose. It was one of those questions that
ought to have been covered by confidential
letters, but it was made public in some way
or other, and our action was anticipated. 1
hope the time is coming when this long-
talked-of project will have overcome all the
difficulties which have intervened, and I am
sure that mo proposition has been made in
recent years that will bind the empire more
closely together than a state-owned cable
round the world, touching all parts of the
empire.

The motion was agreed to, on a division.
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PROTECTION OF RIVIERE DU SUD.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :

‘What was the total cost of the works per-
formed for the protection of the Rividre du Sud,
in the parish of St. Thomas, county of Mont-
magny ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have received some
replies to the questions which the hon.
gentleman has put on the paper, since I
came to the House, but this is not among
them. I shall have to ask him to let this
one stand.

THE MONTMAGNY POST OFFICE.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :

‘What was the total cost of the post office at
Montmagny, the cost of the ground and of the
buildings thereon, and the extra works required
for the adaptation of those buildings to the pur-
poses for which they were bought ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-I shall have to give the
hon. gentleman the same answer to that as
to the other. I might say to my hon. friend,
the answers which have been sent are in
reply to other questions, and I shall have to
ask him to let this question stand.

PENITENTIARY BINDER TWINE.
INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired of the gov-
ernment :

About how many pounds of binder twine will
be manufactured under the government manage-
ment in the Kingston penitentiary, or at other
points, and if any for sale this year ? Also,
how the government propose to dispose of the
said twine ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The amount that will
be manufactured between this and August
1, the period for which tenders will be

sought, will be about 350 tons.

Hon., Mr. PERLEY—I understood there
‘Was a mnotice, the other day, that the gov-
ernment would dispose of this twine at

wholesale rates to farmers who might wish
to purchase.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Up to March 20.

Hon. Mr. PERLRY—Will the hon. gentle-
man explain how that is to be done? I
might apply for some,

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have not the value
that is put on the twine. We sell twine

under car-load lots at one rate. We sell it
in car-oad lots at a rate of a half a cent a
pound lower, and at 50-ton lots, half a cent
lower than that.., The smaller lots, of
course, give a little more work, and we
charge what is sufficlent to enable us to
meet the wishes of those who desire to buy
in small quantities.

THE CASE OF LIEUT.-COL. WHITE.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL rose to

Call the attention of the government to the
following letter which has been published in
different newspapers of the Dominion, and will
inquire whether the statements therein made
are true and correctly stated —

Department of Militia and Defence,
Ottawa, February 1, 1900.

Sir,—In reply to your letter of the 20th uilt.,
I am directed by the Major General Command-
Ing to inform you that your name was removed
from the list of officers to undergo the staff
course at the Royal Military College, Kingston,
by the honourable minister, on the ground that
you have of late taken some active part in poli-
tics on behaf of the opposition.

I have the honour to be,
Your obedient servant,

H. FOSTER, Colonel,
Chiet Staff Officer.
To Lieut.-Col. White,
Guelph, Ont.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The answer is a bald
negative. The minister never knew the

letter was written,

BINDER TWINE AND BARBED WIRE
COMBINE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired :

If the government are going to take any Bteps
towards breaking up the combine om binder
twine and barbed wire in Canada, by putting &
protective duty on them, or otherwise ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I am not aware that
there is any intention of puting a duty on
either binder twine or barbed wire with
a view to breaking up a monopoly. So far
as binder twine is concerned, we do not
admit there is a monopoly. In my opinion
there is not. In answer to the various re-
presentations that have been made; in the
communication that I aubmitted to the
House a few days ago, I have made it per-
fectly clear that there 1s no monopoly with
regard to binder twifie. I have received the
prices at which binder twine i8 sold by all
the wholesale dealers in the country, the
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Deering Co., the Plymouth Co., the Brant-
ford Co., and by ourselves, and it will be
found that the prices at which that twine
was disposed of last year varied from five
and a half to seven and a half cents, and
that the avearge price of the binder twine
in all the departments from which details
were sent to me, showed the average price
was six and a half cents a pound. It is
perfectly clear there is no such thing as a
combine in that matter. The retail dealers
buy the twine with the expectation of selling
at some profit. It happened last year that
after the sales had been made by whole-
sale men, the price of raw material nearly
doubled—I do not know but it actually
doubled—in value, and the retailers who had
purchased twine and were obliged to hold
it for some time before the consumers called
for it, asked an increased price and did pre-
cisely what others do in business—they got
as much as they could for the article in
which they traded. My hon. friend will
see we have always sold after August 10 to
persons who might desire it. After that,
however, very few people required it, ex-
cept those who have to bind corun stalks:
and for some very late crops which they |
wish to tie up, and also thuse who are en- |
gaged in manufacturing lath and articles
of that sort, who buy the twine for the
purpose of binding it. Except this, there
is not much sold until very much later in,
the season. I have made some inguiry with
regard to sales in United States institutions
as well as our own, and the experience there !
has been that there is no such thing as a]
sale to the farmers direct. For instance,:
the Minnesota Prison Manufacturing Com- |
pany produces about five times what we do‘i
—about 2,500 tons a year. :

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Is that
a company ? i
|

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It iy by a board that is
appointed for the purpose. They manufac-
ture about 2,500 tons. They have been in
the practice of reserving about 175 tons for
sale to farmers direct, except last year,
when it was supposed there was going to
be a shortage, and there was a very great
deal of excitement in the country, and they
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through the institution, and so their policy
has been to deal with retail men. I have
discussed the whole subject in the commu-
nication which I have submitted to the
House, and my hon. friend will find infor-
mation on that subject which will, I think,
show conclusively that there is no such
thing as a combination. The truth is that
the wholesale dealers part with the article
at a very moderate figure, but those who
hold it, of course, get what they can for it,
and if they are obliged to carry a certain
quantity of it over, and take that risk, it
deteriorates in value. The oil dries out, and
it runs very badly off the reel, and it is not
passed easily through the needle, and has
less value. It is one of the articles you must
deal in while it is new and fresh if you ex-
pect to give satisfaction.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—What can I buy a
ton of it for now at the Kingston Peniten-
tiary ? It is open for sale up to March
20th, I understand ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—That depends upon the
quality.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—The best they bave
got ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—If it is in small quan-
tities it will be fourteen cents. The raw
material costs us nearly that. The price is
eight and a half to fourteen cents. We
have sold as small a quantity as fifteen
pounds.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That would be
delivered at the Penitentiary ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes.

SALARY OF HARBOUR-MASTER AT
MONTMAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :

What is the name of the present harbour-
master of the harbour of Montmagny ? What is
his salary ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Louis D. Dion is har-
bour-master. He is allowed $200 per an-
num of fees during the calendar year. The

have never been able to sell 75 tons out of | collections for the season ending Dec. 31
the 2,500 to farmers who had ordered | amounted to $71.

Hon., Mr. MILLS.
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SALARY OF WHARFINGER AT MONT-
MAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :

What is the name of the present wharfinger
at Montmagny ? What is his salary ? What
has been the amount collected, and how much
has been paid into the government for rates
collected for the use of the whart from April to
December, 1898 ? How much collected and how
much paid in to the government for the cor-
responding period in 1899 ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The present wharfinger
at Montmagny is Louis Dion. His salary is

twenty-five per cent of his collections. Then

as to the question what have been his col-
lections and how much has been paid to
the government for the rates collected, the
answer is, nothing. As to the further ques-
tion, how much collected and how much
paid in to the government during the corre-
sponding period in 1899, the answer is,
‘ Amount collected, $6.72 ; amount paid to
the department, $3.04.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Can the
hon. gentleman tell me when this system of
paying officers 25 per cent was adopted ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I cannot tell my bon. -

friend.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (No. 18) ‘An Act to amend the Domin-
ion Lands Act’—(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

THE CASE OF LIEUT.-COL. WHITE.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In view
of the remark made by the hon. Secretary
of State just now in reference to my query,
or in reference to the notice which I in-
tended to call the attention of the govern-

ment to, I shall ask him to-morrow what :
action has been taken towards bringing Mr. !

Foster, Colonel, Colonial Chief Staff Officer,
to account for telling what my hon. friend
says is a falsehood. The hon. gentleman
can inquire in the meantime.
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! The Speaker took the Chair at Three
i o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

GRANT IN AID OF AGRICULTURE IN
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired :

If there is a probahilitv of there heing any
5increase in the supplementary estimates to the
1 grant in aid of agriculture in the North-west

, Territories?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—~I am unable to answer
my hon. friend’s question at the present
time. The hon. gentleman knows it is a
well-established rule that where a matter
has not been stated in the estimates brought
down to parliament. it is not given to either
House in advance, and T may say that I
cannot give my hon. friend the information
. he wishes on that subject until the question
of the supplementary estimates comes to be
considered.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLIEY rose to

Ask the government if they assume to have
cany power or right of influence in respect to
i the section of country a railroad shall be built
which they subsidize by land grant or other-
wise?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do not know that I
' precisely apprehend the question.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I will explain it. Sup-
- posing that the government grant a subsidy
‘to a company to build a railroad from one
end of this building to the other, would they
i have power to direct whether it should come
round by this side of the House or the other
side ?

' Hon, Mr. MILLS—If the government make
it a condition of granting a charter that the
road shall be located as it is directed in
the terms of the charter, the company would
undoubtedly be bound by it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Let it stand till Mon-

day, as Dr. Borden
Present.

is out of town at

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Very
well.

The Senate adjourned.
13

ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE GRAIN
TRADE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired :

How many persons constitute the royal com-
Inission to inquire into the grain trade of Mani-

i
'
|
1
i
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toba ard the North-west Territories and the
mode of shipment of grain through flat ware-
touses and elevators 7 Also, who they are and
where they reside when at home? How much
salary per day do they receive each, and the
date on which they co:nmenced to draw salary?
How many davs’ service have they been paid
for up t» date?  Also, how many clerks have
they assisting them. and what remuneration do
they individually receive, and who are they ?
Also, do the commission and stafl get hotel and
travelling expenses in addition to salary?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The answers to the six
inquiries of the hon. gentleman are as fol-
fows : 1. Four commissioners. 2. The late
Judge Senkler, of St. Catharines, who was
succeeded as chairman of the commission by
Justice Richards, of Winnipeg ; W. F. Sirett.
of Glendale, Manitoba ; William Loiwbian,
of Pipestone, Manitoba; and Charles C.
Castle, of Foxton, Manitoba., 3. The chair-
man is paid $25 a day ; and the other com-;
missioners $10 a day. ‘The practice is to;
pay commissioners from the date on which
they leave their ordinary avocations to per- !

. . !
form their duties as commissioners; and.
as only in the case of the late Judge Senkler |
has an account been rendered, it is impos-;
sible to state the date from which the other
commissioners will commence to draw pay.
Judge Senkler's services commenced on the;
12th October, 1899. 4. No payments have
yet been made. 3. Mr. Charles N. Bell, of |
Winnipeg, was appointed secretary to the .
commission at a salary of $10 a day. Mem-
bers of the Hansard staff reported the evi-:
dence. The government is not at present,
aware as to whether further clerical assist-
ance was secured by the commissioners. 6.1
The commissioners and staff received hotel
and travelling expenses, in accordance with .
the practice which has always obtained.

MILEAGE OF SENATORS.

|[SENATE] -

2. That the Hon. Senator David MacKeen, of
Halifax, a Conservative, draws fer mileage
$192.60, and that Hon. Senator Almon, Conserva-
tive, draws for mileage $192.60, whereas the Libe-
ral member for Halifax, Dr. Russell, draws but
le‘ggysas siown by the Auditer G:neral’s Report,

3. What explanation can the government give?

As I said before, the object of these ques-
tions is apparent to everybody. For myself,
I may say that I am almost ignorant of the
regulation regarding the way in which mile-
age fees are paid. I have been here three
or four years, and I think when I came first
the question was put to me by which route
[ came, and I remember answering. As a
rule I have always come around by Boston.
I remember last year and the year before 1
said to the gentleman who acts as pay-
master, that I had come by Boston. He
told me he did not think I could be paid on
the basis of that route. 1 said ‘certainly
not—I do not expect it, neither so I wish
it.” The mileage, whatever it amounted to,
was regulated by him, and I am safe to as-
sert that last year I said nothing to him
about it, This year I came by way of Bos-
ton. I have said nothing to him so far,
neither do I intend to. I suppo=e 1 sball
take whatever he gives me without ques-

tion. So far I have had no moiney wbat-
ever from him. The amount here in-
volved is $17.60. but the notice of in-

quiry about the alleged irregularity is in-
tended, no doubt, to make a point against
a political opponent. That is very clear,
but if this gentleman, in his zeal for the
public service, would inquire a little fur-
ther and examine the Auditor General’s
I Report, perhaps he would find there were
. payments made to gentlemen not Liberal-
| Conservatives, which might reflect agalnst
:them the same as this is intended to refiect

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. _against me and others. If there Is any ir-

Hon. Mr. MacKEEN—Before the Orders of regularity in the payment to me, I am ready
the Day are called, I desire to direct the at- , to make it good. I have no need, and no in-
tention of hon. gentlemen to a question that tention of asking for anything beyond what
has appeared on the Order paper of the ig my right. I should be very sorry to do
House of Commons, which, I presume, i8 so. It is unnecessary—it is too small a sum.
intended more or less to reflect discredit on Were it larger, there might be some use In
some hon. members of this House. The it, but it is rather insulting to be accused of
notice is given by Mr. Dechene, and reads trying to fleece the government out of $17.
as follows : i It is unfortunate that there should be a re-

L Is the government aware that the late Hon. gulation which is liable to misunderstand-

Senator Temple, of Frerillerictonimgr;%., ahCon- “ ing. That, however, is none of my busi-
tive, drew for mileage 2.40, whereas' .
;;;Z.a S‘ebnator David Wark, also of Fredericton, | €583 I do not know what the regulations

but a Liberal, draws but $116? jare. So far as I am concerned, I took no
Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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more and no less than what was offered me
by the paymaster.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (46) ‘An Act respecting the Canada
and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Company.’
—(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (22) ‘ An Act respecting the Niagara
Grand Island Bridge Company.'—(Hon. Mr.
Maclnnes.)

Bill (44) ‘An Act respecting the Canada
Southern Bridge Company.'—(Hon. M.
Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (F) ‘ An Act respecting the Montreal,
Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal Company.’
—(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (41) ‘ An Act respecting the River St.

. Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Company.’
—(Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (48) ¢ An Act respecting the Montreal
and Ottawa Railway Company.’—(Hon. Mr.
MacInnes.)

Bill (33) ‘An Act respecting the British

Columbia Southern Railway Company.’— |

(Hon. Mr. Maclnnes.)
The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, March 19, 1900.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PROTECTION OF RIVIERE DU SUD.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :

What was the total cost of the works per-
formed for the protection of the Rividre du Sud,
in the parish of St. Thomas, county of Mont-
magny ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say to the hon.
gentleman that the total cost to the 30th
June, 1899, was $12,086.76, '

COST OF POST OFFICE AT MONT-
MAGNY.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :

‘What was the total cost of the post office
-at Montmagny, the cost of the ground and of
133

the buildings thereor, and the extra works re-
quired for the adaptttion of those buildings to
the purpose for which they were bought ?
Hon. Mr. MILLS—The cost of the land
and buildings was $5,000. The cost of the
alterations, fittings and furniture was $2,-
494.75.
PURCHASE OF TOWN HALL AT MON1-
MAGNY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :

‘What amount of money was paid by the gov-
ernment for the purchase of the town hall of
Montmagny ? To whom was this amount paid ?
Is there a deed of sale, and who are the con-
tracting parties ? By whom and on what date
was this deed passed ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say that there are
practically four questions embraced in the
one. The first question is what amount of
’ money was paid by the government for the
, burchase of the town hall of Montmagny Y
' The answer is $5,000. The second question

is, to whom was the amount paid ? The
{ answer is, to the Seminary of Quebec. The
! third question is, is there a deed of sale,
iand who are the contracting parties ? The
| answer is, yes, there is a deed of sale, the
| parties being the government and the Semin-
'ary of Quebec. The fourth question is, by
. whom and on what date was the deed pass-
‘ed ? The answer is that it was passed be-
{ fore M. P. Cirouille, a notary, on the 17th
| June, 1898.

! TAKING OF DECENNIAL CENSUS.
INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) inquired :

Should a redistribution of seats be made dur-
"ing the present year affecting representation in
the House of Commons, will the decennial cen-
sus be taken in 1901 according to the provisions
of section 51 of the British North America Act,
and will another redistribution be made after
the completion of the census, if taken ?

He said : The question I have put on the
paper would no doubt come up to-morrow,
but it would be convenient to know now
what the intention of the government is in
the event of the Bill for redistribution, as
promised, becoming law. That is, if there
is to be a redistribution this year, will there
be another redistribution after the census
is taken next year ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The British North
America Act provides for a redistribution
after every census if the redistribution {s
necessary. If the result of the census is
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such as to show that the population of the
different provinces is the same as it was
before the census was taken, there would
be no object in making a redistribution of
seats.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I believe
the Act does not say. ‘If necessary.” It
says there shall be a redistribution.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—A re-
adjustment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—But my bhon. friend
will see that that is upon the assumption
that the census discloses a difference. If
there is no disclosure of a difference there
is no re-adjustment of seats.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—What about the Bill
which is to be brought up to-morrow ?

THE COX DIVORCE BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I wish to ask the
indulgence of the House to amend the reso-
lution carried on Friday with reference to
the Cox Divorce Bill. I moved that the Bill
be read a second time at a future date,
under a misapprehension. I did not know
at the time that the fourteen days’ notice
required by the Act had expired. I should
have moved the second reading theu. I
therefore move that the said resolution be
now rescinded, and that the Bill be read the
second time presently.

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

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (H)
Eastern Railway Company.'—(Hon.
Owens.)

Bill (I) ‘An Act respecting the Montreal
Bridge Company.'—(Hon. Mr. Owens.)

Bill (J) ‘An Act respecting the Atlantic
and Lake Superior Railway Company. —
(Hon. Mr. Owens.)

*An Act respecting the Great
Mur.

CANADIAN TRADE AT CAPE NOME.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Before
the Orders of the Day are called, I wish to
ask if the government have heard anything

regarding the action of the United States
government respecting the trade at Capei

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

[SENATE]

I understand the intention is not to

it a port of entry, so that vessels
going to that point will have to land 150
miles below Port Nome. A number of
Canadian vessels have contracted to take
goods there, and they wiil not be
allowed now to 'and at Cape Nome. I hope
the attention of the government will be
called to the maiter so that they may take
action to protect Canadian interests. It is
so important to the trade of the Dominion
that I call the attention of the government
to the fact.

Nome.
make

Hon, Mr, MILLS—I am unable to give the
hon. gentleman any answer to the inquiry
he makes. It is the first time that the mat-
ter has been brought to my notice, and I
am not aware that there are any restric-
tions upon Canadian ships at Cape Nome'
more than at any other United States port.
However, I shall make inquiry.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I saw a
letter from the Secretary of the Treasurer of
the TUnited States, published in a western
newspaper, saying they would not make
Cape Nome a port of entry.

KASLO AND LARDO-DUNCAN RAlL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved the
second reading of Bill (26) ‘ An Act respect-
ing the Kaslo and Lardo-Duncan Railway
Company.” He said: This is a Bill to
change the name of the company, and ask-
ing power to divide up the road into sec-
tions for the purpose of construction, and
for the extension of the time for its com-
pletion.

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

CANADIAN STEEL COMPANY’'S BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (G) ‘An Act to incorporate
the Canadian Steel Company.’ He said:
This is a Bill asked for by several capital-
ists in the United States, for the purpose of
establishing iron works in this country. I
believe the intention is to establish works
in the county of Lincoln, and they have also
bought large mining properties. They pro-
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pose to extend their works to the county of | it another way. It seems to me, before this
Ottawa, where there are large iron deposits. | Bill goes to committee, the government
The enterprise will be of very great benetit : should think out some way of placing a
to this country. ,uniform definition of interpretation upon

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill [ that term.

was read the second time. ¢ Hon. Mr, MILLS—My hon. friend knows

| we use the term in legal phraseology as

DOMINION LANDS ACT AMENDMENT  equivalent to residence within the town-
BILL. [ ship, or in the neighbourhood or distriet.

SECOND READING. [ Hon. Mr. LOUGHKBED—I am not object-
Hod. Mr. MILLS moved the second read- | ing to the prineiple of it. I think it is a wise
ing of Bill 18 *‘An Act to mmend theil)l'o"iSiOD-

Dominion Ijands Act’ He said: The first| Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, it is a necessary
clause provides for an amendment to meet | . .

. i provision, and what my hon. friend says

the case of parties who have earned theiri,

atent. but have died, and whose Leirs r,ls perfectly just. It would be a monstrous

patent, but hi » ARd Whose LIS OF4)ing if the government were to give a

representatives belong to a foreign country. more liberal interpretation to this clause in

Where _that Is ,the case, the pro.visions:‘ofl the case of one settler than they would give
chap. 54. section 38, are applied. The n the case of another. But I apprehen&,
section to which I refer provides in case a when the clause comes to be worked out
: " . ) . 8 ’
settler obtains a right to a patent and ,dle”‘ there will be no difficulty in that respect. It
that it his legal representatives are citizens is the same as many other provisions of the
:,t a foreign C(‘>un‘t1"y, it shall be an exCep-| . a16 in departments administrative, so
lon to the provision in sect{on 38 as itl. .. you cannot perhaps restrict it just
stands in the original law. With regard to | with the same provision that you would
Clause 2, it provides that subsection 2 of |y, o1ginary provision of law that was not
the 38th section shall be amended by addmgi intended to Serve that purpose
thereto the following paragraph : !
(b) If the settler has his permanent resi-: Hou.' Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I do
dence upon farming land owned by him in the inot think the trouble would be so much with
vicinity of his homestead, the requirements of |y, onvernment. The difliculty would arise

this Act as to residence may be satisfled by N
residence upon the said land. lw1th some of the agents, who would per-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—What interpreta- | haps be not so particular. Another poiut
tion will we put on that word * vicinity ¥ 1 in connection with this clause is that it
i enables a settler to homestead who has

Hon. Mr. MILLS—-Vicinage or neighbour-|ajready purchased land—that is, a man who
hood. If he resides within a reasonable | ,wng property living upon it can homestead
distance—where a man is carrying on the ;e agjacent 160 acres. The object of giv-

cultivation of the land bimself. ' ing the homestead, as I have always under-
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Who shall decide; stood it, is to induce settlers to come In
that ? i there. If my interpretation of this is cor-

Hon. Mr. MILLS—He reports it to the ' ¢V @ Man who is living there, having pur
land agent, The intention is to make the;chzfsed land, could take an additional 160
law a little broader than it is at the present ; acres.
time, and it enables a man to homestoadk Hon. Mr. MILLS—Not necessarily. The
land while he is actually living on other| words are in the vicinity of his homestead.”
lana. J It assumes a condition to exist at the pre-
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It seems to me: sent time. A man may have hpmesteaded
there is a possibility of injustice being done i one plece of land and may have bought
by the use of a term so broad as that, ex- another, and may have found that, for cer-
cept some regulation is passed so that equal tain reasoms, spring water or a better build-
Justice may be dealt to all parties alike.‘ing site. or some other reasons, he
One agent may construe the meaning of the‘; prefers to erect his residence and to actu-
Word one way, another agent may construe | ally reside upon the lot which he has pur-
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chased rather than on the one which he has
homesteaded. TUnder this provision he will
not lose his right of homestead from the
fact that he did not reside upon the lot,
and if it is in the vicinity of the lot upon
which he resides, he has an opportunity of
actually cultivating it precisely the same as
he would if he had resided upon it, and I
apprehend the intention is, not to provide
for a man who resides far away from his
homestead, but who resides in the vicinity,
who perbaps may have bought the adjoin-
ing quarter section, and who has in that
way an opportunity of residing upon the
land he has purchased, simply because it
may be better suited for building purposes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL~I quite
understand that, but it does not reach the
point I raise. Supposing a man has not
homesteaded, but has gone and settled the
land, and there is a government lot next to
him, can he, after he has been a settler
there two or three years, go and homestead
the adjacent property, if he has not already
homesteaded it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do not see why he
should not. I do not see why He should be
put in a worse position, because, after all,
my hon. friend knows that our area of un-
occupied land in the North-west is very
great, and that if a man obtains an ad-
ditional lot after having bought one, he
can do so by homesteading it. If he has
already homesteaded it, he cannot home-
stead again. You give him an opportunity
of bringing a larger area under cultivation,
and under the existing circumstances I do
not think that that is a disadvantage in any
way. Section 44 of the Act reads as fol-
lows :

If such settler has not performed the con-
ditions of settlement required to entitle him to
a patent for such homestead within the time
and in the manner provided by this Act, and
has thereby forfeited his right to obtain a
patent, the holder of the charge created thereon
may apply to the minister for a patent of such
homestead, and upon establishing the facts to
the satisfaction of the minister, shall receive a
patent in his name therefor ; and such patentee
shall be bound to place a bona fide settler on
such homestead by the sale thereof to such set-
tler, or otherwise, within two years from the
date of such patent, and in default of so doing
within the said period shall be bound to and
obliged, on demand, to sell the said home-

stead to any person willing to become a bona |

fide settler thereon, for such sum of money
as is sufficient lo pay the amount of such

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

charge and interest, and the expense incurred
by the patentee in obtaining such patent.

Clause three of this Bill reads :

Subclause 5 of clause 44 of the said Act is

amended by adding at the end thereof the
words, ‘in which case the patent may issue
in the name of the settler even if he is not a
British subject.’
That is to enable him to acquire the legal
right that he would have in other cases, in
order that he may deal with the property
in accordance with the provisions of this
section. He has to put a settler upon it
within a reasonable time, or sell it to one
who is ready to occupy it. There are cases
where a provision of that sort seems neces-
sary in order to do justice to the parties.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL~To
show how much more liberal we are than
they are in the United States.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Clause 4 provides
for the renting of the residence of
the volunteer on active service. His

time counts while he is on active ser-
vice, and the following clause provides
that if he is disabled and so unable
to cultivate the land or improve it as
required, he shall be protected in his rights.
Clause 6 provides for the recounting
residence in the case of certain losses. It
reads :

If at any time after a settler obtains his entry
for a homestead and before he completes the
conditions of such entry, he suffers such loss,
by the destruction, by fire or other cause, of
bis dwelling-house, out-buildings, farming ma-
chinery, farming implements, horses or cattle,
as in the opinion of the minister forces such
settler to leave his homestead to earn money
to erect buildings in the place of those destroy-
ed, or to purchase other necessary farming
machinery, farming implements, horses or cat-
tle, the period during which such settler is so
torced to be absent from his homestead, not
exceeding, however, six months at any one
time, may be counted as residence upon his
homestead within the said Act or of any Act
amending it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—That is not in the
Bill which is distributed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI—That
is not in the Bill we have before us. The
Bill introduced in the Commons has evi-
dently been amended, and that clause has
been struck out.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—In clause 4 does the

word ‘ contingent’ cover those who are out
on foreign service ?
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Hon. Mr. MILLS—It is intended to cover
it.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—It says, ‘The defence
of Canada or any part of Canada, or the
defence of Canada against any foreign
power.’

Hon. Mr. MILLS—We will make that clear i

when in committee.

was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, March 20, 1900.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE CASE OF LIEUT-COL. WHITE.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL rose to

Call the atteation of tbe government to the
following letter which has been published in
different newspapers of the Dominion, and will
inquire whether the statements therein made
are true and correctly stated:

Department of Militia and Defence,
Ottawa, February 1, 1900.

Sir,—In reply to your letter of the 20th ult.,
I am directed by the Major General Command-
ing to inform you that your name was removed
from the list of officers to undergo the staff
course at the Royal Military College, Kingston,
by the hon. minister on the ground that you
have of late taken some active part in politics
on behalf of the opposition.

I have the honour to be,
Your obedient servant,

H. FOSTER, Colonel,
. Chief Staft Officer.
To Lieut.-Col. ‘White,
Guelph, Ont.

He said : I merely put the question now
in order to hear what explanation will be
made reserving to myself the right of
Commenting on the answer, if necessary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I was under the im-
bression that the question had been put,

and I answered it the other day as far as
my information went.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman said it was not true.

,tion about Col. White.
| that the reason given in Col. Foster’s letter for

' positive denial just before
'that I should ask in addition what means

| circumstances.

'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—1 have received the
reply of Mr. Borden, Minister of Militia, to

. the question. It is dated to-day, and is as
follows :—

I retnrn herewith Sir Mackenzie Bowell's ques-
The answer is, first,

the removal of Col. White’s name from the list
of officers for the staff course was not the true
one, and, secondly, was not the reason given

i by me; thirdly, no one was authorized to make
; any such statement as that made in Col. Foster’s

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill|

letter, namely, that Col. White’s name was re-
i moved from the list because he had ‘ of late taken

| some active part in politics on bebalf of the

opposition.’

| Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL~T stat-
‘ed to the hon. gentleman, when he made a
adjournment,

;had been taken to punish the gentleman
' who undertook to make such statements,
lif no authority had been given. The hon.
i gentleman has not answered that, but he
~has given a positive denial to a statement
‘made by the chief staff officer of the Militia
‘Department.' 1 do not know what action
,the Minister of Militia will take under such
If an officer of the depart-
-ment had put language of that kind into
;my mouth, when I had the honour of being

1

‘Minister of Militia, I would have brought
‘him to task instantly. I never would have
|allowed him to remain in the position he
roccupies if he was capable of writing a
iletter of that kind without having positive
| authority. Those who know Col. Foster,
(know that he has been an officer of the
!British army, and I presume cares very
' little about the politics of Canada, and how
lit 1s possible that a gentleman of that char-
‘acter occupying the prominent position that
the does, could write such a letter of that
‘kind without authority, is altogether beyond
| my comprehension. I think that when this
i matter is fully investigated, the public will
!be able to judge more correctly as to
where the fault lies and who tells the
untruth. It is not my province to say
that the Minister of Militia has stated
what is ineorrect, 1 should be equally
sorry to say that a gentleman of Col.
Foster’s position in the army, and occupying
an important office in this country. would
deliberately concoct what the Secretary of
State calls a deliberate falsehood. which, if
he knew anything about politics, would
bring his minister into disrepute if it ever
became public. That this letter was writ-
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ten is bevond peradaventure, because Col.
White was writien to and asked to consider
that this letter hal never been written.
Who instructed Col. IFoster to ask Col. White
to consider that this letter had never been

written? When we look at the actions of .

some ministers of the present day, and the
length to which they have carried the prin-
ciple of cutting oft the heads of officials, one

would not be surprised that the Minister of .

Militia, or many others, would give such
instructions.  In my old
North Hastings, the reason given by the
Postinaster General for removing a country
postiuaster wilo perhaps got twenty dollars
a year for his services, furnishing his own
house for the otfice. was that he had had
the audacity to allow
up a cartoon in the building which was

used as a post office—a cartoon reflect-
ing, 1 suppose, on some of the minis-
ters. 1 lhope that neither of my hon.

friends will come iuto my room, No. 3, for
fear of the consequences which might follow,
because I frankly tell them 1 have cut out
a number of cartoons that I can look at,
and laugh at, and ask my friends to do the
same. I’ancy the Postmaster General giving
as a reason for dismissing a country post-
master, that he reflected on my hon. friend

opposite ¥ Whether it was one of the By--

Town Coon cartcous or something of that
character, I do not know, but I cannot believe
for a moment that the leader of this House,
or the hon. Secretary of State. would be a
party to so paltry, so contemptible an act
as that, It is wrue they added thar this man
had played the partisan while acting as a
returning officer at a local election. Suppos-
ing he did, what had the Postmaster General
to do with how that man acted at the poli
in a leeal elecetion ¥ The charges made relat-
ing to him were positively denied by him.

He denies that he ever did what is charged

against him—that is showing partisanship
while acting as a returning officer. But
supposing he had acted in a partisan way.
could not the Ountario government have
taken care of him without calling to their
aid the DPostmaster General of Canada to
punizh this unfortunate man for not having
opinions in accord with their own ? But the
Postmaster General thought that a cartoon,
probably cut from the Star, was so offensive
to the people who came for their mail that
the postmaster had to Dbe deprived of the
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

coustituency of:

some one to put
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gorﬁce, and of the two penny-halfpenny re-
muneration he received. If a man is to be
deprived of an office like that because he
dares to hang up a cartoon in his office, or if
'a man is to be prevented from preparing
himself for the service of his country be-
"cause he has taken the part of the opposition
-against the government, the sooner the
world knows it the better. It would be
much better that we should know it, and
then we can come to this conclusion, to
leave the defence of the country in the
hands of the gentlemen who think as the
hon. gentlemen opposite do and belong to
their party. My attention was called to this
matter by a colonel of a battalion who has
“been a liberal all his life, and he expressed
such disgust at a statement like this, coming
from a high official, and as having eman-
.ated from the minister, or from the Major
General, that it is questionable in my mind
whether, having a proper regard for the
rights of the people of this country, he will
longer remain with the party he has been
connected with all his lite. He has too
much respect for the liberty of the people,
too much respect for the officers of his
battalion, who are composed of both parties,
to approve of such discrimination, hence the
sooner it is understood in this country that
we know no party or politics when it comes
to the defence of the country, the better. I
can say for myself, that while I occupied
‘the responsible position of Minister of Mil-
itin, I ignored politics in toto, as I believe
every man should; otherwise he would be
‘unworthy of occupying any prominent posi-
tion, I go further, he would be unworthy to
enjoy the liberty which all British subjects
fancy they enjoy in this country. If such a
.policy is to be pursued, we had better ask
Kruger, if he ever gets into power again, to
pass a resolution of sympathy with us, and
ask the world to assist us in securing our
liberties. How much better off are we, if
this gentleman state the truth, than the
Jitlanders in the Transvaal. If Col. Foster
does not tell the truth, the Minister of Militia
should dispense with his services without
"a moment’s consideration. I should ecall
Itim to account at once. I should say *‘You
‘have made an untrue statement, on what
"authority did you make it?’ In the letter
he says he is instructed Ly the Major Gen-
teral commanding to inform Col. White that
;his name has been removed from the lists
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of officers ‘by the hon. Minister of Militia.’
There :are two or three people who have, to
use a plain Anglo Saxon word, told a lie.
Mr. IFoster says he is directed by the Major
General Commanding to inform him that
he was instracted by the Minister of Militia
to tell Lieut. Col. White that his name was
removed because he had taken some active
part in politics on behalf of the opposition.
There is the statement between the three.
Col. Foster says distinetly—I have it on the
best authority and I state it publicly in
order that the Minister of Militia may take
such steps as he deems proper to bring this
gentleman to a proper sense of his duty—
that he did receive that order directly, and
that the commander of the forces, Major
General Hutton was not in the city when
the letter was written. I can easily under-
stand why Major General Hutton, at the
banquet given him, in this city, spoke as if
be was living in an atmosphere of political
influences, when he said :

I should feel more hopeful of the future of
Cunada if the government had ever shown an
active interest in our recent efforts for a higher

eiliciency, or indicated their approval of the
principle upon which our efforts are based.

That is a very serious charge for a gentle-
man occupying his position to make against
the minister under whose directions he was
acting, and whose approval he should have
upon all and every step that he took in con-
nection with the militia. It may be true that
the Major General may have endeavoured

to carry out the strict, rigid rules of the!

Imperia] service, and it may also be true
that he may not have understood the genius
of our people to such an extent as to modify
the views of the Imperial regulations to
meet the requirements of the force. He may
have been a little too rigid in that matter,
but in everthing he did, I venture the asser-
tion that he believed e was acting in the
best interests of this country and of the
militia force in particular. I had the Lonour
of meeting that gentleman while in Aus-
tralia. I saw the efforts he was making to
Put the volunteer force of that country in

an efficient state, and the results were such |
that any one who had paid any attention to |
wilitary matters would come to the conclu-

sion that he was one of the best officers that
could possibly be placed in the position he
Occupied. There may be other causes of
friction to which I will not allude, but I con-

fess as an old volunteer, having been in the
force for a long time, associated with Libe- .
rals in the ranks and at the mess table, and
knowing as I do that one of the best officers
that we have now in our own county is &
Liberal, a colonel of a battalion, I, with him,
felt that there had been a blow struck at the
volunteer force of this country which it
would be ditlicult in the future to eradicate
from the minds of those desiring in future to
serve upon the force. I speak strongly upon
this point, because I feel what I say. If this
is not true, Mr. IFoster should be sent home
at once. No man, whether he be an Imperial
officer or a Canadian officer, should be
permitted to make a statement of that kind
as coming from a Minister of the Crown un-
less he had authority to do it, and I hold
that it is the duty of the minister, and the
duty of the gentlemen opposite me, who are
responsible just as much as the Minister of
Militia himself for the proper maintenance
of the regulations affecting the service, to
take action to sustain the minister if this
statement of the minister be correct, and
have the officer dismissed ; or if the officer
is right and the minister has made such a
statement as that attributed to him he
ought to be hurled from office withia ten
minutes of the time it is made known that
it is true.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I am rather surprised at
the very violent speech made by my hon.
friend opposite, the insinuations in which he
has indulged and the attack upon the Min-
!ister of Militia without any evidence to sus-
{tain the charges and the insinuations which
| he has made. The hon. gentleman has made
a violent speech against the Minister of
Militia.  What has he submitted to this
{ House, what facts has he brought before us
| to warrant the attack which he bas made
;upon the minister ? The hon. gentleman says
;‘that the subject of politics ought not to be
i introduced into the fores. I agree with him,
; but the subject of politics has been intro-
duced into the forece for the last twenty
years. The hon. gentleman knows that quite
well.

Hon., Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No, I
do not know anything of the kind.

Hon, Mr. MILLS—Then the hon. gentle-
man is ignorant of what everybody else
knows.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Give
us evidence of that. The hon. gentleman's
statement is not sufficient.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I am going to give the
evidence of what I say. I know, myself, be-
fore the hon. gentleman came into the gov-
ernment, that the militia force of this coun-
try was reorganized, and I know that every
officer who was in the force at the time that
that Bill was introduced into parliament,
was legislated out, and those that were of
the Liberal party were left out at that time.
In my own constituency there was not one
restored to the force that had been in the
force before.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—When
was that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—1868 or 1869. The hon.
gentleman is quite astonished that it is a
good while ago, but was it not a principle
then as much as it is a principle to-day ?
I say this in defence of the Minister of Mili-
tia, that three-fourths of the officers who
have gone on the two contingents to the
continent of Africa to uphold the unity of
the empire are politically opposed to us,
and does the hon. gentleman pretend to say
that if you appoint a Liberal to an office
in that force that the government are to be
censured for it, and that because a man is
a Liberal he ought to be disqualified from
holding office.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Did I
say so ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No, but the hon. gentle-
man has attacked the government on the
ground that they have acted the part of poli-
tical partisans in the constitution of the
militia force, and he quotes this letter of
Col. Foster's for the purpose of sustaining
that charge. Let me call the attention of
the House to this letter. Col. Foster does not
pretend to say anything of his own know-
ledge. Col. Foster says :

Sir,—In reply to your letter of the 20th ult.,
I am directed by the Major General Commanding
to inform you that your name was removed from
the list of officers to undergo the staff course

at the Royal Military College, Kingston, by the
hon. :iinister.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Go on.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Let the hon. gentleman
be patient and seek to preserve the dignity
of the House. Hon. gentlemen should be

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

moderate and should desire to be regarded
as fair, and I ask them at least to have the
appearance of seeming fairness if they do
not feel disposed to be fair. What does he
say ? He says: ‘By the minister on the
ground that you have of late taken some
active part in politics on behalf of the oppo-
sition.” I have the most unqualified denial
of the minister to that statement ; more than
that, I say that If the minister had made
that statement it was a most improper thing
for General Hutton to put into a communica-
tion to the party. He says: ‘I am directed
by the Major General Commanding to in-
form you’'—what is he directed to informn
him ? ‘That your name was removed from
the list of officers to undergo the staff course
at the Royal Military College, Kingston, by
the hon. minister on the ground that you
have of late taken some active part in poli-
ties on behalf of the opposition.” I venture
to say that the hon. minister made no such
statement, I venture to say that no minister
is so imprudent as to make a statement of
that sort, and I venture to say that if a
man were not hostile and malignant in his
feelings against the minister, even if he
had said it, he would not have put such
words into a communication to g party to
be removed. What are the facts ? This man
to whom this letter is addressed, Lieutenant
Colonel White, of Guelph, is to be sent to
Kingston to take the staff course there. He
is a retired officer. He is over sixty years
of age, and he is a cripple. He was doubly
disqualified, and it was on the ground that
he was so disqualified that Mr. Borden, the
Minister of Militia, told the gentleman that
he could not be taken upon the staff, and
yet, instead of assigning the reason given by
the minister to the Lieut. Col.,, the Major
General assigns a reason of his own.
Now, I say that is what has been dome. I
venture to assert that Colonel Foster will
not say, if he is asked. that he had bhad any
communication whatever with the minister
upon the subject. He was not directed by
the minister. He received his instructions
from the Major General. It was the Major
Yeneral who professed to have had this
communication with the minister, and the
Major General put these words into Colonel
Foster’s mouth for the purpose of commu-
nicating them to Mr. White. The Major
General has gone out of this country ; I am
making no attack on him. I am not going
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to discuss on this occasion whether he was
the best otficer, or a proper ofticer, or not,

but I would just say this, there have been |

major generals in this country before him,
and if there is any one of them wifh whom
the hon. gentleman and his colleagues
agreed let the hon. gentleman name him.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Major General Selby
Smith, for instance.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Selby Smith was out of
the country before the hon. gentleman came
into office, but the hon. gentleman and his
colleagues have not got on more smoothly
with the officers that the British government
have lent to this country than the present
government did with Major General Hutton.
There can be no doubt on that score. These
gentlemen, I know right well from discus-
sions which have taken place before, seem
to be of the opinion that because they are
British officers they are not amenable to the
civil officers of this country. I take a dif-
ferent view. I say that the ministers of the
Crown in this country hold the same rela-
tion to the officers of the militia force that
the ministers of the Crown in England do
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ject—that his instructions were received
from Major General Hutton, and that he
wrote in accordance with the directions
which he had received from the Major Gen-
eral—which was not the reason that the
minister gave—that those instructions ex-
. pressed the reasons that were given by the
minister for not permitting this person to
undergo the staff instruction at the Military
College at Kingston, viz.: because he was
iover age, and on account of physical infirmi-
. ties he was disqualified to continue in the
service.

Hon, Mr. CASGRAIN—Why did he not
say that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Why did not who say
it ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Why did not the
minister say it ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The minister said it.
e called the attention of Major General
Hutton to the fact that Col. White was le-
gally disqualified to be on the list, because
he was over age and a cripple. Both state-
;ments were made to him and both state-

to those in the command of the forces there, | Ients were concealed, and a different rea-
and, as the Duke of Wellington said on onef son was assigned in the letter which Col.
oceasion, the Commander in Chief canmot| Foster was instructed by the Major Gen-
move a corporal’s guard from one part of | eral to write.

the city of London to another without the! fy,n. Mr. LOUGHEED—How did it come
sanction of the Secretary for War, and I a4 nis name was placed on the list ?

say here we cannot admit that there is any
authority existing in this country that is) Hon. Mr. MILLS—It was placed there by
not subordinate to the civil authority to the Major General. Others were placed on

whom the people of this country have com-: the list by the Major General that were not
mitted the affairs of government, and Who‘ qualified, and they were struck‘oﬂ when
have the right to exercise that superior au- brought to the attention of the minister.

thority as long as they enjoy the con-| pfon, Mr. FERGUSON—The Minister of
fidence of the representatives of the people| yustice has spoken under a good deal of ex-
in parliament, whether they be of one party| citement. My hon. friend feeling no doubt
or the other. i be had a very bad case, thought it was ne-
cessary, by the strength of his adjectives
and by evincing a good deal of feeling to
| cover the weakness of the cause which he

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend on my| had undertaken to defend. My hon. friend
right read from the minister to-day a c‘om~} tries to divert the attention of this House
plete denial of everything affirmed in this | from the crucial point in this letter of Major
letter, and I say that the minister was not | White's, by raising a discussion over the
aware at the time of this letter to Colonel | fact which he alleges, that mo government
White being written, it was brought under  in this country has got on very well with
his attention some time after it was written. | major generals commanding the forces
I believe that he sent for Col. Foster, and | here—that there have been disagreements
Col. Foster admitted that he had had no. between various goverments and thl? Major
communication with the minister on the sub-f General’'s commanding the forces In Can-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Was that done in}
Montreal Iately ? ;
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ada. This may be true; matters of dis-
agreement, may always be expected. It is
perfectly reasonable that such should ocecur
and without any cause for alarm or surprise;
but this is not a mere difference of opinion.
It is a matter where there is a direct con-
tradiction in words Dbetween the minister
and one or both of these British officers.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Only one.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Only one, My
hon. friend draws the deduction that the
major general commanding is responsible
for giving this reason and instructing Mr.
Foster to put this reason in this letter.

Hon. Mr., MILLS—Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That is the plain
meaning of this letter. The minister puts
in the hands of the Secretary of State a
statement which gives a direct lie to the
words of the Major General. We are asked
in this House, behind the back of the Major

General. to believe that this British soldier{

has deliberately and maliciously, and malig-
nantiy—I think that is the word the Min-
ister of Justice used—put this reason. with-
out any ground or authority for it, in this
letter for the purpose of injuring the min-
ister. The honour of a British soldier is
something proverbial, and I think that hon.
members of this House and the people of
this country will be slow to come to the
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Why was he recalled ?

Hen., Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
was once a minister of the government and
did not reimain a minister.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Major General Hutton
was recalled before his time was up.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—He may have been
recalled for service elsewhere. 1 had the
statement made last week to me that Major
General Hutton’s administration of the
forces in New South Wales was eminently
satisfactory to the people of New South
Wales. It is certainly a very serious martter
that the Minister of Militia had no way. ap-
parently, to get out of this position in which
lie finds himself placed, than by asking the
people of this country to believe that Major
General Hutton, a British soldier, deliber-
ately. and malignantly, and designedly in-
structed that a falsehood should be inserted
"in this leiter which Col. Foster wrote to

| Mr. White.
|

“ Hon. Mr. ALLAN—In the face of the very
i strong denial read by the Secretary of State,
I do not know that much more can be said
Eto any advantage on this subject. As the
! matter now stands, the reply from the Min-
iister of Militia places the responsibility on
| Major General Hutton of stating what is
!practically untrue. There is no escaping

conclusion that Major General Hutton deli-| from that dilemma, that the Major General
berately and designedly, and malfgnantly ordered Colonel Foster to write an utterly
instructed Col. Foster to put a falsehood ; untrue statement to Colonel White. From
in this letter for the purpose of injuring the all I have seen, and from what I know of
Minister of Militia. Are we prepared to ac- Major General Hutton, I cannot conceive
cept tuat conclusion without a word from |that he was capable of doing anything of
Major General Hutton in defence ? Are we the kind, and altbough. as I said before,
prepared to accept even the word of thefit is not very much use to follow up
Minister of Militia when the acceptance of | this matter in the Housc at present,
it involves such disgraceful conduct on the yet 1 do not see how it is possible that it
part of a British officer? The hon. gentle-' can remain as it is, because we should have
man wishes to convey the impression to this: yet some statement from Major General
House that Major General Hutton has been: Hutton to show whether he has been guilty
greatly to blame during his administration of making a deliberate mis-statement in
of militia affairs in Canada, and I have! placing the grounds of refusal to allow this
heard the statement made elsewhere that officer to follow up his course at the Military
Major General Hutton had got into diffi- | College on remarks which were never made
culties with provincial governments in other by the Minister of Militia. I do not konow,
places before he came to Canada. I have and I think very few of us know exactly the
the authority of a member of an Australian circumstances under which Major General
Legislature, who was on the floor of this' Hutton resigned his appointment here, but
House not a week ago. that General Hutton’s. I am glad to take this opportunity of say-
administration of the forces in New South ' ing that I know of no major general com-
wales was eminently satisfactory. ' manding the militia in this country, who has
Hoa. Mr. FERGUSON. -
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ever done as much for the militia of Ca-.
nada as General Hutton has done. That is
the unanimous opinion and feeling of every-
body connected with the militia, and volun-
teer forces, at all events throughout Ontario,
and I fancy it is the same in the other prov-
inces of the Dominion. He has put spirit
and life in the organization, and taken a per-
sonal interest in it such as no major gen-
eral had ever done before. I suppose every-
body is bound to accept the distinct denial
of the Minister of Militia that the Secretary
of State has been authorized to read to this
House, but I think bhereafter we shall re-
quire to have a further explanation to con-
vince us that General Hutton instructed
Colonel Foster to write a distinct untruth.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does the hon. gentleman
thing it reasonable apart from every other
consideration, that the minister would assign
such a reason in a public document for the '
removal of an officer who was over age and
crippled ?
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Hon. Mr. POWER—The question of the
major general’'s withdrawal was discussed,
not his connection with this particular letter.
The Major Hughes matter was discussed in
the other House; and the Conservative
party there did not seem to take the view
that the Conservative party here seems dis-
posed to take. They say it is an ill bird that
fouls its own nest, and it is a highly dis-
creditable thing that, from political motives,
any hon. gentleman should be prepared to
say that if there is a question of veracity
between any officer who comes here and a
member of the government, it is our duty
to believe the stranger, rather than the
member of the government.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—I desire to say that, as
far as I am concerned, I made no statement
of that kind. I expressed no opinion what-
ever as to the denial which was read
here by the Secretary of State from the
Minister of Militia. I only said I could not
believe until there was some further evi-

.dence before me, that Major General Hut-

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Doesg the
minister think a non-political officer like the
Major General would drag polities into a
matter of this kind ? Not likely. The Min- !
ister of Militia 1s a strong politician.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Not as strong as the
major general was.

ton, in whose honour I would place as much

‘trust as I would in that of the Minister of

Militia or anybody else, would be guilty of
stating an untruth.

Hon. Mr. POWER—My remarks did not
refer to the hon. gentleman from York, be-

'cause he was studiously moderate, but to

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Who is|the two hon. gentlemen who preceded him.
more likely to drag polities in—the major| It is not long ago that we were given to un-
general or the minster ? We are bound to : derstand that Canadian officers and soldiers

look at the major general as being as honest :
and truthful as the Minister of Militia. 1 do 1
not wish to convict the minister of a false- :
hood, but it looks more likely that he would :
be more apt to use political influence than |
the major general would be. ‘

Hon. Mr. POWER—I notice that there is
4 much more one-sided view of this ques-
mtion of the ex-major general taken by
the Conservative party in this House
than in the other House. In the House
of Commons the Conservative party did not
venture to line up behind Major General
Hutton ; and I think possibly hon. gentle-
nen opposite may find by-and-by that they
have made a mistake in taking the attitude
they have assumed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Will
the hon. gentleman inform me when this
matter was discussed in the other House ?

did not know anything about fighting.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Oh!

Hon. Mr. POWER—That was the ground
taken, that unless our men were drilled into
machines they would be no use in a cam-
paign. That fallacy has been completely
exploded; and I think the view that the word
of a Canadian is not as good as the word
of an Englishman is another fallacy which
will also be exploded in due time. I take it
for granted that a Canadian is just as little
likely to lie as any other man. With respect
to this letter, no one has said that Colonel
Foster was not instructed by the Major Gen-
eral commanding. It is simply a ques-
tion of veracity between the major general
commanding, who was under onrders to leave
at the time the letter was written, and the
Minister of Militia who probably had some-
thing to do with having him leave.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—I
would call the attention of the Minister of
Justice to the statement he made as to the
reasons given for the removal of Colonel
White’s name from the list of those who
were to go to Kingston. Before doing so, I
wish to congratulate him on the moderate

and temperate manner in which he ap-:
proached this subject. What he meant by

the statement that there never was a major

general in this country with whom I could |

agree, I do not know. Perhaps he had re-

ference to the tilt I had with one major

general.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Herbert ?
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No, I

had no difficulty with Colonel Herbert. Other .

colleagues did not get on with him. Colonel

Herbert, as I learned when in London three:

or four years ago, spoke highly of me. I
mention that to show that I had mno difficulty
with him ;

when he took me to task for expressing my
opinions on the fioor of the House which 1
denied his right to do. As a representative

of the people, I laid down the doctrine that:
I had a perfect right to discuss militia mat-;

ters, the action of the General at the time,
and everything affecting the interests of
the country. That was my difficulty with
the colonel. He was an admirable officer

but I did have some little.
difficulty with Colonel McDougall in 1869,

- cers originally selected for the staff course now
i going on, and the date of notification? 4. What
| clxan§es were thereafter made, and for what rea-
: sons?

The answer of the Minister of Militia and
. Defence was as follows :

1 beg to reply: 1. For the purpose of promot-
ing higher military education and of preparing
officers for positions of command and for staff
duties when required. 2. Suitability for pro-
' motion, capacity for staff duties, and the pro-
i bability of their being required to act on the
| staff generally, or at the Royal Schools of Instruc-

 tion, in replacing officers selected for active ser-
vice. The Queen’s Regulations do not admit
officers over the age of thirty-five to the staff
course in England. 3. Lieut.-Colonels: W. W.
¢ White, W. E. Hodgins, A. Roy, G. E. A, Jones,
" D. McL. Vince, H. McLaren; majors: J. C. Gal-
loway, W. G. Mutiton, E. Chine; captains: A. E.
Carpenter, J. J. Sharples, W. S. Smith. They
were notified in orders, January 20, 1900, with-
out the authority of the minister, 4. Of the
cfficers named in paragraph 3, Lieut.-Colonels
Vince and White were remioved from the list
caiefly on account of age, and because they had
retired from active command. Captain Mutton
was struck of( the list at his own request. Cap-
tain Taylor was added to fill vacancy. Lieut.
Webster was put on and retired without instruc-
tion or authority from the minister.

. Col. Vince, I Dbelieve, is a New Bruns-
, wicker, a gentleman who was turned out
; of the post office a short time ago, because
he has political proclivities differing from
those of the hon. minister. The Minister o